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JACQUES HENRIPIN. Montreal, 5 June 1995. Interviewed by Barbara M. Freeman in Montreal. Duration: 58:40 (58 minutes, 40 seconds)PRIVATE 
SIDE A

(Voice check. Henripin gives name and address. He and Freeman say they are both suffering from colds.)
006  BMF: What I wanted to do is just ask you a little bit about your involvement with the Royal Commission and the first question would be is how was it that you were appointed to the Commission?
JH: I never knew.  I don't know.  I received a phone call sometime and uh, have been asked if I would accept to be a member of this Commission and well, I said yes and that's all I know about it.  I have no, no, I don't know.  I was not particularly interested in these kinds of questions, of course, I was interested in family and fertility because my trade is that but um, I don't know why.  I never, I  ask a question, I ask myself that question very often. And I don(t know.

BMF: So you don't remember
JH: You could ask the same question about the others too - why, why them?  Well, of course uh, this, the professor of law at McGill was, as far as legal matters are concerned, he was an expert on that right, human rights and things like that but for the other, for the other ones I don't know.  Elsie MacGill had a long experience of feminism, she was probably the most, the most convinced member of the Commission.  It was part of her life.  It was funny.  It was funny because she was an engineer in uh, in a field where probably she was the only woman there uh, aeronautics and uh, she told us that she never felt a stranger among, in this, in this milieu.  And she was, that's the way she was.  Very convinced of her for things.

027  BMF: But you don't remember who phoned you or anything to ask you, do you? 

JH: It's a Minister, I think.  Which one, I don't remember. No.  I don't remember.

031 BMF:  Because it was the Cabinet who set the parameters of the inquiry, you know, who decided what questions should be asked.  Well, you are a demographer and you trace fertility patterns and so on.  At the time what would you have said were the most important things that Canadian women needed in 1968?  What stood out for you as a demographer of populations, what was happening? 

JH: Well, most probably to have a, equal rights which was not the case at that time, and legal rights, it was not the case.  Uh, and access to all kinds of training.  We were in, in Quebec in particular we were quite late compared to the rest of CanadJH:  I remember that we have consulted a person who at that time was rather young, about a notary, a female notary, who was the first to be, to be, to graduate as a notary in Quebec.  She was, I don't know, 35 perhaps.  And it, not only was she, it was impossible for a lady to attend, to get this training.  Well, these barriers of course were so evident that uh, that uh, a man like me here, living here could not, could not avoid these, to be, to be interested in this kind of things.  Very fundamental rights I think.  It was very difficult for women to, to attend what was at that time, in this province, the only access to all university training, that is the college classique as we called them at that time.  There were female college classique but very limited in numbers.  The bishopers were against it. They accepted one, maybe two, but not more than that.  There was, there were many barriers for women and this was, but what struck me perhaps more than that which is rather trivial as a matter of fact, you don't have to reflechir, how do you say that, to think too often to find a solution to, for that - it's so clear.  But as far as the, I heard women coming before the Commission I was uh, I was so glad. It was, it was um, I don't know how to say it in English, um, hontu [embarrassing].  Women were treated as second-class citizens.  They could not make loans in the banks and I was struck by this.  Many women in the, particularly in the West, they had to spend their life working with their husband, improving the farm and when the husband dies they had nothing because the whole thing was in the hands of the uh, the uh.  I was very impressed by that and this I didn't know before.  All the rest, did I hear many things that I didn't know before? Perhaps, small things perhaps. Details.
074 BMF: So the response to Quebec women on the birth control and abortion question - that did not surprise you?  The way it seems to surprise the Anglophone media, that did not surprise you though.  That many said that they actually wanted more right to, more access to birth control at least and I think even some said abortion as well. 

JH: Well, the problem of birth control in Quebec even in Quebec at that time was almost settled.

