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FROM GENERAL ASSEMBLIES TO STRIKES,
FROM ANGER TO HOPE,
FROM STRUGGLES TO VICTORIES

By Elki Mercier, on behalf of the CRUES Executive Council

Cynicism has become one of the greatest political forces of Cynicism thrives in part because we are constantly told that

our time. We are constantly told that nothing will change, and af-
ter hearing it so often, we almost end up believing it. Faced with a
world ravaged by economic, political, and ecological crises, where
imperialist wars are multiplying and becoming normalized, in a
context of growing precariousness where surveillance and repres-
sion of protest movements are intensifying, where every attempt
at organization must contend with institutional mechanisms desi-
gned more to contain them than to respond to them, it becomes
easy to view collective struggle as naive, even futile, and to suc-
cumb to discouragement.

On our campuses, this reality is all too evident. Student mo-
bilizations are difficult to organize and sustain. Energy is waning,
organizational structures are struggling to endure, and the
student movement sometimes finds it hard to build the momen-
tum needed to secure tangible gains.

TOWARD A

MR

30CIAL STRIKC

the only possible solutions are individual ones—that we must work
harder, take on more debt, and be more “strategic” in our personal
choices. Meanwhile, the government pushes ahead with its privati-
zation agenda and continues to chip away, piece by piece, at the so-
cial safety net. Successive governments shift the blame elsewhere,
piling up anti-union, anti-immigrant, racist, transphobic, anti-fe-
minist, and freedom-destroying bills.

But this cynicism is a trap. It is essential not to give in to dis-
couragement and to believe in collective organizing, however
difficult and slow it may seem. As imperfect and conflict-ridden as
it is, collective organizing challenges the notion that each person is
solely responsible for their own situation: no individual strategy
can address structural problems. Collective struggle allows us to
fight back, take control of our lives, and improve our circum-
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Historically, the student movement has been a space
for organization capable of blocking, disrupting, and impo-
sing a balance of power. The student strike is a political tool;
it creates time, opens up a space for debate, confrontation,
and mobilization. And this history continues. The student
movement, particularly through CRUES, is gradually reclai-
ming its place by pooling our strengths and knowledge, or-
ganizing militant pressure tactics, and building a significant
student political force.

The latest CRUES congress marked a moment of unity
among member associations around clear demands: to de-
fend free, accessible, and high-quality education by calling
for massive refunding for postsecondary education and a re-
form of student financial aid. In the face of the govern-
ment’s inaction, these demands are now part of a broader
mobilization strategy led by CRUES and its member asso-
ciations. If the government does not quickly change course,
an escalation of pressure tactics—up to and including an un-
limited general strike—is on the table, because we refuse to
negotiate our own impoverishment.

However, the fight against austerity and precarious-
ness is not limited to CRUES bodies or to the student expe-
rience; it affects every sphere of our society. For several
years now, governments have been cutting funding for pu-
blic institutions, shifting costs onto individuals, and promo-
ting a market-driven approach in sectors once considered
collective goods. In CEGEPs and universities, this has resul-
ted, among other things, in rising tuition fees, deteriorating
study conditions, and an increase in precarious jobs on
campuses. Elsewhere, particularly in the healthcare system,
these policies take the form of budget cuts, excessive work-
loads for staff, and increasingly difficult access to care for
the public.

Therefore, it is important to remember that in the face
of political and economic forces that collectively perpetuate
precariousness, and in the face of the sense of powerless-
ness that insidiously creeps into our minds, only collective
organizing can hope to overturn this structure. To this end,
it is essential to forge strong bonds of trust among activists
and between student unions, to strengthen political organi-
zation on our campuses, and to encourage acts of resistance
and criticism of our administrations and the powers that be.
These are essential components of the struggle.

With this in mind, CRUES calls for the mobilization to
continue and expand. This May 1st, let’s choose resistance
and solidarity and fight for a social strike. Let’s meet in the
streets and join the CRUES contingent at the May 1st joint
demonstration. Let’s make this day a turning point for the
struggles to come. Once again, the student struggle conti-
nues and is only growing stronger.

TO LEARN MORE ABOUT MAY FIRST DEMO, VISIT

PREMIERMALINFO

Z_> WHAT IS THE CRUES ?

CRUES is a combative student union that brings
together local student associations at regional and so-
called Quebec-wide levels, for a total of 30,000
members. CRUES operates under the democratic
control of its members.

CRUES aims to defend the material,
professional, cultural, academic and all-round
interests of students by building and maintaining a
permanent balance of power in the face of the state and
the economic elite.

