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Cree Indians claim
two-thirds of Quebec

Coone Come, the grand chief of Canada’s Cree Indians,
said at a press conference on Sept. 19 in Washington,
D.C. at Georgetown University’s Center for Strategic and
International Studies (CSIS), that if Quebec secedes from
Canada, the Cree have the right to stay with Canada,
taking two-thirds of Quebec’s territory with them.

“I believe that America’s interests will be challenged
by the event now taking place in the Province of Quebec,”
he said. “I am here because something wrong could soon
take place in my country.” What is now the northern part
of Quebec, he said, was given to the province only in
1912, in a raw deal. “Economically speaking, about 50%
of the electricity generated in Quebec is produced in the
Cree Territory, 50,000 megawatt-hours per year, with a
value of some $2 billion per year. Half of all of the electric-

ity exported to the U.S. from Quebec is generated on Cree
lands,” he claimed.

Inresponse toaquestion by a British-Canadian journal-
ist, on what the Cree grand chjef—who looks just like a
yuppie lawyer—wants from th¢ United States, Come em-
phasized, “I think there needs tp be a debate. I don’t think
we should only rely on [Quebé¢c’s new premier Jacques]
Parizeau and [Bloc Québecois leader in the Canadian Par-
liament Lucien] Bouchard to set the agenda; I think we
need a public debate in Canada, in Quebec, and also in
the United States. Because for Quebec, it is important that
other countries understand their issues, because they will
need, under international law, for other countries to recog-
nize them as a state. And they'rd headed right on the United
States. And the United States, |I am sure, is not aware of
the aboriginal rights and the aboriginal people. . . .1 am
asking [the U.S.], you set the rules, let’s not have double
standards. If Quebec has their rights, shouldn’t the aborigi-
nal people have the same rights?. . . Let’s set the rule of
the secession, so that there is no double standard.”
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advisability of replacing the British parliamentary regime by
a ‘congressional’ regime of American inspiration.”

The purpose of the de Gaulle-Johnson project was very
clear indeed. But René Lévesque was on the other side of the
aisle. Daniel Johnson had a heart attack in June 1968, on the
very day that Robert Kennedy was shot, and died ten weeks
later, of another apparent heart attack. His death occurred
only days after he had made a triumphant comeback, and was
scheduled for an official visit to Paris to meet de Gaulle. De
Gaulle was twice denied the right to attend Johnson’s funeral.
Instead, René Lévesque officially founded the PQ, over
Johnson’s dead body, so to speak, 16 days after the premier
had passed -away. Coincidence? Forget it! René Lévesque
himself said that de Gaulle’s trip to Quebec had caused him to
delay his plan for the creation of his Sovereignty-Association
Movement by six months. He said that he didn’t want people
to think that he had anything to do with de Gaulle.

The British agenda today

Today’s noise about Quebec secession has nothing to do
with the de Gaulle-Johnson project. It has nothing to do with
the freeing of a nation. All of this has long passed away, and
can barely even be found in people’s memories. We are now
in a different political geometry. The coming breakup of
Canada is being pushed by the highest level of the British
oligarchy, those who crushed de Gaulle and Johnson 25-odd
years ago. British intelligence has now started a campaign
to balkanize and destroy the United States by brewing a
“countryside stew” of ethnic conflicts, eco-terrorism, na-
tives’ rights, states’ rights, casino economy, survivalists’
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uprisings, etc., all directed agaiinst the central government in
Washington, D.C. That’s the Blue Blooded Brits’ plan.

Just look at what one of the British bugles, Michael Igna-
tieff,° says in his latest book, Blood and Belonging: Journey
into the New Nationalism: “If the 21st century has already
begun, as some people say it has, then it began in 1989, when
the Berlin Wall came down. . . . The key narrative of the
new world order is the disintegration of the nation-states into
ethnic civil war; the key architécts of that order are warlords;
and the key language of our agg is ethnic nationalism.”

The bacillus of secessionism will now spread, and infect
the United States, unless we crush these malthusian freaks:
Britain’s royal family and their networks of operatives typi-
fied by the 1001 Club, the World Wildlife Fund International,
the Scientific Exploration Society, and others (a full exposé
of these dirty British networks will be the subject of upcom-
ing articles in EIR).

The issue of natives’ rights

There are several conflicts now set to explode, in the
aftermath of the Quebec elections. First is the clash between
the western part of Canada and the central government in
Ottawa, which will arise when the federal government starts
its theater act of offering “gratuities” to Quebec, to try to
“keep” Quebec in the Canadian confederation. Second, there
is the question of the “natives’ right to a homeland.” The
British have already put the idea forward: In the eventuality
of a Canadian breakup, the natives may want to stay “in
Canada.” But what does this mean? It specifically means,
“on a territory controlled by British Empire.” The British
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