BMF:  Oh, was it?
JH: Oh yeah. In practice.  Well, I'm not saying everything was fine but uh, I remember I conducted a survey here in '71 and for 90 per cent of the women the position of the Church had no meaning.  So it was settled.  It changed very, very quickly.  Abortion is another problem.  And we interviewed, and we were not the first, with some of my colleagues we made a survey interviewing men and women about the reasons why abortion could be permitted by the law and the first thing that surprised us was that the men were more liberal than women on that point and this was not the only survey with that kind of result.  And that there's a clear majority of, of both men and women refusing abortion except for very serious reasons, that is, the life of the mother, um, rape, and um, danger of the, very very precise danger of the child deforme 
BMF: being deformed yeah.  
JH: When you try people about other kinds of reasons - social, economic reasons - uh, you lose the majority and it's always like that.  It doesn't change very much, I think I've looked after many results of that kind.  So, uh, I didn't hear much about that by, by the uh, by the briefs that we, we discussed with the people.  

105  JH: So you don't remember being particularly surprised by too much that you heard from francophone women or Quebec women during the hearings? 

JH: No, I think there was no gross, no real surprise, no.  These things were all, all this was discussed.  Was it really necessary to have a, to have a Commission like that?  I think it helped, but we could have dispensed with a lot of these briefs certainly, of these, except that I think it helped, it encouraged women to be invited to speak before us and talk about the difficulties and speak what they were expecting.  I think it helped them.  It didn't help much the Commissioners I think because we knew almost all these things.  Um, I don't remember any particular brief, uh, that gave us some information that we didn't have before.  So um, but it was interesting to discuss with the, all kinds of women that we, there was a real diversity of social status, uh, we uh, I remember that the secretary made great efforts to uh, to uh, make all women comfortable with all us.  We tried to choose places where which were not too much impressive for these people.  We were on the same, at the same level and uh, all things, all these things were planned before and, and I think it was good, it was fine. (Editorial note: Henripin is referring here to the Commissioners’ practice of seating women who testified close to their table and on the same eye-level so they could make them feel it they were having an intimate exchange with them more than a statement to the audience and media at the hearing. At the time, most women were not used to airing their concerns in such a public manner.)
128  BMF: That was very conscious. Did you perceive any big difference in the needs of Anglophone women compared with Quebec women or the other way around? 

JH: No, I don't think so.  Well, I must tell you the, the, I think, I still think that the most fundame, I must tell you that I'm fed up with these, with these complaints of women which are quite repetitive, they are lacking.  At think at that time it was necessary to do that but uh, my impression is that it's not helpful to repeat all that.  What will be helpful to, would be to use imagination and try to find new solutions or to, I don't know, but anyway.  And the most, what I was going to say is that the most important thing, the most important reason why there's a problem is always there.  It's still women who take care of the children.  And as far as this doesn't change, you can make, you can have all the daycare centres you like, it will not, it will help of course, but uh, it uh, it will not change the fundamental of the whole thing.  It's not an easy problem but on that particular ground I didn't hear a single, a single idea, new idea about that.  I don't know.  And most, many women still, still choose careers uh, which will not lead very far.  Of course, if women choose, I don't know, the history of arts, of course they have great chances not to find any job.  Philosophy (both laugh). I have nothing against these but when you choose that, you have to know that it will be hard to find a job. 
153  BMF: At the time I don't suppose you would remember anybody coming to the Commission and saying well, maybe one solution is to have daycares at the place of work. 

JH:Well, yes.  There was that kind of thing.  I think daycare, there was all sorts of uh, of um, of arrangements.  I think all are acceptable, it depends.  Yes.  I was struck by, I'm, I'm fed up also with this leitmotif of daycare centres as if they were the solution to all problems, and as I told in my minority report uh, I'm always convinced that it is not fair to subsidize parents who put their children in, in daycare centres and not do the same thing for those who do the job themselves - why? It's not, for me it's always uh, it's unfair.  And uh, it's always the same complaints, same uh, it's lacking imagination in great measure I think.  I think I our report was not too imaginative also.