The CRUES demands free and accessible
education, a salary for all internships, improved
student conditions and the democratic management of
educational institutions, just as much as it aims to
achieve profound social change. In the face of the
ecological crisis and the inequalities caused by the
capitalist system, the delegations in attendance argued
in favor of democratic management of the economy,
the defense of public services and a fair and inclusive
ecological transition. They pledged to wage a decidedly
feminist, anti-racist, truly global struggle, in solidarity
with indigenous peoples and nations, and inclusive of

the needs and capacities of all.
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3 WAYS THE AFE IS
MAKING YOU POOR

By Cal Gutiérrez, a student pursuing a bache-
lor’s degree in mathematics and computer
science with a minor in Hispanic studies at the
University of Montreal.

INSUFFICIENT PROTECTED INCOME

Are you working hard over the summer so you
can afford to focus on your studies during the
semester? That seems like the best strategy, especially
if your school doesn’t offer classes during the summer.
But you need to be careful not to earn too much and
exceed the protected income limit, or else your loans
and grants will be affected. Currently, the maximum
protected income is about $1,764 per month when
youre not in school (about 4 months for full-time
studies). With the minimum wage at $16.50/hour and
a 40-hour workweek, that comes to $2,640, which
exceeds the limit very quickly. If you find a summer job
with a government-subsidized wage or an industry
internship, you'll reach the maximum even faster.

The cost of living doesn't go down just because
it's summer; you still have to pay rent and buy food.
You often have to pay more for transportation because
you live near the university but your workplace is
farther away. Sometimes you have to move for work
while continuing to pay for your apartment, which
means youre paying two rents. If you want to
contribute to your TFSA, buy a new car, or save for a
job search after graduation, you may have to find
under-the-table jobs so your reported income doesn’t
exceed the protected income limit.

UNDERESTIMATED COST OF LIVING

For full-time students, the government
estimates that approximately $11,000 to $13,000 per
year is needed for housing, food, transportation,
clothing, and recreation. The exact amount depends
on the region and family situation, but this averages
out to $1,000 per month. In reality, the government
underestimates students’ monthly expenses by
between $141 and $857.

The Quebec Observatory on Inequality reports
that students spend an average of between $646 and

.

$717 per month on housing. Adding just food expenses—
averaging $430 to $460—already brings the total over
$1,000 per month, without even factoring in
transportation, healthcare, clothing, entertainment, etc.
In total, all these costs amount to over $2,000. It is no
exaggeration to say that those who decide on the amounts
allocated to cover living expenses are out of touch with
the reality of today’s students.

DEBT

Being a student means living in financial
uncertainty—that’s been a well-established fact for a long
time. But at least it’s only temporary... Or is that really the
case? Graduating often means having to start repaying
student loans. In other words, facing the reality of debt!
For some, if they manage to graduate on time, 15% of this
debt may be forgiven, but that’s not the case for everyone.
There are many reasons why studies might be delayed:
changing programs along the way, family emergencies, or
health issues forcing students to take a semester off, study
part-time, or complete non-credit internships. The AFE’s
requirements don’t take into account the fact that life is
full of unexpected events.

As we've seen, government loans and grants aren’t
enough, which leads many people to turn to private loans
from banks. It’s a trade-off: as a student, you get better
terms, but you end up with a larger loan to repay and
higher interest rates.

There’s no doubt that we’re in a recession. Not only
has the economy not yet fully recovered from the 2020
pandemic, but the AI bubble has caused many sectors to
collapse, from film production to IT. (Do you remember
when everyone was told to go into IT because it was the
job of the future and a job was guaranteed as soon as you
graduated?)

You have six months after graduation to start
repaying your student loans. If you can’t find a job by then
and are unable to make payments, not only will your debt
grow, but your credit score will also be affected. I have
several friends who, after earning their bachelor’s
degrees, had to work in supermarkets or take office jobs
completely unrelated to their studies to repay student
loans taken out for a degree they weren’t even using. It
has also been shown by enrollment figures at Quebec
universities after 2008 that, during a recession, people
tend to go back to school to change fields or specialize
further, which leads them to go even deeper into debt!
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THE PARENTAL
CONTRIBUTION: A
FAKE GOOD IDEA

By Arthur Van Neste, student of sociology at UQAM

Jeanne is struggling to make ends meet. Her rent,
groceries, tuition—the bills are piling up. She’s worried
she’ll have to drop out of college. Between her full-time
studies and her job, she’s working 65-hour weeks. Yet she
thought she’d be eligible for some form of government as-
sistance so she wouldn’t have to work such long hours and
neglect her studies.

