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POLITICAL EUROPEAN AFFAIRS

EC, AFRICAN STATES DEMAND CHANGE IN SOUTH AFRICAN POLICIES
Munich SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG in German 6 Feb 86 p 8

[Unattributed Article: "'Border Countries' and the European Community are in
Agreement. For a Common Approach against South Africa/Intervention in Namibia
Condemned"]

[Text] At the close of a two-day conference in Lusaka, the EC Commission and
the so-called African Border States have agreed upon a common approach against
South Africa. The twelve participating states called on South Africa to
unconditionally 1ift apartheid and to begin talks with the leaders of the
black freedom movement.

In a final joint communique, the conference participants underlined the
significance of sustained international pressure on the South African
government. The foreign ministers of the states bordering on South Africa -
Angola, Botswana, Mozambique, Tanzania, Zambia and Zimbabwe - and the foreign
ministers or their representatives from the twelve EC states all took part in
the conference. The 18 countries presented a five-point plan in a communique
which covered the following demands in detail: 1lifting the state of emergency
in South Africa, recognition of outlawed political parties - such as the
African National Congress and the Pan-African Congress -, the release of
Nelson Mandela, the release of all political prisoners and the beginning of
talks between the South African government and all the political leaders,
including the arrested blacks of the country.

In addition, the conference participants condemned South Africa's intervention
in Namibia (Southwest Africa). They rejected South Africa's offer to pull its
troops out and to give the land independence, since South Africa made that
dependent upon withdrawal of Cuban troops out of Angola. The international
pressure on South Africa is supposed to promote the beginning of talks with
the black leaders, said the Netherlands Foreign Minister and EC President Hans
van den Broek. Such a pressure should, however, allow the South Africans the
possibility of determining their own future.

The British Foreign Minister defended the beginning of the first official
contacts between the British government and the ANC. The talks took place on
Monday (3 Feb 86) outside the meeting in Lusaka between the EC and the
countries in the southern Africa area. The deputy state secretary in the




British Foreign Ministry, John Johnson, met with four. representatives of the
ANC.

According to reports by the British Foreign Minister, Johnson stated the
British opposition to the use of force in South Africa. In addition, it
stated that Great Britain asked the ANC for support for a Commonwealth
initiative for the elimination of apartheid.
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POLITICAL _ | - CYPRUS

CROWING GREEK INDIFFERENCE TO NATIONAL ISSUE LAMENTED

Nicosia I SIMERINI in Greek 20 Feb 86 p 1

[Excerpts] Beyond the repeated statements of "an identity of views" and
"unanimity" (which are belied, however, by dry realities), there is an all-
consuming cancer which we are unsuccessfully attempting to set aside. It is
the rift between the two sides of Hellenism. Once upon a time, the differences
were limited to the relations between leaders and governments. Hypocrisy in
the relations between Greece and Cyprus is a repugnant story that has been go-
ing on for decades and that would require several volumes to be described, even
in an elementary way... We Cypriots are regrettably familiar with the explosive
high points and the abysmal lows of Greece-Cyprus relations.

However, something different is happening right now, something accursed:
argumentation and doubt have been transferred to the level of the people and
public opinion. Let us not try to hide realities and to deceive ourselves.
Greeks and Greek Cypriots are like opponents in a bullfight. Where can one be-
gin and where can one end? Is it not symptomatic that Greeks in Cyprus have
founded a union to protect their interests and push their demands? And is it
not revealing that the view increasingly heard in Greece is 'enough, we cannot
stand the Cypriots any longer," or "Cypriots, you have already cost Greece a
lot"?

Let us be more specific... Only recently K. Tsatsos, former president of the
Greek Republic, stated to the Athens newspaper MESIMVRINI: 'Who refers to
Cyprus and who is interested in Cyprus any longer? Words and statemernts are
only hypocrisy." Again, well-known newsman and former PASOK member Giorgis
Massavetas wrote sadly in the ELEVTHEROTIPIA newspaper that the Cyprus issue
has become anti-commercial in the Athens press and that the moment a newspaper
mentions it, it sees its circulation drop! This is, then, the situation:
openly, Cyprus will be the victim of certain Greek initiatives and the island's
martyrdom will be knelt to by the national soul, tears will fill the eyes,
hands will tremble when wreaths are laid. And secretly, in the behind-the-
scene politics and in the Athens salons, Cyprus will be considered the exploi-
ter! And the Cypriots will be seen as the irksome exploiters, the pariahs and
those excluded from the national ambient!

But here, to our last breath, we shall proclaim the vital need to destroy the
cancer of the many-sided and "multi-dimensional division, both in Greece and
in Cyprus. The highest national goals demand everyone's dedication....
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POLITICAL S - FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY

PRIVATE KOBLENZ BUSINESS COLLEGE SELECTS, TRAINS RIGOROUSLY
Munich SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG in German 11 Feb 86 p 19

[Article by Klaus Gertoberens: "Practitioners with the Marshall's Baton in the
Schoolbag. The Koblenz Private University for Business Administration Relies
on Business-related Training."] .

[Text] For the approximately three million students which will leave the 190
German colleges and universities by the year 2000, approximately 1.7 million
of the traditional work places are missing, according to the calculations of
the German Employers Society. Already, today in the USA not even half of the
newly graduated academicians find the work for which they were trained. In
the tough competitive battle of the white-collar workers, the first private
business school (in the FRG), which is located in Koblenz, -believes it
provides 1its graduates with the better professional ability along. the way.
"The University for Business through Business" (advertisement) does not Jjust
teach from the lecture hall about the ties between theory and practice.

"No pass without money, and no money without a pass" - the president of the
Koblenz Chamber of Industry and Commerce, Hanno Ludwig, feels reminded of this
Catch-22 when he speaks about the distressing problem of finances at the
Private University for Business Administration of Koblenz. He is embittered
because the big businesses and business societies ‘apparently want to wait and
see how the experiment of a private university, which began in 1984, will work
out. The previously established endowment of DM 6 million was donated mostly
by smaller- and medium-sized companies from the Koblenz area. In order to
meet the annual operating expenses of DM 2.5 million with interest earned from
the endowment, as originally planned, DM 17 million must be added to the
account. .