170  BMF: You don't think the report was very imaginative? 

JH: No. I don't think so.  It uh, I think it was, it gave, it's full of small details.  It's, I tried to read again the recommendations we made, there are a 100 and I don't know.  It's, well, perhaps it's not uh, it's less interesting now because many of these problems are almost settled.  But uh, well, not very exciting.

177 BMF:  So you were trying to write a report, all of you together as a committee, and that, I mean I can see the papers of the Royal Commission and I can see the process you went through and it seemed to be very difficult.  Was it?
JH: Oh, it's very difficult to write something which will please 5 or 6 people, 7 people.  Some with uh, interests that are not shared by others or well, the importance, the relative importance is varying anyway.  Some that left me absolutely cold because I didn't know the problems… the Indians in Canada I don't know, I think the Commission was not prepared to uh, give any solution to such problems.  But some commissioners were very fond of that and well, the text were written by personnel.  And uh, well, examined and uh, criticized and it must have been very difficult for the writers, for the writers because they had to please 7 people.  Uh, well, it was a long process. Yeah.  And there was a kind of a, kind of a ideal that everyone would sign the whole thing.  Which nearly happened, uh, not quite.  John Humphrey gave his own report and uh, there were a few minority statements so from that point of view it was a success I think but probably at the price of something which is not very exciting perhaps.  Anyway, when reading it today I don't find it very exciting.

203  BMF: You're not impressed, huh? 

JH: No.  And I think we didn't pinpoint the, the what I told you, the most important thing.  We didn't really, I think, put any effort in that.

207  BMF: This is the business of working mothers or having to ? children. 

JH: Well, this is the problem is how to share the problem of raising children between sexes.  My, well, I've quite a lot of personal experiences then.  This is my second family, I had six children, I have three small ones now, two boys of 13 and a young girl of 3.  And I'm taking care of these much more than I did with my first three children.  I still wonder if men are, have much aptitude to, to, to raise small children.  I don't know.

216  BMF: Why is that? 

JH: I don't know.  We don't like it, I think.  I like childrens but when I spend 2 hours with my young daughter who is a marvel of nature, well, I've, I've enough.  
221 BMF: It's tiring. 

JH: It's tiring, yes.  Maybe women would be, would react the same way.  I don't know.  What is, seems clear to me is that uh, she is much more interested in her mother than in me because I spend more time with her I think than her mother did.  And nothing, you can do nothing.  It's her mother.  So is there something natural in that, I don't know.  I'm still asking myself this question.  So, well, this is not to mean that some other arrangement cannot be made, of course, a better share should be made.  Would it be, would it be uh, would it be uh, realistic to think that it will be an equal share?  Oh, I think for some couples it might be that the man would be much more able to take care of the young children than the lady, but on the whole, as an average, I would think that probably women are better equipped than we are to take care of young children.  I don't know why.  

237  BMF: Can I ask you some things now about the Commission and what you might remember about its policies, particularly concerning the press?  Were you given any instructions about how to deal with the press that you remember? 

JH: I don't remember.  I don't remember.  I remember having interviewed a few times by journalists.  But, no, uh, no. 
243 BMF: Well, when I came in here today you said to me that you were reading the clippings I sent you in the Anglophone press and you were not impressed at all. 

JH: Oh well, I found it absolutely non-exciting.  Well, uh, I think that journalists are not interesting on the whole for anything,and they were not for that either.  There's no analysis, there's no description of the problem, there's none, no effort to try to understand, no, no, critical attitudes against uh, in face of some declarations and uh, they are still like that, well, most of them, there are exceptions of course,but uh, I'm uh, oh I think that the journalists in this country are something terrible.  For most of them, I would say.  And uh, well, it's the same thing.

256  BMF: Now mind you I didn't send you everything I had.  There's some columnists, some, there were a few, not many I have to say, a few did try to analyze but most of it was opinion, men and women, and it was very much off the top of the head and not all of them were even at the hearings, especially the men.  The male editorial writers were never at the hearings but they had many things to say about how what a waste of time it was.  It's a strange thing but I noticed that.  What did you think of the Take 30 program I showed you on Quebec and Montreal? 