The catch? The government believes Jeanne should
be receiving support from her parents, which isn’t the
case. As a result, she finds herself in a bind. Without go-
vernment or parental support, Jeanne faces heart-wren-
ching choices. But is this what we want for students in
Quebec?

In fact, the parental contribution represents the fi-
nancial support we should receive from our parents. It is
a legal obligation. The government assumes that the pa-
rental contribution is paid to students, and the higher the
parents’ income, the larger this contribution is. The larger
it is, the smaller the government’s financial aid for educa-
tion.

Let’s consider the following scenario: the govern-
ment estimates that a student needs $1,500 per month to
live on while in school. Based on her parents’ income, it
assumes that they should contribute $500 per month to
financially support their daughter during her studies. In
this case, the government will provide $1,000 per month
in loans and grants to the student, regardless of whether
she actually receives $500 per month from her parents.
The parental contribution is included in the AFE calcula-
tion for all individuals considered financially dependent
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on their parents and whose parents earn more than
$75,000 combined.

The AFE is supposed to help us become more in-
dependent from financial pressures during our studies.
However, the weight given to parental contributions in
the AFE calculation places students in another form of
dependency: financial dependence on their parents.
The government assumes that our parents are obliga-
ted to provide this contribution, but obtaining it is not
always easy. Often, receiving it comes with judgments
and conditions, expectations regarding academic per-
formance, restrictions on acceptable programs of stu-
dy, or pressure regarding life choices. While the AFE
should ensure the freedom to choose our studies wi-
thout fear of financial insecurity or pressure from
those around us, the parental contribution places us in
a position of dependence on our parents.

This dependency makes it much harder to leave
toxic and abusive family environments, which dispro-
portionately affects queer people[1], especially when
one considers that one of the most realistic ways to es-
cape parental support is marriage.

If our parents fail to provide the expected finan-
cial support, the only solution the government offers is
to sue them to force them to give us the money. As if
students who are struggling to make ends meet had the
time and money to file a civil lawsuit—or even the
willingness to take steps that risk straining their rela-
tionship with their parents. For those dependent on
parental contributions, the dilemma is therefore whe-
ther to accept the control their parents have over their
lives, to expend effort and resources to destroy their re-
lationship with their parents by suing them, or, ultima-
tely, to find a way to no longer be considered financial-
ly dependent on their parents, so that the parental
contribution is excluded from the AFE calculation.

So, we have three main options available to us.

The first is to start one’s own family, either by ha-
ving children or getting married. Indeed, what better

group dlrcctorg
archives
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way to escape the grip of one’s family than to start
a new one! Parental contributions make the AFE a
tool of control, reinforcing the family’s power by
maintaining parental control and offering the es-
tablishment of one’s own family as the primary
way out, thereby encouraging new generations to
conform to the nuclear family model.

Otherwise, you can take a two-year break
from school to work. This means you have to enter
the workforce, putting your education on hold. Re-
turning to school is often more difficult, especially
after two years in the workforce. The idea of for-
cing a break from studies in order to gain access to
education is rather absurd. This measure aims to
encourage a return to school, but it does not offer
a real solution for people who want to continue
their studies.

Ultimately, you may be able to find a social
worker who can attest that your family situation
has deteriorated to such an extent that you had to
leave your family home or cut off contact with your
parents. Even without considering the difficulty of
accessing a social worker, this means that the only
family relationships that warrant having the pa-
rental contribution removed are those that have
completely broken down.

Access to student financial aid should not
depend on the goodwill of parents. That is why we
believe that removing the parental contribution
from the calculation of financial aid should be part
of a reform of the AFE.

Following the elimination of the parental
contribution, how can we ensure that wealthier
parents pay their fair share? In the same way that
we must ensure that the wealthiest individuals in
general pay their fair share—by ensuring that our
public services are funded in a way that redistri-
butes wealth, whether through a progressive in-
come tax, a tax on large private corporations, or a
tax on fixed capital.

This is why CRUES is calling for the elimina-
tion of the parental contribution as part of its pro-
posals to reform the AFE, as well as for the reform
to be funded through tax increases on the weal-
thiest individuals.