High Karat Faculty

"Where science becomes practice" is the slogan under which 80 students are
being trained in eight semesters to become degreed businessmen. In order to
Justify this claim, the young team of professors has -developed a pioneer
spirit - which is rooted with a (necessary) trace of fanaticism. The 34 year
old president Wolfgang Koenig and his predecessor, the marketing professor
Soenke Albers (37) should be followed by three more colleagues as soon as
p0831ble. 35 high karat assistant professors stand at the side of this team,




and much value is placed on their "practical qualification." There is special
pride in the "quality density," which is already symbolized by the founding
school board. Their names read like a compendium of the science of business
‘administration: Albach, Fels, Gaugler, Mertens, Rose and Wildemann. According
to university president Koenig, there is confidence that.the quality of the
scholarly personnel is a guarantee for success. '

The private school wants to remain small but exclusive. In the building
stage, a maximum of 360 students should be selected for "performance-oriented
leadership personalities with elite pretensions," as it states in the founding
brochure. In addition, they are given a difficult tour of duty: the teaching
facilities resemble much more a Prussian cadet school rather than a republican
university. Keywords: mandatory attendance, school - hour-plans, - constant
performance evaluation, nguaranteed" weekly load of 60 hours, and finally one
month of vacation per year. ‘ o

Therefore, peak motivation power is necessary and demanded. It is already
provided by a rigid selection process for the student applicants. High school
final exam (Abitur) grades above 3.0 are required, as are business courses or
at least three months of practical business experience. In addition, there
are written tests in English and French, which go way beyond the common school
usage. Along with their academic ability, the youths are supposed to prove
that they are in position to apply their intellectual abilities in business.
The task of filtering out these qualifications has been given to the Institute
for Test- and Aptitude Research of the Study Foundation of the German People.
Group discussions, individual interviews and 15 minute talks are evaluated by
external specialists. ' '

DM 5000 per Semester

He who clears these hurdles with bravado must, in addition, be prepared to to
hand over DM 5000 tuition per semester. ‘That does, however, ' allow 20 percent
of the places for applicants who do not have sufficient financial means
available. The fact that a business administration . school of the American
mold charges tuition is vigorously defended and used as a "model" in beginning
discussion. It is mentioned-that education is not a nfree" commodity. It is
not understood why the population in general should finance the universities,
when their work only benefits a select.few. ’ S

The logical conclusion to this consideration: the expenses for a degree should
come from the. private sector -and should tax the ones who benefit from it,
which .are of - course -thé students and private  business. - "A  certain
consideration,” so it says in an information leaflet, "for the individual
obligation-to provide for one's own- future could at the same time contribute
to financial relief for the State and thereby send an unmistakeable political
signal." ’ : : S :

In return for this ordeal, an "integrated foreign study course"  is offered.
Two semesters at: the University of Buckingham and the Ecole Superieure de
Commerce des Lyon are worked into the total.course of study. Flexibility and
openness, requirements for~international—oriented businessmen, shouldjfall on

fertile ground. Also, increasing sensitiveness for differences - increases




adaptability. The graduates should be able to negotiate in three languages.
Aversion to foreign stays should be taken away from them. In addition, the
future proprietors of business are already being prepared for business
practice during their schooling. - In each school year, this experience must be
entrenched through an obligatory three months of practical work.

Student Positions Donated

Such an elite training still cannot be a free ticket to a management position.
Nevertheless, the demands of the Koblenz concept do come from business. For
that reason, it is a wonder that more financially sound firms do not
acknowledge this practice-oriented alternative to the national university
operation. The acute financial needs are only now being alleviated by a new
"money acquisition model": since last Summer, 24 student positions have been
"donated." Firms have pledged DM 30,000 annually for each position. The
school managers are practicing university marketing as survival training.
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_POLITICAL o R . o FINLAND

FOREIGN MINISTRY OFFICIAL: POLICY LINE ON HUMAN RIGHTS STABLE
Helsinki HELSINGIN SANOMAT in Finnish 5 Mar 86 p 6

[News article: "Tornudd: the Basic Essence of the Human Rights Line Have'th
Changed. Jakobson Backs Moderation in the Name of Credibility"] .

[Text] Political Assistant State Secretary Klaus Tornudd of the Foreign
Ministry denied that Finland's official foreign policy line had changed in
relation to human rights. i o

In the discussion held Tuesday evening at the Paasikivi Society Tornudd
admitted that it is easy to charge the foreign policy leadership with failing
to take a position on human rights.

The former general manager of the Elinkeinoelama board, Max Jakobson, who

delivered a prepared response to Tornudd's presentation, expressed his view
that deviating from consistency in human rights policy should remain within
the bounds of moderation; otherwise foreign policy credibility is deceptive.

Jakobson warned against falling into human rights populism at the expense of
a foreign policy based on national interests. He had looked for signs of
changes in Finland's human rights line in the speeches of foreign policy
leaders, including Tornudd.

Finland Too Voted against Measures

Tornudd did not consider human rights as one of the central foreign policy
questions, although for him personally they constitute a subject close to his
heart. He noted that in various countries there are conflicting concepts of
the order of priority of human rights and that the international agreements
touching on them are open to interpretation. Even Finland has voted against
some points in agreements or presented reservations to them.

Tornudd considered it in the national interest to strive to have the same
human rights values as in Finland and the United Nations respected in other
countries. Finland too has been ill treated by fortune on the human rights
front; for example, the renewal of a preliminary study of a treaty provision
about which Finland previously made a reservation was in part the fruit of
international agreements.

In Tornudd's opinion clear behavior models cannot be found for applying human




rights policy, but rather all countries are to a certain extent inconsistent.

Tornudd emphasized that human rights are a part of international security in
which nations are not simply ends in themselves or black boxes.

According to Tornudd the emergence of human rights in Finnish foreign policy
did not derive from the fact that the line had changed in its "fundamental
nature." Further causes of the emergence were, for example, the CSCE Final
Act and the UN Convention on Human Rights, both of which date from the mid-
1970's.

"Not Ideologically Neutral"

Jakobson considers the starting point for Finland's official human rights
policy to be its geopolitical location, which does not, however, prevent
holding onto its own values. "Finland is not ideologically neutral," he
remarked.

In Jakobson's opinion sharpness in human rights could harm relations between
Finland and the Soviet Union. Hence Finland is reserved in cases that are
considered violations of human rights in Western Europe.

Jakobson urged the foreign policy leadership to display moderation in human
rights violations "in other directions too'" and to remain moderate in deviat-
ing from consistency. ’ ' '

Finland's possibilities for influencing the behavior of others were rated low
by Jakobson. He regarded temperance in human rights matters to be not only
politically appropriate but also morally justified.

The expectation for bearing responsibility directed at the media in Jakob-
son's opinion does not promote the suppression of critical judgment but
impartiality and objectivity.