JH: Well, as I told you I, I didn't hear everything, I didn't understand everything.  (pause)  I found it dull.  
BMF: Dull.  
JH:Yeah.  Probably more now than it was the case at that time.  Maybe part of my reaction is that since 30 or 25 years I've heard so many times the same thing with no, nothing new, uh, I think it's a loss of time.  I'm, I'm impressed by the lack of imagination of feminists.  It's a difficult question, I understand that, but uh, it's of no use I think to repeat the same things all the time.  

282  BMF: But you could also argue I think that a fair amount has changed. 

JH:Yes, yeah, of course, of course, yes.

283 BMF: What do you see as the biggest changes in your experience over 25 years when you see women, the status of women, what do you think are the biggest changes?
 JH: Well, many women have kept their name.  I think this is very important. (Pause). The attitude has completely changed I think.  There are male reactions that were accepted at that time that wouldn't be accepted now I think.  Assuming the superiority of men and, I changed myself, um, I think that it would be fair to say that uh, at the beginning of my first marriage - that was in 1950, around '55 - I would have admitted that if a husband and a wife are not uh, don't agree on a decision to be taken, well, the husband should have the right to decide.  And I would have, well, I would not have stated that that way, I think, but I think I would, I expected that my wife at that time would have accepted that I take the decision.  It didn't last very long, but I think I changed on that.  I think I completely uh, guerir [to heal] how do you say that? When you are sick and become ..

BMF: recover? Or change? 
JH:Yeah, ok.

309  BMF: What about, did the Royal Commission change your attitudes?  Were you aware of a change happening to you? 

JH: Oh yes, certainly I got, certainly I got more uh, more uh (pause) how do you say that, uh, more convinced that there was a fundamental lack of justice in the relationship between men and women.  It was not only a problem of law, law helped of course, now it has played a role, its role, I think, but the most important thing still, well, has changed a little bit also but there are still problems.  And I live in, in a milieu where many of these problems are almost settled now.  I don't think that it is the same thing in all milieus.  (pause).  But I don't know, at the University of Montreal the majority of medical doctors are women now.

327  BMF: Are they? 

JH: No.  They were not admitted a few decades ago and now they are the majority because they are better than men.

329  BMF: You think so? 

JH: Well, they, if they are more numerous it’s because they pass the, there's an entrance examination and they are better than men.  They, they are, so they are admitted and they, they succeed.

333  JH: Do you think that at the time when they kept women out it was perhaps they were afraid that women might turn out to be at least as good or… 

JH: I don't know, I don't know.  I don't, I would not suppose that.  I would rather assume that uh, most of these medical professors thought that that's not the place for a woman.  Maybe a few exceptions but, what are they doing there. 

342  BMF: I must ask you now if you, when you were on the Commission what media did you read?  Did you read only the Francophone media but you must have read the English? 

JH: Oh yes, we were supplied with clips and things like that.  Yeah, I used to look at them, yeah, but I don't remember that, any of that.

348  BMF: Do you remember any of the reporters, Ed Reid, the guy you saw on television - do you remember him? 

JH: No. No, not at all.

350  BMF: Rosemary Speirs from Canadian Press? 

JH: Not at all. No.
351  BMF: So I don't suppose they'd spend a lot of time with you during the hearings. 
JH:Oh no, there, we, we didn't have much time to do that either, you know.  I remember that.  We didn't have time for lunch.  We, the, the hearings continued the whole day.  We spent, we took 15 minutes to have a sandwich and we came back and uh, we started in the morning and we stopped sometime we, we were hearing, there were hearings at night.  And after that we went to bed, that's all.  So we didn't have much time to, to uh talk with journalists.  Well, at the end of the session very quickly perhaps, I don't remember having spent a lot of time with journalists.