PALESTINE AS A TESTING
GROUND, QUEBEC AS A
LINK:
MILITARIZATION, IMPERIALISM,
AND AUSTERITY

By Divest 4 Palestine

Palestine, and Gaza in particular, is today one of the
main testing grounds for global military-capitalist imperia-
lism. The repeated offensives against the Palestinian popu-
lation are not merely part of a colonial project, but are at
the heart of a war economy structured by global capitalism.

The genocide still underway in Gaza—despite the so-
called “ceasefire” decree that has yet to materialize—serves
as a testing ground for weapons, surveillance, control, and
algorithmic targeting systems being tested on Palestinian
bodies placed outside the legal protection of the imperial
order. These technologies are then marketed as “battle-tes-
ted” and used to continue the destruction of other peoples
around the world.

This model is part of an imperial structure dominated
by the United States, the world’s largest arms exporter.

CANADA, A LINK IN THE CHAIN OF U.S. IMPERIALISM

Canada is not outside this structure. Although it pre-
sents itself as a “responsible” and “regulated” player in the
arms trade, it is closely integrated into the U.S. military-in-
dustrial complex.

No license is required for Canadian exports of milita-
ry equipment to the United States, as this equipment is
subsequently used or re-exported by the U.S. Canada thus
serves as a logistical, industrial, and financial link in U.S.
military imperialism, while maintaining a political distance
that allows it to deny direct responsibility.

A GLOBAL INDUSTRY, LOCAL ROOTS

Defense industry giants such as Lockheed Martin,
General Dynamics and L3Harris have factories in Quebec
and receive public funding through the Caisse de dépot et
placement du Québec. In fact, the Caisse has invested more
than $3 billion in the military sector.
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Until very recently, however, these institutions
were subject to regulations that limited their ability to
invest in the military sector. These restrictions were
lifted in the summer of 2025 by the Legault govern-
ment, which made this sector an economic priority.

Investissement Québec has changed its rules to
allow the use of public funds to finance defense
contractors. This redefinition of its mission norma-
lizes Quebec’s direct involvement in the war economy
under the guise of economic development.

These investments are presented as necessary.
However, this justification is based on two contradic-
tions. On the one hand, the United States poses a geo-
political threat to Canadian sovereignty, yet it is the
primary beneficiary of our military investments. On
the other hand, by supplying weapons to the U.S.
market, Quebec is materially contributing to the wars
of aggression waged by Washington, including the
recent attack on Iran, which is escalating in various
parts of the “Middle East.”

FROM CANADA TO GAZA... AND ICE

Canadian companies are contributing to se-
rious human rights violations, both internationally
and within U.S. borders. Since October 2023, Canada
has shipped hundreds of shipments of weapons and
military equipment to the genocidal entity known as
“Israel,” actively participating in the massacre of Pa-
lestinians. These shipments were primarily destined
for Israel’s largest arms manufacturer, Elbit Systems
and its subsidiaries, a company with a significant pre-
sence in Quebec and Canada.

Héroux-Devtek, based in Longueuil, supplies
landing gear for the F-35s used by Israel against Gaza
and by the United States in its military operations
around the world.

In Ontario, the company Roshel supplies armo-
red vehicles to the U.S. federal agency Immigration
and Customs Enforcement (ICE) for border control
operations and the unlawful detention of immigrants.

MILITARIZATION AND AUSTERITY: THE SAME
POLITICAL CHOICE

This militaristic shift is accompanied by a deli-
berate shift toward austerity. The fall 2025 federal
budget increases military spending to $150 billion by
2035, representing approximately 16% of the budget.

LE DEBORDEMENT
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To finance this increase, the government plans to
cut social services by 15%. While military spending is sky-
rocketing, investments in public housing, the fight
against food insecurity, and public transportation are de-
clining.

This austerity is a direct consequence of militariza-
tion. Every dollar spent on weapons is a dollar taken away
from essential needs.

REFUSING TO BE COMPLICIT

The ongoing genocide in Palestine, the militariza-
tion of U.S. borders, and the erosion of the social safety
net in Canada are all part of the same political agenda,
one based on security, repression, and war rather than on
social justice and solidarity.

Rejecting militarization means refusing to allow
our public funds to be used to produce technologies of
death and refusing to let Palestine serve as a testing
ground for Western imperialism. It also means refusing
to accept austerity as an inevitable fate.

Solidarity with Palestine is therefore inseparable
from the struggle against austerity, colonialism, and im-
perialism here and around the world.

It is one and the same struggle: the struggle for di-
gnity and justice, against a political economy of war that
sacrifices people, here and elsewhere, and survives by so-
wing death.
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NO PLEASURE.