Jakobson remarked that previously media responsibility was used to mean
resisting Soviet occurrences. Now he saw antagonism to America in some
media,
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POLITICAL FINLAND

PAPER HITS VAYRYNEN FOR URGING SELF CENSORSHIP IN SCHOLARSHIP
Helsinki HELSINGIN SANOMAT in Finnish 3 Mar 86 p 2
[Editorial: "Vayrynen's Self-defense']

[Text] Machiavelli's teachings guide the conduct of foreign policy in all
countries in accordance with the best efforts of those responsible for it.
The bit of wisdom voiced by Foreign Minister Paavo Vayrynen at the Historical
Society discussion on Thursday certainly qualifies for the conduct of Fin-
land's foreign policy: "It is not always appropriate from the standpoint of
the country's interests to say everything that one knows."

The foreign minister extended the sage advice to apply to scholars of the
history of foreign policy too. According to his guidelines an appropriate
defense of national interests should be built into the mind of every patrio-
tic Finn, including historians. As a methodological guideline the foreign
minister suggested: "Sources only respond to questions that are put to them."

In the minister's advice policy governs research. In practice it leads to
disseminating and confirming erroneous information as facts, as the cases of
the Swedish schoolbooks that became public a few weeks ago show. Foreign
Minister Vayrynen lays the blame for the errors in question - where else - on
the shoulders of the Swedish newspapers. But who originally gave such incom-
plete and misleading information on Finnish foreign policy to the Swedish
papers?

Of course the study of foreign policy serves the conduct of today's policy,
but this does not mean that the facts of history are changed or covered up in
the name of present day relations. Any fact that is hidden in the name of
the national interest leads astray and can turn out to be costly on the day
when it finally is revealed, for example in the archives of other countries.

The Finnish government is very thin-skinned in fostering the principle of
secrecy. This is manifested among other things in an eagerness to extend the
period for keeping archives secret. One should not find fault with history -
nor should the whole nation be burdened with topical secrecy obligations
based on foreign policy inferences, even in the name of "real patriotism."
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POLITICAL. .. ‘ . - FRANCE .

NEW DECISIONS ON LABOR LAWS REPORTED

| " Work Week Length
Pafis LE MONDE'in French 8 February 86 p 28
tArficle By'Anne Chaussebourg] |

.[Tékt} The study of the bill modifying labor laws and related to the collec-
tive negotiation on the adjustment of the work week, which began Tuesday

28 January in the Senate, came to an end at dawn of Friday 7 February. A
"shortened" version was adopted by 222 to 93 votes (ps, PC). o

Faced with the obstacles used by the communist deputies, at the end of a week
of debates in the Natiomnal Assembly, Mr Laurent Fabius had resorted to Article
‘49,vParagraph 3, of the Constitution in order to pass the bill without a vote
last 11 December. Since it did not have the same possibility in the.Senate,
the government could only count on the good will of the opposition to avoid
endless discussions. Accused by the government and the socialists of "col-
lusion” with the Communist Party, the opposition, which is in majority in the
Senate, was anxious to be cleared of this suspicion. The choice of passivity
made by the minority in opposition at the Palais Bourbon in order to emphasize
the differences between socialists and communists, if followed by the Senate,
would have resulted in the blockage of the bill as hoped for by the PC. This
choice also exposed the Senate majority to the reproach of letting disintegrate
"the wise image of .the High Assembly." ' )

Added to these two reasons——unwillingness to cooperate with the PC and professed
"wisdom"--is the determination of Jean-Pierre Fourcade. The President of the
Commission of Social Affairs hoped that the opposition would acknowledge the
necessity of not deadlocking on the question of work week length. Even if he
does not share the government's opinion regarding methods, the former minister
appeared convinced of the validity of the oppositions remarks on this subject.
Deep)down,'his proposal of another project--which is not quite similar to the
government's platform signed by the RPR and the UDF--has not incited a tremendous
enthusiasm in his friends in the Senate majority. But nothing has been under-
taken by the Centrists or the RPR to block his way. :

Mr Fourcade's best support has been the president of the Senate. Alain Poher

played a major role in the uncompromising application of the rules. It was
thus that 254 amendments (out of the 389 proposed by the communist senators,
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who, in the course of debate, abandoned 9 of them) and 22 subamendments declared
unacceptable were dropped and were not presented during this session. It was
thus that the intérruptions of sessions demanded by these same communists were
granted sparingly. The PC considered this maneuver "an on-going attack” against
the rights of Parliament. Mrs Helene Luc, president of the Communist Group,
sent an official letter to Daniel Mayer, president of the Constitutional Coun-
cil. The rules on the application of the law--certainly more flexible than
those of the National Assembly—-allowed the Senate majority and the socialists
to prove that a minority group cannot block the parliamentary machinery. This
is a precedent. :

All that remains is the rest of this extraordinary session of Parliament. The
joint commission, (CMP) which will convene Wednesday 12 February, will discuss
the version of the bill approved by the Senate majority and the Leftist Radicals.
To put it another way, they will discuss only two out of the seven points of
the text as it has left the National Assembly: on one hand, the possibility
of using judicial precedents created by the Supreme Court of Appeal's decision
on the issue of making up hours lost because of "extra days off"; on the other
hand, the right for firms (and not for sectors as the government wished) to
negotiate agreements together with compensations which would not exactly equal
to a reduction of the work week (this reduction constitutes one of the objec-
tives sought by the government to permit the creation of jobs).

If it leads to the re—establishment of the text considered as adopted at the
first reading in the National Assembly without any concessions made according
‘to the hopes of the Senate Commission of Social Affairs, a failure of the CMP
would risk complicating the government's task for a new examination of the bill
in the Senate, scheduled for 18 February. The government has already decided
to appeal to the duty of responsibility given by law to the General Assembly

as soon as February 13th.

Modernization Unanimously Supported
Paris LE MONDE in French 8 Feb 86 p 28
[Article by Michel Noblecourt]

[Text] Social consensus, which is difficult to perceive in the public state-
ments of business or labor leaders, or in the important negotiations between
social partners, is sometimes found where one least expects it. In the frame-
work of the General Commissariat of the Plan, the industrial strategy group
(GSI)--where representatives from labor, business, and the government all work
‘together—-"modernization of processing industries"” presented to the press on

6 February a report which highlighted “areas of agreement” or "mobilization
convergences," according to the formula of Pierre Louis Marger, president of
the GSI and member of the Executive Commission of the UGICT-CGT [General Union
of Engineers, Administrative Personnel, and Technicians—General Confederation
of Labor] on the basis of the modernization of processing industries.

