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FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY

Comments on Relations Between Geissler, Kohl
36200156 Hamburg DER SPIEGEL in German
6 June 88 pp 35, 37

[Article by Dirk Koch: “A Window of Vulnerability—
For Kohl”]

[Text] Looking at the political map of the FRG, Hans-
Dietrich Genscher begins to brood. “North of Remagen,
everything is red now, except for the two black [conser-
vative] enclaves.” What will happen?

Can the CDU maintain its position in the enclave of
Lower Saxony in 1990, where it is governing with a mere
one-vote majority, propped up by the FDP?

The other spot, Berlin, held by the Christian Liberals,
plays a minor role in the question of power for Bonn
since it lacks full voting rights in the Senate of the
Federal Parliament.

Is the border at Remagen? How secure is the CDU in
Hesse? Will Frankfurt, the heart of the Land, fall to the
SPD? In the municipal elections in March 1989, color-
less CDU Mayor Wolfram Brueck will have a dangerous
challenger in Social Democrat Volker Hauff.

For the first time since their new term of office, the Bonn
coalition no longer hold a majority in opinion polls. The
Liberal with a knack for survival has a finely-tuned sense
that the CDU of Helmut Kohl is no longer as impressive
as at the turnaround 5 and ' years ago; Bonn is again
approaching the change of life.

With and under Kohl, the largest of the three coalition
parties has lost its identity, and Heiner Geissler’s restless
search for a new Christian Democratic identity toward
left center is being countered by the phlegmatic “sitting
giant” Kohl. Says Genscher: If the partner’s identity
crisis continues, it will “‘endanger the life of the govern-
ment coalition.” Party Congress proposals, with which
Geissler wanted to streamline the CDU program, were
censored by the chancellor beyond recognition.

So whoever wants to win in the provinces, tries to do it
not with, but against Bonn. CDU Minister President
Lothar Spaeth, Kohl’s vice chancellor, successfully car-
ried out his election campaign in this manner. Party pal
Ernst Albrecht again gained recognition at home ever
since he pressured Bonn into a redistribution of the
public welfare burden. Occasionally Hesse’s CDU gov-
ernment chief, Walter Wallmann, gladly succumbs to the
temptation of gaining quick points by publicly criticizing
Bonn. All of them are right, but so is Franz Josef Strauss:
It doesn’t serve to preserve government power.

The federal Laender governed by the CDU are becoming
the difficult fourth coalition partner. From case to case,
each of them can independently look for the great
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coalition with SPD Laender—allegedly vital cases are
easy to find—, and Kohl’s majority in the parliamentary
Senate is gone. Genscher makes enigmatic remarks
about “the two faces” of the Christian Union parties
without being aware of the many faces of his FDP.

If Genscher and Geissler were to speak openly to each
other—they don’t, the chasm is too deep—, the CDU
general secretary could make the godfather of the Liber-
als even more thoughtful. If Geissler were to summarize
all his bitter experiences and disappointments, they
would culminate in the sentence: “He doesn’t know
how.” And “he” is Helmut Kohl.

The party manager hears enterprise boss Helmut’s repair
crew knock and saw away, but he lacks faith in the
completed work. Tax reform—wasted. Health service
reform—people are irate. Pension reform—at the
expense of pensioners and contributors. Unemploy-
ment—no falling tendency. Prospects of a policy for the
1990’s, possibly for the next century? Negative report.

Nothing fits together. “As CDU general secretary, I am
not satisfied with the representation of the policy of the
federal government,” Geissler said recently before the
Bavarian Junge Union [CSU youth organization] at
Oberstdorf. When he complains about the “represen-
tation,” he aims at Kohl and most of his cabinet mem-
bers, not only at the inadequate packaging by the gov-
ernment spokesman with his limited capabilities. The
products, themselves, are even more important. Yes,
Franz Josef Strauss had “been right” with his accusation
of a slipshod approach to the tax reform.

Geissler does not know how much more his own party
will put up with, and for how much longer. If even only
a part of that were 1o appear in print which the general
secretary gets to hear from Kreis managers or editors-in-
chief of conservative newspapers in the provinces about
Kohl and his government, the vice chancellor’s eyebrows
would rise even higher, and the number of wrinkles on
his forehead would grow to 14.

It is possible that Kohl will manage to lull his party once
again at the Party Congress in mid-June. But it is also
possible that the grousing won’t stop, that the fears of
losing power in the Laender and municipalities will turn
to aggression even on the federal level against one’s own
leadership.