363  BMF:  Did you spend any time socializing in the evening?  Did you go out to dinner together or anything like that? 

JH: I think we didn't have time. No.  No, uh, not during the hearings anyway.  And not even, well, I must tell you that um, there were the hearings and there were the meetings of the Commission itself.  The meetings were conducted in English only and uh, this is where I became more or less bilingual.  It helped very much.  I spoke English and I understood English a little bit before but it helped me quite a bit although I'm not far from being perfect bilingual.  But it was very tiresome and at the end of a day when uh, when I had to speak and hear English all the time, my goodness, I didn't want to hear another word of it (laughs).  So no, I think we used to…  
BMF: Go your own way.

JH: Yeah.

383 BMF: Um, now, I remember looking at press clippings that, about the fact that there were two men on the Commission.  In fact one of the first questions that came up was - will there be any men on the Commission - and then you and Mr. Gordon at first. 

JH: yeah, I don't remember him very well.  We didn't see him much, no, he was in at the beginning and at that time we didn't have many meetings so I saw him perhaps once or twice, that's all.

390  BMF: Do you remember why he left? 

JH: It, not only don't I remember but uh, it has never been clear in my mind why he left.  I think he, he uh, my impression was he understood that it was not perhaps his uh, right for him or I don't know.  I don't know. 
 396  BMF: That he didn't want to, he didn't like the way the research was being carried out.  I understood it was a disagreement between him and Monique Begin and Florence Bird but I don't know if that's right. 

JH: Oh, there was uh, we, maybe I'm wrong but uh, what I recall is ths\at we first hired a professor of Windsor, I think as a research director.  My goodness, how many millions he would have taken to do what he wanted to do, it was kind of, I don't know, I didn't know him.  I heard of him before but I really did not know him and uh, my impression that uh, that was not the place to do what he wanted to do.

409  BMF: Yes, Professor Kirk. 

JH: Yes, I think so.  So uh, and there was some difficulties with the secretary I think perhaps with Mrs. Bird also.  We didn't have many contacts with him either and finally it was decided I think that Miss Begin would do both jobs, I think, research director and secretary, which is uh, she was uh, she's a remarkable person, very bright woman.

BMF: Do you remember..? 

JH:Very bright human being I must say because uh, (laughs)

421 BMF: Oh it's okay to say woman. It was the last time I looked (laughs).  So do you remember any disagreements among the Commissioners about anything? 

JH: Oh there was always disagreements.

BMF: But anything really serious, I mean, internal problems. 

JH: (Pause) No, nothing except uh, on the content of the report.  There was long discussions about uh, about abortion and it uh, well obviously it was not possible to reconcile everyone but uh, there were, there were long efforts to try to uh, to uh, make everyone agreeing on some recommendation.  That's probably the topic which raised the most, the longest as far as I remember anyway. Otherwise, well, no.  I don't remember really any uh, any, maybe there was that I didn't, wasn't aware of but I don't remember any systematic disagreement between the commissioners, no. 

445  BMF: Did, I've heard from other people that not everybody was comfortable with Florence Bird, the way she directed it.
JH:Oh, she had a very particular style.  But (pause) I think the Commission was run more by the secretary than by the president which I think was a very good thing.  Otherwise, it's a, I never met a woman like that in my life.

455  BMF: Like who - Florence Bird?
JH: As far as her style is concerned.  I was re, there was something funny.  I uh, looked again at the report and the list of commissioners and as they were nominated by the government, there were four married women, three married women.

463  BMF: Actually no, Florence was married, Doris Ogilvie was married and Lola Lange was married, that's right.  Oh and.. 

JH:   Lapointe was not. 
BMF: Sorry, Elsie was married but she never made an issue of that, I mean. 