Without idealizing these convergences at a time when the present debate on

flexibility reveals deep splits, it is nevertheless of interest that, "following
in-depth debates and a review of experiences,” the representatives from the
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CGT, the CFDT [French Democratic Confederation of .Labor], the FO [Workers
Force], the CFTIC [French Confederation of Christian Workers], the CGC [General
Confederation of Managerial Personnel], the CNPF [National Council of French
Employees], the PME [Small and Medium-Size Businesses], and of public powers
should have "drawn the outline of a common vision of what the industrial firm
of tomorrow” could be. Without wanting to define an "obligatory and unique
program” of modernization, the GSI arrived at a common approach focused directly
on two points of agreement: modernization must be "a continuous and all-en-
compassing process,” proceeding from a "reflection on products and markets,"

it must rest on "the existence of an effective dialogue within the firms."

Presented as the "permanent rule of the game of survival and of industrial de-
velopment,” modernization presupposes an adaptation of the productlon processes
Wlth a permanent search for product1v1ty and an objective of "total quality."
"Over-all," the report notes, "production tools must be able to react rapidly
and rellably. This capability does not depend only on its equipment, but, in
great part, on its organization and its men. In this respect, an organization
of labor broken down into individual operations and a compartmentation between
the functions would be less and less suited to deal with these problems." To
take advantage of "the most specific assets of the firm," its work force, the GSI
recommends "motivating the men" and wishes "a common search for solutions, if
possible internally, when there is a risk of a loss of jobs."

As a result of this, there is a body of thirty-nine proposals——of which only
three were not approved by an organization, namely the FO--dealing with the
firms' cultural environment and of their openness to the outside. Some pro-
posals seem obvious, but carry more weight when they are formulated by all the
social partmers. Thus, "internal and external mobility in the firm is such

as to enrich the experience of the salaried employees concerned and in so doing
to benefit their firms."” The GSI advocates "restoring” the assumption by the
firms of moving costs-—an award for mobility--that had been abolished.

The report gives great importance to dialogue at all levels: "the firm com-
mittee must first of all be a place of debate (...): ‘it is clear that an under-
standing by all of the firm's strategies and of its prospects, and listening

to the reactions and proposals of its personnel and of trade union organiza-
tions, constltute a good prerequisite, favorable to a discussion of moderniza-
tion methods.” "Negotiated guarantees, at least on the collective and indi-
vidual consultation procedures,” the elaboration of training and job movement
plans must therefore accompany the "directing outline for modernization."

As for the costs of modernization, they must, for the most part be borne by

the firms themselves, since public 3551stance must be preceded by a consulta-
tion of personnel representatives and be "conditioned by the existence of a
complete and coherent plan, that could even be based on the cost of the plan.”
"A search for waste" is also recommended, as well as a "follow up” of the
modernization, both by management and salaried employees, as well as by trade
unions. The implications on employment are not referred to very much. But

Mr Marger can note quietly that there is "a minimum consensus that is neverthe-
less relatively high."” And rather rare...

13140/7051
CsO: 3519/125
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POLITICAL FRANCE

ROCARD DISCUSSES POLITICAL CAREER, VIEWS

Paris LE DEBAT in French Jan-Mar 86 pp 4-50

[Interview with Michel Rocard by Francois Furet; date and place not given]

[Text] [Question] What have been the basic experiences in your political
1ife? One immediately thinks, of course, of the PSU [Unified Socialist

Party]. But before that?

[Answer] The war, naturally. For me, it played an entirely determining role.
My father was in the Resistance. He was out of France for a period of a year
and a half. We got news of him through coded messages via Radio London.
Small child that I was, I felt great pride in his commitment.

Then came the liberation. I was 16 years old in 1946. In.other words I had
entered into adolescence and into public life. I saw then an immense hope
flowering, in part, but not solely, because of proportional representation. I
thus came into public life at a time when the pertinent choices, after having
been all black and white, could in the future only be gray. This was a
central lesson for me. Then there was the war in Algeria, and it was only
after that, in terms of major experiences, that the PSU, and then the CFDT,
had a very marked effect on me. But I must say that I joined the SFIO in
1949, and it was within the framework of this great mansion, which was on the
decline, in light of its conduct with regard to the war in Algeria, that the
basis of my political orientation was formed. Even in the PSU, I only
deepened, continued and honed this foundation.

[Question] Did you never experience the communist temptation?

[Answer] Absolutely never. When as a second-year student at the Institute of
Political Studies in Paris, I joined the socialist students and the SFIO, I
was almost the only one among this whole crowd of politicized people of my
generation, the boys and girls who were 15 years old in 1945, to make this
choice. Two thirds of those of my comrades who were involved in that era
turned toward the communist world. 1In one of two ways——direct membership or
as followers of the Movement for Peace, or as signatories of the Stockholm
Appeal. This is a list which includes the name of my old political science
comrade, Jacques Chirac. I was already more cautious. And then a small
contingent joined what was called the action center of the independent left,
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which was to become the Leftist Socialist Union, from which I felt alienated
by its categorical rejection of small organizations. My first reflexes
included two rejections—--of the communist world and of the world of small
organizations.

[Question] You have just mentioned Jacques Chirac. Were you close to him?

[Answer] Very. For 3 years we were together in the political science course.
He did me the kindness of appearing frequently at the meetings which the
socialist political science students were openly urged to attend. At the
time, I was also studying in the Faculty of Law, where I met Jean—-Marie Le Pen
as president of the law students body. There then ensued a harsh
intellectual, physical and judicial battle which lasted a year and a half.
This was a year and a half of trade-union militancy which forced me to think
about the problem of force and violence in politics very early.

[Question] What had the greatest weight for you in these first involvements?
Your education? Do you come from a Protestant background?

[Answer] My father was an agnostic in a Catholic family. My mother is the
daughter of a republican teacher, and all of her family members, as well as
she, were baptized. But my mother became a Protestant, and my sister and I
are Protestants thanks to my mother's choice, in a familial ocean of cousins
who are all Catholics, on both sides.

[Question] 1Is this something which has been important to you?