THE EFFECTS OF AUSTERITY
ON OUR LIVING AND

STUDYING CONDITIONS.
By Samuel Provost, Student at UQAM

As a child, I imagined college and university as
places where a scientific community worked collecti-
vely on difficult problems. Growing up in the rural
town of Huberdeau, even before I could put it into
words, I dreamed of collegiality and a rich student life
that would nourish this intellectual work.

However, collegiality and student life do not
spontaneously spring from the realm of ideas, and I
quickly became disillusioned when I moved to Mon-
treal at the age of 17 to study at CEGEP: there is no es-
caping material reality. It takes resources and money
to build a pleasant and stimulating learning environ-
ment. However, resources and money have been in in-
creasingly short supply for nearly 40 years as a result
of cuts by Liberal, PQ, and CAQ governments.

GOVERNMENT AUSTERITY = CRAPPY STUDY
CONDITIONS

The effects of austerity in education have been
known and criticized by support staff and teachers for
several years. The population is growing, and the lack
of adequate resources means a decline in the quality of
education and services: less time for students, less mo-
ney to renovate or repair buildings, or to offer support
to students.

We are familiar with the story of the cuts from
the employees' perspective. But what about the effects
of the cuts on our daily lives and study conditions?
How are rising enrollment numbers and the lack of
reinvestment shaping our daily experience and ma-
king it worse? How are they transforming our living
and study spaces, and the time we devote to life and
studies?

GEOGRAPHY OF STUDENT LIFE

In terms of our living and study spaces, the
effects of austerity can be grouped into three major
trends: the space occupied is sometimes overused, so-
metimes inadequate, and sometimes fucking far away.
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Example of overuse. At College de Maison-
neuve, student facilities are packed to capacity.
Student life is bustling, and students would like to start
new committees, but due to a lack of space, they find
themselves crammed into a room barely larger than a
studio apartment. The struggle over the past few years
to open a student cafeteria is a sign that the student
population recognizes the problem. This struggle
could temporarily and partially resolve the situation—
it would be a good starting point for a broader move-
ment—but the administration stubbornly refuses to
grant the space.

Example of inadequate space. At UQAM, it
is difficult to find suitable spaces for student activities
such as general assemblies or guest researcher confe-
rences. In the past, there were spaces such as the Ma-
rie-Gérin Lajoie room that could accommodate extre-
mely large general assemblies. In 2012 and 2015 (his-
toric student strikes), general assemblies of 700 to 800
people were held there. Today, the largest room can
barely accommodate 250 people. How can we hope to
have a vibrant and populous student democracy or
large-scale debates if the infrastructure is so limited?

Example of space being fucking far away.
At Cégep de Saint-Laurent, endless building repairs
have led to the proliferation of outlying pavilions in
recent years. Already, high rents are forcing us to live
further and further away from our educational institu-
tions, and now we have to spend an increasing amount
of our breaks traveling from one place to another. Pre-
viously, breaks could last an hour, but now we have to
condense the same break into 30 minutes, taking into
account the 15-minute travel time between building K,
where classes are held, and building A or F, where
most students are located.
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BETWEEN CLASSES, IS THERE ANYTHING WE CAN
Do?

Austerity measures are affecting our schedules,
our personal lives, and our studies. One example of this
can be seen in the recent solutions adopted by college
administrations in response to rising enrollment: ex-
tending the periods during which mandatory classes
are held. In an article published on January 19, 2026, in
the Journal de Montréal, we learned that students at
Cégep de Sherbrooke sometimes had to take philosophy
and French classes from 7 p.m. to 11 p.m. Evening
classes are dangerously close to night classes. Imagine
the unlucky students who have a late-night class follo-
wed by an 8 a.m. to 11 a.m. class the next day. And then
we wonder why some of them are sleepy in the mor-
ning!

While some may welcome the introduction of
late-evening classes—seeing it as a sign of greater “flexi-
bility” in class schedules—we must not be fooled. This is
not a gift from the administration, but rather a strategy
to increase profitability. Furthermore, the increase in
the number of time slots is at the expense of common
breaks. It is therefore becoming increasingly difficult to
find a time when all students are available to enjoy a
rich student life, to debate in general assemblies, or to
attend conferences.

WHAT IT IS TO BE DONE ?

The picture I am painting is certainly one of “en-
shittyfication” in students' study and living conditions.
Taken individually, each of these examples may seem
like a minor inconvenience that could easily be ignored.
Many of us tell ourselves that studying is a short period
in our lives and that we just have to tough it out and
move on quickly. At the same time, when we see what
lies ahead, I wonder if this way of thinking isn't a de-
fense mechanism. We will be asked to tough it out our
whole lives.