Geissler and his manager, Peter Radunski, are afflicted
these days by moods of doom. How are they to act if the
shout comes, “Kohl must go?”

A cabinet reshuffle will then be of no help. The party
people demand the kind of chancellor’s bonus with
which Konrad Adenauer, at least during the first 12 years
of his term of office, pulled his CDU out of every low.
With Kohl, the CDU must definitely allow for a chan-
cellor deficit.
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Of course, Geissler does not want to, and cannot, seri-
ously harm his Kohl. He would like to be made of the
stuff of a Herbert Wehner who once accused Willy
Brandt, “the chancellor likes to bathe lukewarm,” and
then tipped him over, bathtub and all. He is weaker than
Herbert Wehner, and weaker than Kohl, who does not
allow himself to be tipped over, even if Geissler resents
that he does not work enough, that he thinks too much
about himself and the joys of office, that he does not care
what becomes of the CDU if the FDP, perhaps in the
middle of the next legislative term, sees the time has
come for a change.

Will Kohl take a final risk in autumn of 1988, as Geissler
supporters in the Konrad-Adenauer-House rumor, far
enough removed from the Berlin Land elections in 1989
and the parliamentary elections in 19907 Or will the
“window of vulnerability,” which Geissler strategists
take for granted, remain tightly closed?

There would be a successor in Lothar Spaeth, an imagi-
native technocrat who, unlike Kohl, is well-liked by
industry and who could finally make a future for the
Bonn enterprise, as he did with his Baden-Wuerttemberg
shop.

Geissler and company are also thinking ahead about
what would have to be done if the case should arise. The
first blow must only be struck by someone willing to
sacrifice himself, of whom no one could say that he was
acting only for his own advantage.

This excludes Spaeth, with his ambition to become
chancellor, and Geissler, also, because he would like to
inherit the party chairmanship from Kohl.

The old gentleman, Alfred Dregger, 67, would be the
right man. His term as chairman of the parliamentary
caucus is running out, anyway. He never liked the
chancellor, and he is also vain enough to play, for a last
time, a leading role in such a major government action.

“That’s all nonsense,” says Friedrich Zimmermann:
Kohl stays. He is right, Genscher agrees. But he is no less
taken aback by the condition of the large coalition
partner.

Helmut Kohl would hardly put him in a happier mood if
he—as before the change in power—were to have heart-
to-heart talks with Hans-Dietrich [Genscher].

But lately, Kohl speaks as sparingly with Genscher as
Genschler talks to Geissler; short exchanges in the cabi-
net are confined to business. The climate is cold.

So the vice chancellor can only surmise that the chancel-
lor is tired of “General Heiner” [Geissler] and would like
to get rid of him. Koh! already knows of a tame succes-
sor—his Hamburg bondsman, Major Hartmut Perschau
(ret.); trust for trust.
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But how? Geissler has been elected gencral secretary
until 1989, and if he is to fall, he must fall softly. Kohl’s
intimates say, why should he not inherit the Minister
Presidency of Rhineland-Palatinate from Bernhard
Vogel if the latter were to be appointed chairman of the
Christian Democratic Konrad Adenauer Foundation?
Both Voge! and Geissler already turned it down. Vogel
would accept the foundation office only if its statutes will
permit him to continue in his governing position as a
second job.

The next idea: Geissler is to become the minister of
labor, and Norbert Bluem is to concentrate immediately
on the struggle for power in North Rhine-Westphalia. In
the most heavily populated Land of the republic, the
Land parliamentary election is coming up in 1990,
shortly before the federal parliamentary elections.

Kohl’s aides argue that a CDU challenger to SPD chief of
government Joannes Rau, accustomed to victory, would
be credible only if Bluem, without the backup of a Bonn
ministry position, were to go into battle fully committed,
even willing to take the step into the Land parliamentary
opposition. Bluem does not like it onc bit. Is that to be
the reward for all his strenuous efforts in Bonn?

At any rate, the chancellor no longer has a friend in
Bluem. Should he stumble, Bluem will not support him.

Genscher will have to add another wrinkle to his fore-
head.

CAPTION to the cartoon [not reproduced] in the NEUE
OSNABRUECKER ZEITUNG: “Let’s hope the weight
loss is only external!”