[Answer] Very important. This is the training which marked me the most. The
mechanisms of cultural training which survived during the occupation were not
very numerous. It was probably the churches which remained the firmest then.
During the occupation, the school system could not provide much philosophical
training, if I can call it that. I was very strongly marked there, and for a
considerable time, because I was a youth movement instructor, and it was
that, I believe, which led me into public 1ife. It was that which dictated
the way in which I derived conclusions from the fury I shared with others of
my generation in the face of the hopes so quickly dashed by the liberation, by
the way in which the preceding generation behaved. For I also very soon
nurtured a stubborn anger against the people who come into politics as
dilettantes, to obtain honor and dignity from their participation in high-
level conversations at the Cafe du Commerce, while abstaining from any
commitment and keeping their hands clean and their time free. This attitude,
to state matters plainly, very soon seemed to me both understandable and
ineffective. This is, moreover, why my commitment was initially more to the
trade unions than to politics. '

[Question] No communist temptation, then. And was there not the slightest
attraction to Gaullism either?

[Answer] I have told you how I experienced the war with fascination, through
my father, in terms of the Free-French effort. In 1945, I was at 15 an
entirely committed Gaullist. I even went with my mother, a little later, to a
Gaullist gathering at which Malraux presided, at the Winter Stadium. But I
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very soon realized intuitively that the General did not fully understand the
social concerns of the people. And on the other side, I must have been one of
the first, at the time I passed my baccalaureate, in 1947, to read Kravchenko.
His book "I Chose Freedom” was like an electric shock for me. It still
affects me, and I still regard it, moreover, as a great book. I am not sure
that there has been much written since that was better, excluding, perhaps,
Solzhenitsyn. Perhaps it was this book which definitively separated me from
communism. The fact is that since 1947 and 1948, I have never ceased to work
to disprove a statement by Malraux which exasperated me: “There is nothing
between the communists and us.” I wanted there to be something else between
the communists and them. : ' -

[Question] This gives you an original political profile. Although you - had
family links with the Resistance, you were not involved in the two political
products of it, Gaullism and communism. And what has remained in your life of
Protestantism——a faith or a tradition?

[Answer] A tradition.
[Question] Are you an agnostic?

[Answer] Yes. But I must add that while being an agnostic, I have retained a
friendship with and loyalty not only to the men but also the institution of
the Reformed Church of France, which merits respect. Its current president is
one of my friends, and I count many of its pastors among them too. I remain
greatly attached to a tradition which contributed to giving me freedom of
thought and which taught me ethical rigor. In the midst of the great
uncertainties in political life, this is useful equipment to have. S

[Question] Have you read Marx?

[Answer] I have not read all of Marx, it is a fact. But I believe I can say
that I am among those political leaders who have dealt with the Marxist
faction and who have had occasion to engage in philosophical-and-political
explanations with its members, and thus one of those who knows it best. I
have read Marx, the "Manifesto,” of course, and all of the so-called
"journalistic"” works, which are more closely reasoned since. they are
synthetic, "18 Brumaire,” and "The Class Struggle in France." R

[Question] What about "Das Kapital™?

[Answer] The first volume. But I have also read "The Critique of Political
Economy,” that long-concealed work which includes such astonishing pages . ...

[Question] But through all of this reading, did you not develop a profound
understanding of Marxism? . : ‘

[Answer] The Marxist culture has gone so far afield that one can no longer
refer to it without feeling obliged, or almost, to make excuses to the public
for having intellectual commerce with what seems to be responsible for the
Gulag, 50 million civilians dead, and an inefficient totalitarian system
which doesn't even feed its people. Profound involvement? Relatively
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speaking, yes. For my part, I have taken the controversies within Marxism and
the workers movement, and in particular that dividing Bernstein from Kautsky,
very seriously. When we were political science students with some pretensions
to being intelligent and educated, we did not conceive of our clash with our
communist comrades as limited to the short—term tactical choices. As a
result, it was indeed necessary to go deeper and explain ourselves. We did
that. I remember having organized a seminar in Glenan, which infuriated the
supervisors, at which we went sailing during the day--that was allowed—— and
contemplated this vast confrontation every evening, not only to explain
ourselves to and on the subject of the Marxists, but also in connection with
Marxist deviation as a state philosophy. Our tragedy was that Kautsky won out
tactically over Bernstein, while Bernstein was right. It was from Kautsky
that Lenin, Mao Zedong and their followers derived. Now, short of these
battles, one finds a Marx opposed to the state, a Marx opposed to bureaucracy.

[Question] Both things are found in Marx. One can find a social democratic
Marx, and one can find a Bolshevik Marx.

[Answer] Yes, except in order to have a Bolshevik Marx, one would need the
decisive step he never took—-in other words, acceptance of the mediation of
the state apparatus, to give birth to history. And there one must indeed
admit that this cannot be found in Marx. These problems may seem farfetched,
but in my eyes, they still have real importance. I continue to think that in
its development today, the international socialist movement is timorous, in
that it is incapable of producing an exigent critical reading of its own
history. It seems to me that a true social democratic or democratic socialist
movement which is master of its own history, spirit and philosophy, requires
as a foundation a serious explanation of Marxism as church and as an
institution.

[Question] How do you regard the experience of the PSU, in retrospect?

[Answer] As an oddity, as a series of contradictions. The conditions of its
birth were already peculiar. The PSU was born in April 1960, and it was born
in fact out of the collapse of the Fourth Republic. At the point of departure
was the split at the congress of the SFIO in September 1958. The initial
decision was made by Alain Savary. It was he who, all alone, broke away
first. He was soon followed by about 15 parliamentarians, including Edouard
Depreux, and probably 10,000 party members. For administrative reasons, I was
not physically present at the congress (I had been sent to Algeria 10 days
previously). But I was the political secretary responsible for maintaining
the minority file, under the distinguished authority of Edouard Depreux. Thus
I was at the heart of the mechanism. The decision to break with the SFIO was
the product both of long-standing impatience and a temporary anger. The long-
term impatience had to do with the refusal of the leadership to consider a
political union of the left. The anger had to do with the attitude of the
main party leader. We in the minority in the SFIO had a very strong
conviction that nothing would be feasible in France unless there were a union
of the left. This is a very important point. From that moment on, I had
clearly in mind the principle which would be the basis of my meeting with
Francois Mitterrand, and my entry into the PS in 1974~-in fact, my homecoming.
As national secretary of the students in the SFIO, I had already pursued a
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policy leading in that direction. I had oriented them along the line of
united action with the communist students, a policy I pursued by successive
steps in the only sectors where the apparatus gave the student organization
relative autonomy, which were international action and trade-union action. In
1958, we were not at all procommunist, and we were in fact very demanding
about rejection of communism, but all of us had in mind that it was indeed
necessary to ensure cooperation not only with the communist voters, but also
with the communist trade-union forces, in order to get this country moving.
We no longer had the impression that a strategic deepening of the split, as
sought by Guy Mollet, would cause a weakening of our own strength. The
sociological intuition that democracy is a toxic atmosphere for communism was
in our minds from that time on, and we developed it experimentally, in
particular in the trade-union sector. Then came the war in Algeria and the
action of Robert Lacoste. I will omit the comments which that might inspire.
Our dignity was wounded, as men and as party members. Finally, there was the
trip made by Guy Mollet to Colombey to find de Gaulle, and the ignorance of
the dangers of a constitution tailored by amn officer thought to be a follower
of Maurras--people were not really sure that de Gaulle was any kind of great

liberal.
[Question] Did you see the Gaul 1ist movement as a danger to freedom, in 19587

