“We're better off building together…” PQ leader’s message to Quebecers

The Suburban sat down with Parti Québécois leader Paul St-Pierre Plamondon. He had a message for all Quebecers — but particularly for non-Francophones — about his program and his vision of Quebec’s future. This is part one of two of our interview.
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The Suburban sat down with Parti Québécois leader Paul St-Pierre Plamondon. He had a message for all Quebecers — but particularly for non-Francophones — about his program and his vision of Quebec’s future. This is part one of two of our interview.
Beryl Wajsman: M. Plamondon, you are speaking directly to several hundred thousand readers and viewers of The Suburban either in our newspaper or on our website. Imagine you are speaking to the more than half of Montrealers who are anglophones or alllophones. Tell them about your vision for Quebec and what you view their place to be in an independent Quebec and why they need not be afraid.
Paul St-Pierre Plamondon: It was Gandhi who said that fear is even worse than hate. If we get out of the concept of fear, for the sake of understanding why a guy like me thinks that Quebec is a nation that should decide for itself. I think everybody in Quebec is a Quebecer in that, one problem we have oftentimes is that the Canadian regime tells people that they are a community, that they are a category of citizens.
BW: That we’re a community of communities.
PSPP: Yes! And at the end of the day, we all have our own separate agendas. We’re in competition most of the time. It’s a vision that I don’t share, I don’t think it leads to social peace. Social peace is achieved if we realize that we have the same interests on policies that are very simple, but are going in the wrong direction because of the federal government imposing on Quebec and on all Quebecers, policies that lead us on really serious issues, such as housing. I think most Quebecers, whether they are francophones, anglophones or allophones, will agree that you need reasonable levels of immigration and that immigration must be planned so that it’s a success for everyone. Under Trudeau, the federal government was warned that their policy would create one of the worst housing crises in the history of Canada and Quebec. They proceeded for ideological reasons and Quebec said, from a democratic standpoint on many occasions, we disagree and we want to be listened to before you do anything, but they don’t care.
BW: We have written about this as a crisis. The federal government has an open borders policy almost as bad as the United States of America. Can we survive that?.
PSPP: It’s the deconstruction of a country. But my point being is that the whole Canadian argument is to separate people through communities and tell them, you want unlimited immigration because you have been an immigrant yourself two, three, four generations ago, which is false. The common interest that we all have is to have sound policies that are based on planning, that are intelligent. It’s the same thing with secularism. The PQ has been pleading for secularism for decades. It’s been labeled as intolerant. The mix of uncontrolled immigration, the definition of the right to religion that is, as far as I’m concerned, out of hand and a far left ideology, whether it’s Trudeau or Carney, we’re dealing with a very strong ideological background that is disconnected from reality. All those things are making Canada a state that takes half of our income in tax and that tax income works against our democratic will at the end of the day. From my standpoint, there has to be a large proportion of Montrealers who agree on a few basic things, and agree on cutting down the waste of having unnecessary government on top of our government, doing the same thing that we’re doing in Quebec. I dream that we will agree that we are all Quebecers and that our best interest is to decide amongst us, based on interests that we have in common.
BW: You’ve named two very important issues. These questions that you just brought up, immigration and secularism, we are finding many throughout the cultural communities also are concerned Not just about too many immigrants but immigrants that don’t share Western values and who try to impose their will. Many immigrants don’t understand that religion is a private matter. I don’t know how often you go in front of non-francophone audiences, but these concerns resonate there. But your referendum call is also of grave concern.
PSPP: I always go to cultural communities when I am invited. I’m more than glad to explain why we’re doing this and to share and have a dialogue on that. If we go a layer underneath, those are (federal) policies that are undemocratic, because they are against Quebec’s democratic will, and that are dysfunctional. But underneath all of that, is democracy and justice. Quebec has a long lasting history of trying to get some form of recognition under a colonial empire that didn’t want to give space, because they wanted to keep control. One technique is to divide, to keep power. We end up in a society that still has a quest for justice in terms of reaching the normal status over democracy of a nation where people share a common identity as Quebecers. We can have many differences, but we need something to share together. That quest for justice has not been achieved yet. The Canadian mentality of dividing people through communities and multiculturalism leads to a division that is heavy. There’s also a quest for democracy and justice, like an unwritten chapter, a final chapter of a book and I think if we agree that we’re all Quebecers, we will all pay the same taxes to the same place and make decisions together, the end result in social peace will be that we share a future, and we share some form of natural cooperation, a shared identity that brings people together. The end result of achieving independence is not only to go away from a dysfunctional and broken country that forces us into nonsensical policies, it brings people together in giving birth to a new country. It’s something extraordinary. That’s basically what I have to say. We’re better off building together than declining and having a dysfunctional regime dividing us amongst communities. It’s not going to lead to something constructive. n Part 2 Next week.