JH: Yeah, and she made us laugh remembering us, not remembering but telling us that when she presented her husband she has her own name and he has his own name and she presented Mr. and Mrs. So-and-so and uh, not adding that he happens to be his husband.   And she has lots of fun with that.  I, I appreciate that but the three other ones not only had the name of their father, but the first name of their husbands.  
BMF:That's right.  
JH: John Bird, Robert Ogilvie, and what is the other one, not Oscar but something which is certainly not a female first name.  I was struck by that.  Well, we had to convince I think our chairwoman that she could, she could use her own first name at least.  She could not abandon the name of her husband but for the first name we convinced her.

486  BMF: That's interesting because, you know, she wasn't, the press sometimes called her Anne Francis which is how she was known as a journalist, then they called her Mrs. Bird and it's, there's great inconsistency I've noticed that, in the coverage.  They didn't seem to know what to call her.  I was asking you about being a man on the Commission - did you and John Humphrey ever talk about the fact the you were the only men.  I mean, did you feel at all different or… 

JH: No, I don't think so

BMF…isolated or anything? 

JH: I don't remember anything of that sort and we, we used to travel together because he lived in Montreal so we had many occasions to chat a little bit.  That's the only occasion I must say because otherwise everyone was disappearing after the work was done.  No, I think he was complete, completely comfortable with that.  I was also, I didn't have any problem with that.  And we never, I don't remember any joke that we could have made trying to dissociate the female part and the male part of the Commission and things like that.  I think that was uh, it didn't exist, simply as that.

511  BMF: Do you think the media made a big fuss over you because you were the  men or do you think were treated equally as the female commissioners?  Do you remember feeling as if you were made a special case of? 

JH: No, I don't remember that.

BMF: No? okay, I'm just asking.  I need to hear your impressions.  517  How can you think though, if there had been no men on the Commission, how do you think the media would have reacted? 

JH: Ah, I don't know. (pause). I don't know.  Well, trying to imagine what some of the media could have said and I would be tempted to think the same way.  I think uh, it gave the fact that there were two men there uh, gave some more credit to the Commission than if it was only a bunch of females.

530  BMF: Are you saying credit or credibility? 

JH: Uh credibility, I'm saying, yeah.  I'm not saying that it was necessary, in fact.  I think that from the point of view of the image of the Commission I think it was, it was a good thing that there are two men, I don't, not sure if, that if we have not been there the report would have been so different than it was.  I don't think so.

538  BMF: Do you think it would have been taken less seriously if you weren't there? 

JH: Maybe.  Maybe.  (pause) I don't know.  Well, the report is so serious.  It would be difficult not to take, not to take it seriously I think.  I don't know.

545  BMF: It's hard to think back 25 years. I find that it's always an effort to go back 25 years and try to remember what it was like then, you know. 

JH: Yeah, yeah.

549  BMF: But you felt it important that you file a separate statement on several things that I won't go into here because they're in the report but you felt strongly enough about them to want to do that? 

JH: Oh, I felt certainly very strongly about abortion, not because I'm Catholic like many people thought.  I, I've been a Catholic but…  

BMF: Were you Catholic then?
JH: I don't rem, no, I don't think so. No, anyway, it was not for that reason.  It's it was a problem of a natural ethics for me, that's all, not obedience. That's not the same case for Doris Oglive who had thought she was, she was constrained by her religion I think.  But it was not my case.  I could never accept that you simply destroy a, an embryo, an embryo or a fetus as you destroy a small cat. I cannot accept that.  I'm not prepared to draw, to uh, draw a law on that.  It's a very difficult question but I could not accept that, that uh, fetuses are treated like this.  And uh, I cannot, I think it is silly to say that, to just say that it's the body of the woman and nobody could, it's not the body of the woman only, it's not, it's not mostly the body of the woman, it's the body of another, another human being, not, not completed.  Anyway, that's probably the problem with which I had to fight within myself - not against others but within myself for a long time.  And uh, yeah, for the rest, I cannot say that I was particularly oh, excited by these things.  I don't remember exactly on what points I have, I uh, oh yes, there was a systematic uh, this, I found it, this I didn't find serious to ask the government to raise the salaries of 5 or 6 professional women to adjust them to others.  I think this, that's not very serious in my mind.  So I objected to that also.  John Humphrey objected to that. 
614  BMF: You also discussed the educational needs of aboriginal women.  You didn't, if I understood you correctly, you thought we might be imposing our own culture on the aboriginal people.  