[Answer] Yes, but I remember, all the same, that de Gaulle had reestablished
the republic after the liberation. Moreover, I had been put out by the
indecent nature of some of the methods used by people in the left-wing against

the General, and even scandalized by the hypocrisy of some of the outcries
from people whose conduct belied the concerns they voiced.

[Question] How do you see the development of the PSU during the Fifth
Republic?

[Answer] The PSU was born, then, of a break with the SFIO, in September 1958,
and the merger, after a year and a half of debate, of this fragment which had
split off with the Leftist Socialist Union, which itself was the product of
three successive mergers of small groups and the few men in the Tribune of
Communism. What was at stake was ambiguous. What was put in the common pot
was first of all the will to oppose the war in Algeria. This was the only
clear thing. Beyond that, the intentions remained vague, and the search to
find the best approach for bringing about the union of the left was to be very
difficult. I have a long-standing argument with my friend Jean Poperen in
this regard. He was so desirous of a return to a union of the left in which,
utilizing intermediaries, the PSU could facilitate dialogue with the PC-SFIO,
that he did not believe this dialogue should be encumbered with ideological
substitutions which would be unacceptable to the Communist Party. I, on the
other hand, belonged to those groups which, under the aegis of Gilles
Martinet, thought that in order to plant the seeds of the union of the left,
an opportunity for it needed to be created by introducing new themes, either
in the realm of reflection and political proposition, or in the realm of
militant political or trade-union action. The whole aspect of modern economic
reflection, and also the whole aspect of decentralization, etc., derived from
this. These discussions were at the origin of the chaotic nature of 1life in
the PSU, which became ridiculous due to the multiplicity of its factions. The
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PSU was the crucible in which all of the traditions of the French left wing,
and I mean all, were found in the pure state. Now no one, either inside or
outside, took the trouble to undertake this basic sociological analysis, and
this aggravated matters gféatly. And of course the process of settling was
difficult. The situation was clarified in 1967 when I became national
secretary, on the basis of a simple venture which came down, basically. to
this: The PSU, a small organization but one serving as an independent
research laboratory seeking a renewal of the left wing, hoped to elect a
maximum number of deputies in connection with the negotiations with the large
parties, in view of our intellectual contribution. Then came May 1968, which
destroyed everything, completely redealt the cards and delayed this effort for

10 years.
[Question] That is your total assessment of 1968?

[Answer] No, of course not. May 1968 only affected the political
organizations, in an almost indirect fashion. Everything possible has been
said about May 1968. It was a strange antibureaucratic explosion which was
born in the university sector but which took on its full historic dimensions
only because it was taken up by the labor world. 1In relation to this
movement, the main thrust of the government political forces was blocked by
the refusal to understand that the new demands changed the traditional game.
We in the PSU not only tried- to understand, and not only felt solidarity with
the challenge . of the apparatus, but since we had numerous members involved in
the movement, we made an effort to guarantee the public expression of its
goals, and also to bring our full weight to bear to avoid the outbreak of
violence. In May of 1968 I was‘secretary general of the largest organization
involved in the movement. My clear view of the fact that the movement had
neither the need nor the ability to take over the national levers of command
was complete from the beginning. In this senseless deployment wherein no one
any longer had control of anything, my sole concern was that the movement
remain nonviolent--~no deaths. I think I can say that a good portion of the
people who might potentially have agreed with the choice of violent action in
France were in the PSU, in May 1968 and shortly afterwards. And we sensed
this. I knew very well where the danger lay. At the end of 1968 and in 1969,
I was able to make and impose the decision to hold, in April of 1969, a
congress on violence in history. A whole mass of people who might have
created French versions of the Baader gang or the Red Brigades found
themselves led into participation in seminars on violence in history, from
which it emerged that violence by the workers has only been effective
historically when it was defensive, and that there has never been an instance
in which offensive violence by the workers failed to fall into ridicule, with
negative, and most often totalitarian, results. In the fact that the events
of May 1968 developed without a single death, the role played by a great
prefect of police weighed heavily. But I can say, perhaps immodestly, that
the role of the two or three conscientious individuals who were in command of
what could be commanded, which is to say not very much, also made a decisive
contribution. And matters did not stop there. The leftist phenomenon
followed. The Trotskyites and the Maoists did not count for very much in the
events of May 1968. They did not succeed in imposing their arguments. But
afterwards! What an explosion of language! We had a phase of insane,
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intolerable leftism, during which I, as secretary general of PSU, went from
national council to national council to deal with the most urgent problems.
Basically, that I survived was a miracle.

The effort to achieve the intellectual reconquest of all of this nebulous
phenomenon was a delicate and decisive matter. What I would like to say on
this subject is simply this: If the events of May 1968 were not followed in
France by a transition to "violence as the midwife of history,” as happened in
Italy or in Germany, this was not entirely an accident. By contributing to
the creation of the intellectual political conditions for a deliberate
rejection of violence in the Italian or German style by those or a part of
those who might have been involved in France, I feel that I rendered a certain
service to my country. The price for me was a strange image of that period.
I do not think I need to regret it. Moreover, 1968 revealed with cruel
clarity the total absence of any social roots for the official leftist
apparatus, beginning with the SFIO, which continued to be known as such within
the Federation of the Democratic and Socialist Left (FGDS), which was created
a short time previously, but which was nothing but a superstructure. In all
of the somewhat active circles, there was nothing but mistrust of these
institutions, which seemed doomed. This was the reason for the extreme
difficulty in making it understood that it was from this sector, nonetheless,
that the important thing would come. I can still hear the jeers in the hall
when I told the PSU congress which was held 15 days after the Epinay congress:
"You know, something which might well prove extremely important has just
happened in Epinay.” No one understood. This was why I was unable to return
to the PS with a large number of members until 1974, My conviction about the
inability of small organizations to grow had developed much earlier.