On each of our campuses, there are tons of minor
irritants as well as larger problems related to austerity
that can be addressed and made visible. It is by articu-
lating the inconveniences we seek to ignore in our daily
lives with the government's decisions that the “enshit-
tyfaction” of education takes on another meaning: we
give substance to our criticism of austerity and preca-
riousness, we legitimize small acts of resistance so that
we can gradually begin to imagine larger ones.

THE READER'S MAIL

The famous do-nothings leftists deserve a voice! Le Dé-
bordement is proud to introduce The Readers' Mail
section: a space for exchanging ideas, opinion pieces,
independent reporting, and other journalistic contri-
butions. Although Le Débordement is part of CRUES,
the student movement needs an explosion and mixing
of ideas to remain agile and powerful. Let's talk about
all the taboo subjects, to get people talking about us (in
a bad way, we hope). To your pens, rebellious students!

RELATIONS BETWEEN
ASSOCIATIONS AND
ADMINISTRATION:

THE SMILE OFFENSIVE AND PACIFICATION

By Paul Desmarais and Fares Fares

It is widely acknowledged that at Cégep de Saint-Laurent,
the door to the Student Life Office is always open. Indeed, the
message has been repeated time and again: members and exe-
cutives of the student association can access these resources at
any time and be heard in a collaborative and empathetic atmos-
phere. At least, that is the official line. Given the punitive cli-
mate and repressive measures faced by student associations,
such as that of Cégep de Maisonneuve (SOGEECOM), one
might be tempted to think that the members of the AECSL (As-
sociation Etudiante du Cégep Saint-Laurent) enjoy a harmo-
nious relationship with the administration, despite the climate
of savage austerity descending upon higher education institu-
tions in a Quebec under the thumb of corporatist parties.

This “smile offensive” launched by the administration
masks a less commendable agenda. While this agenda is likely
not consciously planned, it stems from a structural dynamic: the
institution remains subject to a political will that shapes its
priorities. In other words, it arises from a systemic phenomenon
that goes far beyond any potential accusations of careerism le-
veled at members of the administration.

The co-optation of strike committees remains the most
blatant measure characterizing the subversive maneuvers direc-
ted against the association. As people leave the General Assem-
blies, Student Services thugs position themselves almost as if
lying in wait: they target the most impressionable members in
order to outmaneuver the more seasoned ones who might form
a more demanding strike committee. By doing so, they hijack
the process and impose their terms on the mobilizations. The
activists recruited in this way are immediately presented with a
supposedly administrative document to sign—a document that
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“regulates” the strike but, in reality, reduces it to a largely
symbolic gesture rather than a means of actual disruption.

It is easy to see that the gradual erosion of our means
of pressure has only led to a decline in engagement and a pa-
cification of the student movement. The AECSL has been re-
duced to nothing more than a body of symbolic activism that
maintains the unfortunate compulsion to constantly seek per-
mission to organize even the smallest event, and that accepts
being neutralized according to the whims of the fake smiles
serving the administration.

The reality is that, at present, the association—compa-
red to its sister organization, SOGEECOM—no longer effecti-
vely fulfills its role in political mobilization. It struggles to
channel student discontent into structured collective action,
as well as to ensure the transmission of activist experience wi-
thin its own executive committee. It is therefore necessary to
reclaim our spaces and initiative and to stop appeasing the
whims of a structure subject to the antisocial interests of cor-
poratist governments.

We urgently need a mandate of no confidence
against these bodies that are undermining student
democracy!

FACED WITH COMMODIFIED
EDUCATION, THERE IS ONE SOLUTION:

FREE EDUCATION!

By Antoine Bujold-Gauthier, master's student in sociology
(UQAM)

Treating higher education as a right is not in vogue in
Quebec. The last few years have given us a few examples of
this, notably with the indexation of tuition fees in 2013, the
sharp increase in fees for non-resident students in 2023,
and their dizzying rise as a source of revenue in university
institutional budgets since 2011. All these measures, cou-
pled with government budgetary austerity, indicate that a
process of commodification of education is underway today.
By commodification, I mean that education is now conside-
red a consumer product (i.e., a commodity). Thus, it is no
longer useful to “educate” ourselves unless it is profitable to
do so, and in return, education is considered worth paying
for only if it brings us economic value (employment, skills,
ete.).

