Response to Wikipedia article ‘École Polytechnique massacre’                   Sue McPherson May 2008

The explanation offered in the Wikipedia article, École Polytechnique massacre, falls short of offering anything substantial to help us understand this tragic event in Canadian history. Neither is it factual and unbiased. The material is presented in a way that leads the reader to make certain assumptions and to understand the event from the perspective of feminism only.

Being abused himself as a child may have enabled Marc Lépine to commit violent acts, as he did when he shot and killed 14 women. But there is no suggestion that he was a violent person by nature. If there were, the article would surely have included that tidbit of information. Neither does his killing of the women explain his anger towards them. The article refuses to consider the possibility that the reason Lepine was so angry was that women/feminists had angered him personally, in interactions held with him. If there were such situations, it’s not likely that any of them would own up to having provoked him, whether intentionally or not.  He was clear in stating that he was fighting feminism, yet no feminist has ever acknowledged having interacted with him. Maybe he was not important enough to remember. Or maybe feminists would rather not bring up this kind of information. 

The third paragraph of the article mentions some of the interpretations placed on this tragedy, the main one being that it was an ‘antifeminist attack’ and that it was ‘representative of wider societal violence against women.’ The problem is that these killings, done by one man against women he did not know, were not representative of most violence against women, and certainly should never have been made to ‘represent’ them. Most violence against women is committed within a personal relationship, one partner against the other. Other reasons – interpretations – are given in the article, but the real reason, that Marc Lépine killed because he was not permitted to do the engineering program he felt entitled to, because places were being taken up by women, neglected to be mentioned in this paragraph, or anywhere in the article.    

A lengthy description of the massacre itself follows, even to the point of mentioning that Lépine wrote the word shit, twice, on a student project. How can an article meant to educate and inform its readers focus on such trivialities (my apologies to the student) and yet refuse to explore Lépine’s feelings and concerns about social change brought about by feminists? How must Lépine have felt when he held the gun to his own head? At some level he obviously knew there was no going back now. It was all over. Maybe it’s something similar to feminists declaring the Montreal Massacre and Marc Lépine to be representative of all violence against women. Once the decision was made and all the preparations carried out, all the advertising, all the memorials, all the stone monuments, and all the clubs and organizations that grow up around this tragedy convinced peopled this was the truth, there could be no turning back, not without getting a lot of people angry and upset.  As I stated in the paragraph above this, most violence against women occurs within a personal relationship, between partners or spouses. Marc Lépine shouldn’t be ‘representing’ that kind of violence. His was a specific kind.

It’s easier to destroy people’s lives by slowly excluding them and allowing them to either live in poverty or take a menial job which hadn’t been their idea when they started out in the educational system. Then they can either kill themselves or slowly have their live taken out of them in a soul-destroying manner, gradually losing all their ability and motivation and will to participate in this crummy world.

‘Search for a rationale.’ It seems unlikely to me that a logical reason for Lépine’s anger would have been suppressed hositility against his mother, a single working mother, even though the mother was reported in Wikipedia as giving this explanation. To me, this sounds more like a mother taking on guilt for actions of their child rather than there being any real possibility that a mother’s actions could result in such devastating violence. Furthermore, a link between childhood abuse by the father and this multiple killing has also been strongly implied in the Wikipedia article, by its writers including it close to the beginning, in the second paragraph, the one describing who Marc Lépine was. Does this not suggest bias of some kind, or is this an aspect of someone’s life that should always be included, should abuse have occurred, in a one-sentence description of who they are. 

It’s a shame that his suicide note was glossed over, in the section ‘Suicide letter’, as it is this letter that is the most telling part, if reasons for the anger and attack are to ever be known. Lépine realized that feminists were trying to retain the advantages of being women, while also gaining those of men. Lépine realized that feminists would use whatever means at their disposal to get what they wanted, and it is quite clear that something upset him so much that he would go into that school and kill women. He killed women, not because they were female but because they were taking careers and places in college that had traditionally been held for men. It doesn’t excuse his actions, that he knew that and that his life had been changed forever by social changes brought about by feminism, but if its reasons readers want, this is it. 

Rather than explore Lepine’s relationship with feminists, the article goes into detail on supposed evidence (from mostly feminist sources, no less) that Lepine was not good enough to get into the Ecole, or that he did not have the required courses, or that he had dropped out of college preparatory courses before completing them. I’m sure reasons can always be found as to why Lépine didn’t get into engineering school, and feminists to come up with them. However, in Peter Eglin and Stephen Hester’s book, The Montreal Massacre (2003), Marc Lépine is remembered by one teacher as having obtained the fourth highest mark in the class (p. 42). He took courses with the aim of being accepted into École Polytechnique. It seems clear Lépine had the ability and motivation, but with the increased competition, from feminists or even from simply women, he got excluded. And something else got him violently angry.

I was involved in the writing of this article, in late 2006 and early 2007. I have researched and written on the Montreal Massacre and have a website about it, containing comments and articles by myself and others. I was permitted to have no part in the final say on the write-up of this article, none of my articles were referred to, nor was I able to have a link to my website included. 

I have experienced my own injustice in the educational system, and I have written about that in my Life Story on the S A McPherson website: http://www.samcpherson.net . I now live in poverty, in a country which does not provide what is needed for people struggling to get by.  My work history, as depicted on my resume, is now in tatters, as I spent over 10 years in England thinking we lived in a fair world and it would all work out in the end. It didn’t and it still isn’t. I cannot find work, even of the kind in a store. I cannot afford to pay the rent on this apartment, the cheapest one around, and do not wish to move to a room and lose access to internet, my websites, and the little privacy I have. 

Comments are welcome, privately or for the website, Montreal Massacre: http://www.MontrealMassacre.net 

See Wikipedia article ‘École Polytechnique massacre’: 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/%C3%89cole_Polytechnique_Massacre
See also, Comment on the Wikipedia article by John Scott: 




http://www.montrealmassacre.net/files/Comments/CommentWikipediaJohnScott2007.doc 

If you have read this and would like to make a donation, my paypal address is 

s.a.mcpherson@sympatico.ca  .      

Thank you,

Sue McPherson, Oshawa, Ontario, Canada     s.a.mcpherson @ sympatico.ca