[Question] Does the concept of a second left wing still have meaning for yoﬁ?

[Answer] The “second left” was dead as of the day it was given that name.
This was a serious error, for which I bear some responsibility, moreover,
since I spoke of "two cultures” during the congress in Nantes at the beginning
of 1977. There is a left wing in France, and it could not be more diverse in
its traditions. But to speak of a "second left" is to blend in one's memory
people as far apart as Rene Billieres and Jacques Duclos. This "given name”
created a chasm where the entire problem was one of bridges and mergers, which
in fact came about, moreover, when everyone —-the official institutional
jeft——had realized that in view of the challenge of social welfare, the
challenge of unemployment, the challenge of creating jobs, it was necessary to
respond through microsocial actions at least as much, and probably more, than
in terms of state intervention exclusively. Put in another way, the problem
was not so much one of two cultures as it was one of two eras. For faith in
intervention by the state was shared as much by the social democrats, indeed a
part of the right wing, as by the communists. This so—-called "second left”
is, so to speak, intellectually in power. But the problems involving tools
and feasibility remain wholly unsolved. It is there that the new complex of

problems exists today.

[Question] Let us move on, if you will, to an assessment of the socialist
administration of the country. Perhaps we could begin with the economic
policy, which is your field, par excellence.
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[Answer] Things began rather badly, for reasons which date far back and which
have to do with the concept of the economy which was implicit in the joint
program. In 1972, the determination of Waldeck Rochet culminated in the
process of the signing of the joint program. Where did this theme of union of
the left come from, since it had previously been stubbornly rejected not only
by the SFIO, but by the trade-union structures on which it relied, as well?
This was not the product of the political structures, but of the French
voters, in their evident rejection of the "cartel of naysayers.” As of these
1962 elections, the Political Bureau of the PCF realized this, at the same
time as two individuals, Francois Mitterrand and Raymond Barillon, did. The
latter, in long columns in LE MONDE, was to accustom France to the political
culture which would result therefrom, that of the republican discipline which
had become the Union of the Left. It was under these conditions that Waldeck
Rochet issued the Champigny Manifesto. It was to take advantage of this
opportunity that there was immediately, when the SFIO was won over by the
newcomers, Francois Mitterrand in particular, a positive response to . the
reference to the Union of the Left. Negotiations went very quickly, with this
attitude. My analysis of this situation is that the importance of the
ideological sacrifice made to the PC by the PS in 1972, in its manner of
thinking, particularly economic and monetary thinking, was a determining
factor, and, I would add, to a great extent useless. We are sufficiently
familiar with the PC to know that as of the time it made the tactical
determination to encourage the Union of the Left, it was ready to sign any
number of things, with, as its ulterior motive, the assumption that it would
gobble up these mediocre social democrats, who were incapable of discipline,
cohesion, and even, in the view of the PC, loyalty to their own cause. Thus
stronger ideological resistance was perfectly possible. As of that time the
die was practically cast. We were faced with thinking favoring redistribution
but unaccompanied by equally well-thought~out plans as to the method and
manner of action, thinking focused almost exclusively on the state apparatus
as the tool for realizing the hopes of the socialists, with the i1lusion of
hidden treasure everywhere--in the state budget, in the fortunes of the
employers, and above all, the lack in this whole business of any active
undertaking. This was the reason for the terrible handicap the left wing had
with this baggage regarding the regime. The 110 proposals of Francois
Mitterrand as a candidate 8 years later were, fortunately, to be less
excessive in many sectors, but they could not fail to show traces of this
attitude. ' ' _

[Question] 1Is that what you tried to make clear at the congress in Metz? It
must be said that your strategy was not easy to understand at that time. - Why
this sermon, why not carry your candidacy through to its end?

[Answer] 1In fact, I took the risk in Metz of challenging the orientation, by
saying: "This is not a serious approach. You are promising too much. What
are_thé facts in the situation? We are going into the elections with a good
chance of winning, but with a very unrealistic program. Under these
conditions, if the first secretary prefers not to take the risk of a difficult
administration, without personally assuming responsibility for excluding the
debatable elements in the program, I can be the candidate. If, on the
contrary, he decides to go ahead, I would support him, and there would be no
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conflict between us." Basically,‘itrwas a simple matter. Francois Mitterrand
decided, finally, to run as a candidate, and I kept my word. ' .

TQuestion] Thus we come to 1981. Did you'have the impression, beginning:yith
the very first steps, that things would go badly?  You know that Thierry
Pfister denies that you argued the case for devaluation with Pierre Mauroy.

[Answer] That is wrong. I state this categorically. It is true that I was
not consulted within the framework of the very small group of people who had
to make the decision, and believe me that was not my doing. However, I did
have an opportunity to talk briefly with Pierre Mauroy, a talk which he
mentions in his book (Pierre Mauroy, "On the Left,” page 19). And I reminded
him of all the reasons supporting my advocacy of immediate devaluation,
because we would have had to effect it very quickly. Mauroy was hesitant.
And devaluation was finally rejected, with the justification, it appears, that
one does not effect devaluation when one has legislative elections to be won.

[Questioﬁ] What 1is your assessment of your own actions in the planning
ministry? ’ ‘ ’ '

[Answer] You mean the Ministry of Planning and Regional Developmeht,‘noﬁ_just
planning alone-—-this was a post which I owe to the friendship of Pierre
Mauroy. ' ‘ o

[Queétion] Did'you not have én influence_qn general'policy?

fAnswér]_(The ﬁlahning ministér is one who has few departménts and nd»bpdge;
allocation, nor is his signature required for anything., I will omit the

‘difficulties I encountered. In short, these 2 years in the planning ministry
were not the easiest in my life. Excessive economic risks were taken,

socialism was compromised by the failure, I could do nothing.about it and
everyone believed,® in addition, that I was in agreement, because solidarity
was my policy. ‘ L ' : " L

I barely was able, in the midst of this difficult time, to rescue an important
nucleus in the plan—-the programs with'pribrity for»implementatioﬁ;n But the
finance and budget offices have ‘already succeeded in challenging this
concept. The only thing which remains of what I did then 1is the plan
contracts between the state and regions, which do indeed represent a very
important cultural revolution. For the first time in the law and the
lifestyle of this country, and along with decentralization, this procedure
makes it possible to link the :egional»viéw and the national view of the
public interests. All of the regioms, of which'mearly half were controlled by
the opposition, have. signed such contracts. The concept was readily a¢cgpted.
It will be a tool for profound cultural change, if it can survive through five
plans, let us say, over 20 years, after 5 centuries of centralization. A
recent decision by the Strasbourg Administrative Court, moreover, hqs just
confirmed the. legal validity of these contracts, thus consolidating them. .I,

for my part, am very proud of this.