Faced with this challenge, there are several possible
solutions. For CASSE, since education is now a commodity,
we should be paid to participate in it. Their view is that uni-
versities would benefit from additional visibility and reve-
nue thanks to free student academic output (papers, disser-
tations, theses, articles, etc.), which in turn would justify
paying students a salary.

The diagnosis offered by CASSE is surgically precise
when it targets the most glaring form of educational exploi-
tation: unpaid internships. There is no doubt that intern-
ships must be paid in order to ensure a decent quality of life
and studies for interns, especially given the gendered di-
mension of the exploitation experienced by many of them
in state-run care sectors (education, health, social services,
etc.). However, I believe that we must seriously question
the broader demand of CASSE, namely student wages. Al-
though their diagnosis of commercial education and un-
paid work is reliable, we believe that their proposed solu-
tion is flawed. Here's why:

A) Demanding student wages means abandoning
education to commodification.

CASSE is right; education in its current form is hea-
vily commodified and is essential to the reproduction of the
capitalist system. However, I believe that accepting this
state of affairs means adopting a resigned position on edu-
cation. We refuse to see that education could be more than
it is today. If we accept wage labor as the premise of the
student struggle, we abandon the idea that education can
be non-commercial. By retreating into the position of wage
earners, we lock ourselves into a horizon of struggle cir-
cumscribed by capitalist relations of production, and we
abandon the idea of transcending these conditions.

B) Demanding student wages means becoming
more deeply entrenched in capitalist relations.

The position of salaried employee comes with im-
mense subordination and exploitation. In my view, wanting
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to fully embrace this condition is dangerous. I don't think
we want to be locked in the gilded cage of a salary, paid in
monetary terms in exchange for subordination to capital.
This is not to say that the idea of being compensated during
one's studies is bad, far from it. But thinking of financial
aid for studies in terms of wages is, in my opinion, misgui-
ded. Salaried employment, in addition to being an intrinsi-
cally subordinate status, involves 1001 technocratic moda-
lities. Will student wages be based on the number of credits
enrolled? The number of hours per semester? Grades or
GPA? The value we place on commercial education? Could
failing a course result in a wage deduction? Wouldn't all
these measures lead to greater competition, rather than so-
lidarity, among students? In my opinion, this model could
exacerbate disparities among students and impose the pro-
blems of the working world on schools.

C) Student wages would threaten our associative
model

Even if CASSE primarily views its demand for
student wages as a political tool aimed at highlighting the
contradictions in our system, it is necessary to consider the
consequences of this for our associative milieu. If student
wages were won, would student associations not be relega-
ted to the same role that workers unions occupy today?
Would they have to negotiate collective agreements with
the government and/or their institutions? Would student
strikes be regulated in a similar way to those of unions?
Wouldn't all this limit our ability to show solidarity with
other struggles? Salaried employment would therefore
have the potential to undermine student unionism.

In short, I believe that the assumptions underlying
this struggle and its potential consequences are too great a
risk to be worth the effort. For me, there is one simple solu-
tion to overcoming the commodification of education: free
education. Here is why I believe this is relevant:

1) Free education offers tangible material benefits
to students

Market-driven education creates lifelong debt and
daily costs. In the short term, free education would save
university students thousands of dollars a year. This would
be a real boost in the context of a major increase in the cost
of living. In the long term, free education would relieve
many of us of the immense burden of student debt, helping
us to free ourselves from market forces.

2) Free education would dramatically increase ac-
cess to higher education

How many people are unable to attend university
because of the cost? Tuition fees are a de facto barrier to
higher education for the working class. By making univer-
sity free, entire generations of people living in precarious
circumstances could benefit from the removal of this finan-

cial barrier, thereby combating class disparities in our society.
3) Free education offers a liberating political horizon

The fight for free education gives us an opportunity to go
on the offensive and break down commodification. By making
education free, we could prove that a better world is possible,
and that Big Business does not have to dictate every aspect of
our lives. By fighting for a decommodified education, we de-
monstrate that it is possible to organize society in ways other
than under the imperative of economic productivity, and we
could inspire a broader movement in other sectors.

Obviously, free education, and therefore its decommodi-
fication, is not the end of the struggle. I am not advocating the
“nationalization” of education, ending the fight once free edu-
cation has been achieved. Rather, I believe that decommodifi-
cation is a prerequisite for achieving emancipatory education.
Conversely, inviting wage labor into schools would reinforce
the embedding of education in the commercial sphere and
make it extremely difficult to extricate it from the clutches of
capital. I therefore invite my comrades at CASSE to rethink
their approach to the wage laborization of student work and to
reconsider a solution that lives up to our emancipatory aspira-
tions: free education.

