by Rene

wouldn’t happen if and when the time comes. For
disputably such a pdrtncrshlp, camtully negotiated
the basis of L(lUdh[\{, is bound to be in the cards.
othing prevents one envisaging it, for instance, going
imediately, or at least very quickly, as far as the kind
monetary union which the European Common
{arket with its original six and now nine members has
en fitfully aiming at for so many years. And building
this foundation, it would lead this new “northern
" to a future immeasurably richer and more
imulating than the 109 year-old bind in which two
htions more often than not feel and act like
hurchill’s two scorpions in the same bottle.

Now how does the Parti Quebecois see this society
in to find its way as an independent nation? What is
e general outline of the political, social and economic
ructure we hope to bring forth? Serious observers
hve been calling our program basically social-
mocratic, rather comparable to the Scandinavian
odels although certainly not a carbon copy since all
ople, through their own experiences, have to invent
eir own “mix.”

The way we have been trying to rough it out
mocratically through half a dozen national party
nventions, ours would call for a presidential regime,
much of an equal-opportunity social system as we
uld afford, and a decent measure, as quickly as
bssible but as carefully as indicated, of economic
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“repatriation.” This last would begin to happen
immediately, and normally without any great pertur-
bation, through the very fact of sovereignty: with the
gathering in of all of our public revenues and the full
legislative control which any self-respecting national
state has to implement over its main financial
institutions, banks, insurance companies and the like.
In the latter case, this would allow us to break the
stranglehold in which the old British-inspired banking
system of just a handful of “majors” has always kept
the people’s money and financial initiative. The
dominant position in our repatriated financial circuit
would be handed over to Quebec’s co-operative
institutions, which happen to be particularly well

developed in that very field and, being strongly
organized -on a regional basis, would afford our
population a decent chance for better-balanced,
responsible, democratic development. And that, by the
way, is just one fundamental aspect of the kind of
evolution toward a new economic democracy, from the
lowest rung in the marketplace up to boardroom levels,
that all advanced societies not already doing so had
better start thinking about in the very near future.
As to non-resident enterprise, apart from the
universal minimums concerning incorporations and
due respect for Quebec taxes, language and other
classical national requirements, what we have been

fashioning over the last few years is an outline of a
policy which we think is both logical and promising. It
would take the form of an “investment code,” giving a
clear-cut picture, by sectors, of what parts of our
economic life we would ‘insist on keeping under home
ownership (e.g., culturally oriented activities, basic
steel and forest resources), what other parts we would
like to see under mixed control (a very few selected but
strategic cases) and finally, the multitude of fields (tied
to markets and to technological and/or capital
necessities) where foreign interests would be allowed to
stay or to enter provided they do not tend to own us
along with their businesses.

In brief, Quebec’s most privileged links, aside
from its most essential relationships with the Canadian
partner, would be first with the United States — where
there is no imaginable reason to frown on such a tardy
but natural and healthy development (especially
during a Bicentennial year). Then Quebec would look
to either francophone or “Latin” countries as cultural
respondents, and to France herself — who would
certainly not be indifferent to the fact that this new

-nation would constitute the second most important

French-speaking country in the world. In brief, such is
the peaceful, and we confidently hope, fruitfully
progressive state which may very well appear ori the
map of North America before the end of the decade.
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The Canadian Broadcasting
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ery well-run corporation; that
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gressive, and confident
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ded, it is very much a political
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the Toronto plant whxch‘ is
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time? There are too many people
in ACTRA who are voting on
policy who shouldn’t be, and it
becomes a forum to express beefs
with the CBC.

If you read Touchstone you
will see that the CBC is working
towards a completely Canadian
program schedule; but it takes a
million dollars to replace each
half hour of American program-
ming and we simply don’t have
the money. You can buy an
episode of All in The Family for
$1200. As a program director,
which would you choose? Evena
half hour of programming from
a local station has an average
production cost of $4500 dollars.

Many of our best writers
and performers go to the United
States because there is simply
more work and more money for
them south of the border. There
are hundreds of production
companies in the U.S. and three
big networks serving a popula-
tion ten times as large as ours.
We simply cannot generate
enough work for all the Cana-
dian talent. That’s not an excuse;
it’s a fact. 1t’s not that we don’t
want to but that we can’t afford
it. The difference is the money. A
w in the United States that
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