[Q@estion]"I‘imagine:that since the tﬁrning,point in 1983 you are muéh mofe
in agreement with what has been done? :
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[Answer] It was as of June 1982 that the turning point came about, with the
plan accompanying the second devaluation. This was later confirmed and
expanded in March of 1983. Unfortunately, the gains in public opinion which
we might have hoped for following this return to a serious attitude were
canceled out by the argument to the effect that this was in fact the same
policy pursued previously, instead of an explanation that we had failed to
analyze the situation properly, as the social democrats had been able to do in
Sweden in 1931, with the result that they remained in power for 44 years.

[Question] But you still have basic reservations about the policy pursued
since 1982, and above all, 1983?

[Answer] This policy has been successful. This can be measured by the fact
that we have not had to effect a devaluation of the franc again since 1983.
And T believe that a strong currency is an excellent accompaniment to a
healthy economy. The return to equilibrium in the balance of payments in 2
years, after the 1982 accident, also represents a substantial result., And,
finally, for a country so accustomed to rapid inflation, the fact of having
brought the annual rate to the approximate level of 5 percent is obviously an
important result too.

All of this cost us a great deal in unemployment and a slowdown in growth, I
remain convinced that, while maintaining the same certainty of safeguarding
the major domestic and foreign financial balances, we could have undertaken a
somewhat more forceful accompanying attack on unemployment. I continue to
think that in the realm of energy savings, we could have done much more than
we did. Similarly, we could probably have provided a base for our social
contributions which was less of a deterrent to employment. But we are
speaking here, one must realize clearly, of only very narrow margins for

action.

This success, moreover, has a political and cultural aspect. It represented
the administrative apprenticeship of the left wing. The key point in this
movement occurred at the congress in Toulouse when, for the first time in 80
years, the Socialist Party, instead of fortifying itself against the
difficulties of government by continuing to pursue an impossible and leftist
discourse with it, reconciled its words with its actions. We may perhaps see
state enthusiasm, full of illusions and plans for redistribution, rise again
in the future. But relying on an extremely clear and firm congressional text,
including the 22 amendments I managed to get passed, we will have a solid
basis for resistance to a return to the past. I am happy to have contributed
to this little cultural revolution. For had I and my friends not been there,
even though in the minority, I am not certain that there would have been such
-vigorous resistance to the temptations of the easy path. In any case, the
congress was unanimous, and that was the main thing.

[Question] What do you see as the positive aspects of the socialist
administration since 1981?

[Answer] Decentralization was not carried out entirely as I would have
wished, but it provided a healthy kick to the ant hill, creating an initial
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imbalance in a system too long established. Adjustments will be needed,. but
at least we have put an end to the state as an alibi to justify the inertié of
certain local notables. In the next 15 years this will likely have chaﬁged
the country profoundly. That is the main thing.

Secondly, we have the Auroux laws, in other words the creation of conditions
for confrontation and dialogue in the business sector. The owners of the
large- and medium—-size enterprises with the best understanding today believe
that there should be no reversal on this point. This is quite an indication
of success. ‘ :

And thirdly, the whole court and juridicational issue. The work done by
Robert Badinter is tremendous. France was alone, with Turkey, among the OECD
countries to retain the death penalty. This link, .I think, needed to be cut.
But Robert Badinter went much farther, effecting a very considerable
modernization of our court apparatus in all regards. There is an advance here
which, I think, will be respected. And I am not without hope that the modern
ideas underlying his draft penal code might even be reflected in our law soon.

And fourthly, the foreign policy, particularly with regard to Europe. I think
I can say that in the past 5 years, the French presidency has been the most
innovative and inventive in "unsticking” Europe and bringing it out of its
crises, which are tending to become permanent. - Another basic aspect in
foreign policy has to do with security. It first of all involved making our
armed forces and the French public understand that with the left wing, the
security of France was in good hands. Then it involved giving our partners
and allies the same assurances. Evidence has been provided, I believe. The
discussion about the Pershing missiles in the parliament of the FRG is one
which has marked this term of office. Opposing the erroneous view in which
deterrence was interpreted in terms of safeguarding our neutrality, this
demonstrated the involvement of France in European security problems for the
first time.

I also believe that, with regard to a problem as serious as immigration,
difficult but necessary things have been accomplished. Thus all in all, there
remains a great deal wherein one can be proud of being socialist, although the
assessment includes negative elements. The main failure is seen in
communication with the public. We are in a dangerous electoral situation
because we have succeeded in overcoming the mistrust which developed as of the

end of the first year.

[Question] The paradox is that you socialisfs, taken as a whole, were very
popular when you were rather bad, while you are very unpopular now that you
are being rather good. How do you explain this phenomenon?

[Answer] I explain it by the fact that popularity is a matter of confidence
rather than one of judgment based on indices or rates. Confidence broke down
in 18 months, very simply, and this was on the basis of arguments rather than

actions, in my view.

[Question] But it was in the Minisﬁry of Agriculture that the bulk.qf your
political action was carried out. Why were you put there?
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[Answer] I do not know. But I am glad of it.

[Question] Were you not offered the national education post?

[Answer] This ministry was offered to me by Laurent Fabius, when he took over
from Pierre Mauroy, at a time when I.had already been minister of agriculture

for 15 months,
[Question] Why did you refuse it? Did the problems frighten you?

[Answer] I do not know of any thinking person in France who could have
assumed the responsibility for national education without being "afraid,” as
you say, but this is not an obstacle to action! However, my reasons were
quite different. The problem of private education was at the peak of its
acuteness and not as yet resolved, The withdrawal of the law announced 48
hours earlier by the president of the republic gave the impression that the
left wing was prepared to make a very great concession in order to reestablish
civic peace, but one which would not settle the problem. The file was on the
desk of the president of the republic. It was my conviction that to deal with
it, but with the whole of the complex public education problem as well, a man
with a capacity to relate to, understand and listen to the chief of state was
needed. For historic reasons, I did not have this capacity, although the
agricultural issues had contributed greatly to improving these relations. I
say this with calm certainty. And on the other hand, I wanted to carry some
of the actions I had undertaken in agriculture through