TO PAY OR NOT TO PAY: THAT IS THE
QUESTION

By Angry Students (anonymous)

One debate that persists among student activists is that
of remuneration for general assembly presidiums. It is time to
face the truth: this practice should be banned. Here is a res-
ponse to common arguments and questions on the issue.

«THE PRESI-WHAT?»

Assuming that your student union is based on a horizon-
tal organization, you have probably already seen presidiums in
your life. A presidium is a group of people elected at a general
assembly (GA) who perform facilitative/bureaucratic tasks for
the GA (taking notes, explaining procedures, managing spea-
king turns, etc.). Often, to ensure impartiality, people who are
not members of the student union in question will be selected,
which brings us to the first argument in favor of remuneration.

“THESE ARE EXTERNAL PEOPLE WE BRING IN
JUST FOR THIS PURPOSE, AND THEY DESERVE TO
BE PAID.

This view is problematic because it implies that any
work that does not directly benefit the person doing it deserves
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remuneration. The problem is this: how can we justify
working only for our own gain when students are working
on a struggle that does not directly concern them? Should
Palestinians be the only ones concerned about the ongoing
genocide in Gaza? Should we ignore what is happening in
Sudan if we do not live there? Is it legitimate to turn a
blind eye to what is happening in the United States with
the mass deportations carried out by ICE if we do not live
in the country, or if we are not targeted by this state terro-
rism? No one would dare to argue this, so why suggest that
the presidium should not feel compelled to help a student
union function and fight under the pretext that it is not
part of it? It is inconsistent to fight for causes that do not
concern us while arguing that the presidium deserves to be
paid simply because it comes from outside. This position
is simply not coherent.

“WHETHER WE LIKE IT OR NOT, WE NEED
MONEY TO LIVE...”

It is often argued that praesidia, whatever their in-
tentions, need money to survive and therefore, if we want
them to have the time to come and do this work for us, we
have to pay them. Even if we accept that it is desirable for
people to make organizing their career (we will come back
to this), we may wonder whether it is really the responsibi-
lity of the student movement to provide for their needs. Of
course, we can say that we must show empathy and com-
passion towards comrades who are in need or who may
have difficulty finding permanent employment for reasons
beyond their control, for example. However, while I have
no problem with the idea of empathy, I do have a problem
with the idea of outsiders coming to beg and meddle in the
student movement when their youth is long gone. In an
ideal world, we would not have an external presidium, and

T

those who come to work for students should feel honored to be
able to do so for free and to continue participating in the won-
derful environment that is the student movement.

Admittedly, as mentioned earlier, the student move-
ment is not necessarily limited to students. That said, if a
student union wants to help people in need who are no longer
part of the student community, there are much better ways to
do so. Furthermore, if we wanted to do so through the highly
inefficient route of a paid praesidium, this intention would
have to be transparent when presented to members and, like
any campaign choice, it would have to be questioned frequent-
ly. Finally, praesidiums should be chosen with the explicit in-
tention of taking on people in need, not simply friends of exe-
cutive members or their staff.

I would add to all this that, even in a world where this
argument became coherent, another question would still need
to be asked: what would be the consequences for students?
Should we take the risk of giving the impression that it takes
unattainable skills, or even training, to join this new class of
activists?

FINAL DIAGNOSIS

The remuneration of the presidium is self-justifying
and justified only by itself. It is a practice that steals money
from collectives and sends it to outside friends of executives
and staff, and is so deeply rooted in organizations that no one
dares to question it or attempt to change it. In short, praesi-
dium remuneration is a cancer on student unions and must be
eradicated from the student movement as soon as possible.

CALL TO WRITE

Want to contribute to the debate, respond to one of the
articles in this issue, or share your ultra-specific politi-
cal opinion that no one ever wants to hear? We'll listen
to it, and even publish it! Want to call out an infuriating
injustice, call for political action, or incite an uprising?
Do it in the pages of Le Débordement! Tired of ultra-
extreme-submissive-centrist journalism? Try your
hand at left-wing journalism and write us a coverage of
a local issue!

Send us an article of up to 500 words, following our

writing guidelines, and you could find
yourself in our awesome newspaper! E L E
- |-£

O

Deadline: August 1 at 11:59 p.m.

Scan the QR code to learn more!
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