JH: Well, my impression is that we were not competent to, to say anything serious about that and we should have uh, avoided to speak about it.  But one of our commissioner was uh, Lange was..
623  BMF: Yeah, she went up North with Florence.  They went to the North, the two of them.
JH:Yeah.  Ah, it was part of her life.  I don't know why.  She lives probably in parts of the country where they are numerous, of course.  I understand that one is interested by that but, uh, I found it a little, I don't know, not serious too.  That’s what I could say about it.

632  BMF: I wanted to, just to go back to the media for a moment, I did mean to ask you if you paid much attention to the Francophone media at the time or do you, you've seen what the Anglo media did, a little bit, but did you, do you think that at the time it might have been better in the Francophone media or do you have no memory of that - the coverage of the Royal Commission? 

JH: I don't have any memory of that.
641 BMF:  You don't remember it? 

JH: No. 

643  BMF: Let's see.  I just want to run through my little questions here to make sure that uh I've asked everything that I want to ask.  I guess, oh yeah, I wanted to tell, ask you if you would do it again if somebody said to you tomorrow would you come and sit on a Royal Commission, would you go for the Status of Women, would you do it again? 

JH: I don't think so except, no I don't think so because (chuckles) given the experience of the last 25 years there's so little new ideas about it that it's useless.  I could imagine a committee or I don't know, some brainstorming about the problem of people who are a little uh, not retired, how do you say, retire de, a little far from the current uh, current slogans and things like that.  There's certainly something interesting to do but I would not accept, I would not expect that it will come out of collecting opinions uh, in the nature like that.

676 BMF: Because there were quite a number of recommendations that the Commission made which did eventually, it took years, but did eventually... 

JH: There's a great number, there, it, there was a follow-up of that.  We were supplied with a, some kind of periodical giving us the number of uh, the uh, recommendation what had been at least partly applied by the gov, different governments or…  And I, I was astonished by the great number of it.  Well, most of them were not very, very uh, revolutionary but well, it, I think, the whole, the whole bunch of it did help most probably.  Yeah.  Well, the important part of the law changed, the law about marriage and things like that, there's equal rights now, which was fine. 
SIDE B

BMF:  Are you talking about the rights of parents? 

JH: Yeah, as far as the children were concerned this was not equal here.  I think if you want to have it, a child operated you needed the uh, signature of the father not of the mother, something like that.  There were many things where the status of the mother was not the same as the status of men, of fathers.  I think there's nothing else of that sort now here and probably in the rest of Canada also.  But we were so far here from the rest of the country.  Women had the right to vote here in '43, '44, I think.  It's a shame.  It's a terrible thing.

009  BMF: Do you see any connection between the Quiet Revolution in Quebec and the movement for more equality for women?  Do you see any kind of connection? 

JH: Yes, yes.

BMF: How so?
JH: Well, I think the clergy has been a tool which has served to maintain the unequality between men and women here.  It was very clear when you have all classical colleges that lead to university under the supervision of uh, of uh priests and nuns and things like that, all of them having to obey the uh, bishops and uh, these bishops refusing the foundation contrary to, well, the nuns were much more, the nuns here were much more clever and than these bishops.  They, they protested against the women's vote in this province.  They were the tool of the submission of women to men here.

023  BMF: The men, the priests voted against the women's vote, not the nuns. 

JH: Well, I don't know, well, the nuns had nothing to say about that and probably they could not say anything because I don't know what would have happen to them.  Because the bishop were again.  What they fou, what they tried to do was founding new colleges for, to have these women to get a good training and it was very long, for a long time refused by, there was, they accepted one and the second one but not more until 1960 I think, something like that.