9917

Discussion Concerning Successor for Bangemann

FDP Leadership Displeased by Activities of
Moellemann

36200158 Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER

ALLGEMEINE ZEITUNG in German 28 May 88 p 2

[Article by C.G.: “The FDP Leadership Is Finding the
Activities of the North Rhine-Westphalia State Chair-
man To Be Unpleasant and Troublesome—‘If Frau
Adam-Schwactzer Is To Be Given a Ministry, Then It
Must Be Considered That Moellemann Will Have To
Vacate His Cabinet Position Without Compensation”]

[Text] In the FDP Presidium and in the Bundestag
parliamentary group of the party, there are increasing
expressions of displcasure with respect to Minister of
Education Mocllemann because of his solo activities
involving his thoughts on changes in the Federal Cabi-
net. On Friday, restraint was practiced externally so as
not to exacerbate the discussion of the leadership ques-
tion and of the status of the party, which is to be held this
Saturday at the FDP Federal Main Committee meeting
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at Wuerzburg. Members of the party leadership told this
newspaper that the displeasure regarding Moellemann’s
conduct was growing. The North Rhine-Westphalian
state chairman and his attempts were also said to be
damaging to the economic policy spokesman of the
parliamentary group, Lambsdorff, although Moellemann
is attempting to promote the candidacy of the count to
be party chairman. It is said that Moellemann wants to
show, with all manner of speculative involvements, that
he determines the course of events. In contrast to Moel-
lemann’s representations, the FDP Presidium is said to
have agreed that the current distribution of ministries in
the Federal Government should remain intact for the
entire duration of the present legislative period.

A member of the leadership, who is also influential in the
parliamentary group said: “If Frau Adam-Schwaetzer
becomes party chairman and is to be given a ministry,
consideration must be given to the fact that Moellemann
would have to give up his post in the cabinet without
compensation in return.” A switching of ministries was
out of the question for the FDP: “Switching Moellemann
into the Ministry of the Interior is something only one
person in the FRG seems to want—Moellemann
himself.” If, in the future, too many North Rhine-
Westphalians are in the cabinet, then it can only be
Moellemann “who must go.”” The party leadership is said
to be unanimous in perceiving the “activities of Moelle-
mann as unpleasant and burdensome.” Misleading
games regarding the distribution of cabinet posts could
also not serve the FDP well within the coalition. No state
association—not even the one from North Rhine-West-
phalia—is said to be able to make a preliminary decision
with respect to the election of the FDP federal chairman
the way Moellemann contemplates it.

In a discussion with a newspaper, Foreign Minister
Genscher placed emphasis on the fact that the FDP
would elect the new party leadership “in an open and in
no way previously agreed upon decision™ at the party
congress in October. The FDP was said to now have the
opportunity to act in a “style-building manner” and to
comply with a generally growing call for “more openness
and transparency.” Lambsdorff and Frau Adam-Sch-
waetzer were said to be “two first-class candidates” who
guarantee the independence of the party. The Parliamen-
tary group chairman, Mischnick, praised the “collegial
and liberal leadership style” of Bangemann. He said that,
in October, the party congress will elect a team which
would have to “jointly and in a closed-ranks manner
undertake the timely development of liberal perspectives
for the coming decade” and, thus, already for the time
following the 1990 Bundestag elections. FDP treasurer
and deputy parliamentary group chairman Solms said
that Lambsdorff and Frau Adam-Schwaetzer, as experi-
enced politicians, would not permit their personal com-
petition to become a burden on their work in the
Bundestag parliamentary group and in the party in the
coming months until October. At the beginning of this
legislative period we agreed with our CDU AND CSU
partners in the coalition agreement who would take over
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which ministries,” Solms said in a newspaper article.
The federal chancellor and the FDP Presidium are said
to have confirmed this week that there would be no
exchanging of ministries prior to the Bundestag elec-
tions.

Frau Adam-Schwaetzer told this newspaper that she had
made the decision to be a candidate for party chairman
on her own. Following long considerations, she said her
attitude toward the decision had become firm. She said
the coming 4 months should be used to collect positive
points for the FDP with a decent style of conduct. She
and Lambsdorff were said to be standing ““on the same
programmatic foundation.” The delegates of the Federal
Party Congress could decide whom they would entrust
with most clearly representing that which characterizes
the FDP as the party of the future and of freedom. In a
democracy, election always also signifies selection. She
said that together with Lambsdorff and Haussmann she
would work out the “Wiesbaden Declaration.” This
document should serve to clarify the substantive con-
cepts of the FDP for the 1990’s. Frau Adam-Schwaetzer
expressed her intention to list the requirements and
consequences of the structural change in industry and
agriculture in the “Wiesbaden Declaration” and make it
relevant to population developments. More and more
Germans, she said, were growing older; the need for
self-help was growing; the taxation system was not ade-
quately attuned to this. A change in values is said to be
discernible among young people: They want to make a
contribution, but consider working not only as a means
for earning money, but they also wish to live. Environ-
mental policy must be understood on a worldwide basis
as ”survival policy.” In terms of developmental policy, it
must be clarified whether mere free trade would not
exacerbate the difficulties in the third world. Also, the
results of the coalition agreement should be listed: the
tax reform and postal reforms. For the remainder of the
legislature period the focal points which are imperative
for the FDP must be identified so that the impression
that, within the coalition, “one partner has only picked
out the raisins and the other is being served bitter wine*
does not arise. Bangemann’s credits must be anchored in
the ”Wiesbaden Declaration,* Frau Adam-Schwaetzer
said. Lately, she said Bangemann was being treated
unjustly: "We must not forget that he brought a sigh of
relief to the FDP and gave everyone the opportunity to
unfold and to grow; he won elections with us.* Lambs-
dorff declined to make a statement to this newspaper
with the remark that an election battle in the FDP would
now not originate with him.

