“Why should we not all be Québecois?”

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 2 of our interview we ran last week.
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Beryl Wajsman: The reason we have found, that many cultural communities have come around to the points you are making on multiculturalism and immigration, has a lot to do with the disruption we have seen on our streets from radical Islamists, there’s no other way to put it. People are tired, and the one time when the Sûrété du Québec intervened, it was cleared up in 15 minutes. They are tired of seeing Montreal police having basically just kept the two sides apart and have not intervened against the radicals for two years.
Paul St-Pierre Plamondon: It’s as if they (the radicals) were beyond the rule of law, which is very worrying. It’s unacceptable. In Quebec’s mentality, historically, the value of social peace — in being in a secure and peaceful environment — is very strong.
BW: What is the Quebec you envision?
PSSP: I think people historically, have been attracted to Quebec because it’s easygoing, because everything is tranquille, even our revolutions are tranquille. What we’re seeking is, and if we can unite based on those values of social peace and cooperation, an easygoing society. It will distinguish us. Another point I want to make, people will say to me that it’s nonsense to give birth to a new country, given that we have very pressing and serious issues in financing our health system, repairing our roads and things like that. I have to mention an essential argument that has been underestimated over the past few decades. If you send $90 billion of tax money to Ottawa, and they’re doing all kinds of ideological things, financing programs that are not really useful...And then, another large proportion of the budget is spent on doing things that we already do in provincial legislatures. Go to Alberta, they see the same thing. Can we afford to waste that much money when we cannot finance our hospitals? It is a real question. People tell me we should take care of healthcare first, and afterwards, we could consider independence. There’s a reason why Jean Charest, Philippe Couillard and François Legault never succeeded in improving healthcare, education and social services.
BW: To be fair, we have to include M. Landry and M. Bouchard there too.
PSPP: Yeah. We should. The reason for that is you can’t deal with all the challenges and all the problems with half your revenues, the other half being wasted in an unnecessary government. You can’t do that! You can, but you have to expect that it will decline. In my mind, there’s an opportunity to better finance essential services, get away from missions of the federal government that are really, really superfluous...
BW: And get back to the basics.
PSPP: Exactly. I will be campaigning even for money spent in Quebec City. I will be campaigning on getting back to the basics and getting away from all sorts of programs, especially spending on companies through grants. The Legault government has been throwing hundreds of millions of dollars everywhere at companies that we know little about, and in the meantime, we can’t finance anything that is important for the population. It will be the philosophy of our government of the PQ, and I have to hope that people that are anglophones or allophones will listen to that, and say, well, I agree. In which case you are voting Québécois and you are Québécois. Why should we not all be Québécois? That’s my question. I know that people have been voting in Laval and the West Island for the Liberals all the time, forever, but they are corrupt. What evidence do we need?
BW: It’s not a matter of corruption, let’s make this about ideas.
PSPP: It is, for me, a matter of corruption because if the loyalty of a party is not towards its people, but towards a regime, a regime that is harmful to Quebecers in general, this conflict of loyalty produces structural corruption. That’s what I think. By creating a new country, we will have our elites work for Quebec instead of having more than half of our elites working for a regime that is disloyal to Quebecers on many, many topics. You just mentioned a few of them. But there are so many other topics, as far as I’m concerned, where the federal government basically works against Quebec and Quebecers. That’s another reason for me.
BW: I have to ask this question because we’re going to be asked about it. You said people like Quebec because it is very laid back, very peaceful, there’s been a peaceful revolution, but you have to admit there were a lot of nerves during the referendum.
PSPP: But we did manage one of the most beautiful democratic exercises...
BW: My final question is a two-part question, why shouldn’t our readers and viewers worry about a Plamondon referendum and number two, we keep getting asked all the time, how are you going to fill the $15 billion gap, because you said you don’t want to take transfer payments from Ottawa?
PSPP: I don’t think people should be worried about democratic expression and they should not be worried about an invitation to co-creation. If you choose to create a country, you give birth to many, many things that are constructive and positive. Of course, what the federal government will do, and they have done that in the past, will be to induce fear. In the past, they said if Quebec becomes a country, Russia will invade, the United States will invade, they will throw everything they have in terms of fear, but only to try to create a smokescreen for the fact that they are useless and working on several topics against Quebec. We shouldn’t fear destiny. We shouldn’t fear justice. Sometimes justice demands courage, but we shouldn’t fear these principles.
BW: To get back to the other question, where is the $15 billion going to come from? I don’t ask it in a joking way, our readers ask that question all the time. How do you plug the hole?
PSPP: The question is, we’re sending $90 billion and Canada sends us $105 billion. There are two aspects to this. First of all, the share of the debt on a yearly basis in Canada that belongs to Quebec is more than the $15 billion difference. In other words, the money we get is being borrowed by the federal government, so it’s not that we gain. It’s that Canada creates debt that we’re liable for. We’re going to have to get back to the essentials and slash all unnecessary spending in the hope that it comes back to Quebecers. I’ll get back with that exercise if we are chosen to be the government. n