030  BMF: The 1960s as you know were coming out of the period of the Quiet Revolution and getting into more vocal demands for equality in the country vis-a-vis Quebec and the rest of CanadJH: What we're also getting more vocal about equality between men and women at that time.  Did you think the nuns were also playing some part in that? 
JH: I don't know.  I think the role played by nuns here was a very silent role.  They tried to convince the bishops to accept what they were proposing and uh, they were not, I think those who made declarations in public, they couldn't do that.  But their convictions were I think in a certain way, more advanced than those of the bishops, most of the bishops.  But I see certainly, we got rid of traditional obedience to all powers, uh, mostly the clerical power but also the polity, the political power.  I think all that uh, goes together.

046  BMF: I think really I have one more question and that is one I always ask and that is, is there anything you want to say that I haven't asked you about?  About the Royal Commission? 

JH: Well, I think it helped me very much in my own life. 
BMF: Uh-huh? 
JH: Yes, uh, it probably brought me not very far from uh, (pause) the uh, what should think about the relationship between men and women.  And, uh, in my own life I think. Difficult to know but I think so.  It's, it’s an experience, huh?

BMF: Yeah.  Oh and while I think of it, when you saw that whole program that I showed you, visually or in content as much as you can make of it, did you have any impression?  Do you remember what you were thinking when you, as, aside from, you know, as you watched it? 

JH: No, not yet, I couldn't do that because I have so much, I have so much difficulty just to understand half of the words they were saying.  It was not, no I couldn't uh, no.

064  BMF: I ask you because I need to know if it was a useful exercise or not, you know, sometimes.. 

JH: Me, I was asking questions, I don't remember the questions and I couldn't hear what I was asking and uh, not even, not, none of the answers either so uh, and I don't remember the uh, the having seen these women.  No it doesn't re, no. 

068  BMF: Okay. At one point, there were two points in that program in which the focus went from the Royal Commission to women in Quebec generally. In one case, men on the street and one woman were asked what they thought of Quebec women.  And the other one was when they had they film collage of the women on the streets.  I think the reason for that was in the Anglophone mind the Quebec woman has always been considered, if you want, sexier than the Anglophone woman and, but to me it seemed a little strange that in the middle of a serious program on the Royal Commission that they would do this, and I don't know what you, maybe you can give me an insight that I ? 

JH: I had not noticed that there was a comparison between Quebec and the rest of Canada in that particular sequence of the film.  If I understand well, they were going, they, they were doing.. 

080  BMF: They were basically saying well, this is what I think of wom, well, the guys were saying, the cameramen were saying well, this is, you know.  I think the reporter's words were their opinion of the status of women, and I just wondered if it also goes with a cultural thing in English Canada about Quebec women being sexier.  I don't know and I just wondered if, I found it a little bit dissonant, but maybe you wouldn't and I'm interested in knowing, understanding that. 

JH: Yes, yes. Well, if you look at it as a joke, well, I don't know. Well I don(t know. Ah, it doesn't uh, it doesn't um, shock me.  I've take it as some kind of joke.  After a long series of very serious complaints about the difficulties of life…  Maybe it was not the place to do that, perhaps.  I was not shocked by that.

095  BMF: For me it raised questions about who the audience was.  You know, they must have assumed that even though this was a women's program that there must have been some men watching.  You know. Or maybe it was, maybe it wasn't.  Maybe it was a male comment to female viewer, I don't know. 

JH: Maybe.  Well, it was not, it was nothing exceptional anyway (both laugh).
LOUD COUGH

101  BMF: Certainly not for the time, no? 

JH: I, my interpretation would be that they have attempted to uh, they have attempted to put a little, something light in the whole thing but it's not too imaginative.  Anyone can think of showing women's legs.  It's not very difficult.

106  BMF: ? there's nothing particularly French about that, huh?  (both laugh). Alright, I always ask the men that question because I like to get both points of view, you know, on what they were doing on that show.  Okay, I think that's it - the end of the interview.  Jacques Henripin, thank you very much. 

JH: You're welcome.