Few Cabinet Changes Expected if Lambsdorff Elected
36200158 Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER
ALLGEMEINE ZEITUNG in German 31 May 88 p 2

[Article by C.G.: “Lambsdorff: With Me There Will Be
No Musical Chairs in the Cabinet—Genscher’s Role in
the Party/Personnel Discussion Within the FDP”]

[Text] One of the two candidates for FDP chairman,
Count Lambsdorff, announced in Bonn on Monday, in
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the event of his election to succeed Bangemann in
October, there would be no “musical chairs” in the
Federal Cabinet. Lambsdorff told this newspaper that in
the event of his election, only the federal economics
minister would be changed; he sees no other candidate
for this position than current Secretary General Haus-
smann, who was formerly the economic policy spokes-
man of the FDP Bundestag group. He, himself—Lambs-
dorff——would intend to place his entire working strength
at the disposal of the party, undiminished by the burden
of a ministry. Lambsdorff referred to considerations
ongoing in the FDP as to how the Foreign Ministry, the
Economics Ministry, the Ministry of Education, and the
Ministry of Justice, which the party intends to hang on to
in the future, in accordance with the resolution passed
this weekend by the Federal Main Party Committee at
Wuerzburg are to be staffed following the reassignment
of Bangemann to Brussels. It had been expressed several
times that, in the event Minister of State Frau Adam-
Schwaetzer became FDP chairperson, she would have to
become a minister; for these purposes, only the Ministry
of Education could be applicable, which the current
minister, Moellemann, would have to then leave.
Changes in various combinations were talked about and,
for the most part, rejected. Lambsdorff said in a state-
ment intended for his party: “With me you don’t have
this vexation.” If he became chairman, transfers would
be superfluous.

After the contemplations of Moellemann that the FDP
could, for example, exchange the Economics Ministry
for the Ministry of the Interior with the CSU had
resulted in irritation within the FDP, Lambsdorff said:
“As far as I'm concerned, there is no renunciation of the
Economics Ministry; and Moellemann knows this by
now.” Lambsdorff let it be understood that he had
clarified with Moellemann in a recent conversation that
the latter’s contemplations regarding shifts in the cabinet
could not be realized. Long ago, Moellemann had also
once recommended that Research Minister Riesenhuber
be appointed as minister of the interior and that, in
return, a “future ministry” be established by combining
some jurisdictions of the Ministry of Education and the
Research Ministry, as well as of other ministries to be
staffed by the FDP, Lambsdorff indicated. Such consid-
erations have long since become outmoded. Within the
FDP, there had, finally, been some discussion regarding
Moellemann’s wishes to become minister of the interior.

On Monday, word came from the FDP Bundestag group
that Moellemann need not fear for his position within
the cabinet. In the event Frau Adam-Schwaetzer were to
campaign for the Ministry of Education against Moelle-
mann, word was that she had no prospects of obtaining a
majority. The “Schaumburg Circle”—a cohesive group
of the major portion of the FDP parliamentary group
around delegates Kleinert and Solms—would not drop
one of its members—Moellemann. The parliamentary
group is said to have decisive input with respect to
proposals made by the FDP for the offices of ministers.
Nevertheless, it can hardly be anticipated that Frau
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Adam-Schwactzer would gain the approval of the above
circle in the event she were to try for the parliamentary
group chairmanship following the Bundestag elections in
1990. The uncertainties are more exacerbated by the fact
that only the next Bundestag parliamentary group can
make the appropriate decision. That is why the “package
solutions” put togcther in accordance with Moclle-
mann’s ideas, which contained an offer to Frau Adam-
Schwaetzer that she could count on gaining the parlia-
mentary group chairmanship in 1950 if she were to give
up her candidacy to become FDP chairman in exchange,
were untenable for future purposes.

Speaking on the radio, Frau Adam-Schwaetzer said that
the “decision would have to be made later” whether she
would have to be a member of the cabinet if she became
party chairperson. At first, the only thing that mattered
was the campaign to become FDP chairman. The
appearance of a third candidate is said to be very
unlikely. The FDP should not burden itself by adding the
additional topic of these considerations. Although the
former party chairman, Genscher, she said, was cur-
rently the “peak ace” of the FDP, he is amply occupied
with his Foreign Office and would *“not participate in
this discussion.” Additional word within the FDP is that
Genscher is said to know that old sensitivities against his
former leadership style would immediately arise if he
were to appear at the center of things with all his
authority and competences, even formally.

Meanwhile, word within the CSU is that, despite every-
thing, it is conceivable that, under certain circumstances,
the FDP might be ready in the fall or winter to undertake
a “castling” involving the exchange of the Economics
Ministry for the Ministry of the Interior. Should the FDP
cede the Economics Ministry to CSU politician Weigel,
it would retain the Foreign Office all the more uncontes-
ted. The CSU is said to have a plausible economics
minister to offer, even though Weigel is giving assur-
ances that he feels well in his position in the Bundestag.
Even Weigel’s closest fricnds are said not to know “when
the quantum leap would take place,” but consider such
an exchange to be a possibility.

05911

Genscher Sharply Criticized by CSU Party
Newspaper

36200142a Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER
ALLGEMEINE ZEITUNG in German 19 May 88 p 1

[Text] Munich, 18 May—The party newspaper of the
CSU, the BAYERNKURIER, has indirectly demanded
that Minister of Foreign Affairs Genscher resign. “But if
Genscher cannot or will not understand what is really at
stake here, then he should go,” wrote editor-in-chief
Scharnagl in the most recent edition. He was referring to
the Feldafinger declaration by the “Foreign Policy
Working Group” of the CDU-CSU Bundestag caucus to
the effect that the FRG should assume greater political
responsibility in crisis arcas outside the area of the
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NATO alliance. Reference was also made to Genscher’s
reaction to the effect that it cannot be the role of the
FRG to act as a “world policeman.” Scharnagl said that
no one in the CDU-CSU had demanded that the FRG
act as a world policeman, and that Genscher knew that
perfectly well. “There has clearly been scant regard for
and intentional manipulation of the truth in order to
depict the CDU-CSU as a frightening specter and to
strike out against it,” wrote Scharnagl. The truth, how-
ever, is that the Federal Government, “under the ill-
fated influence of Genscher, was too cowardly” to pro-
vide a sign of solidarity with other allies and send two
German minesweepers to the Persian Gulf, he said. Our
allies have neither forgiven nor forgotten this omission,
he added. :

Furthermore, the BAYERNKURIER attacked Genscher
for rejecting as “uncalled-for” a certain level of discus-
sion concerning refilling posts in the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs. The newspaper felt that CDU-CSU foreign pol-
icy experts still have the right to express their “hope”
that one of their own will become minister of Foreign
Affairs in the not-too-distant future. “The champions of
monopolies,” Scharnagl wrote, “are extremely unhappy
when there is mere discussion of their exclusive domin-
ion; they become utterly provoked once someone dares
to see through and question their monopolistic claim, as
well as to point out the conceivability and possibility of
its termination.” The newspaper said that although there
is a “core element” of common foreign policy convic-
tions in the FDP and CDU-CSU, “the special style of
FDP foreign policy” is open to criticism. The party
newspaper reprimanded Genscher for ‘“‘continually
blowing his propagandistic horn of detente,” for his
“hectic addiction to travel,” and for the fact that the
minister of Foreign Affairs is praised by the SPD with
striking frequency and that Horst Enmke has even said
that Genscher should pay copyright royalties to the SPD
for his type of foreign policy. “The Ministry of Foreign
Affairs is not public housing with a permanent lease,”
the BAYERNKURIER wrote.
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Ehmke on SPD, Ties to Unions, FDP
36200149 Munich SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG in
German 18 May 88 p 11

[Interview with Horst Ehmke by Martin Sueskind of
SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG: “We Are in Agreement
With the FDP to a Large Degree—in Foreign Policy”;
first paragraph is SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG intro-
duction]

[Text] Horst Ehmke: Once he was Willy Brandt’s young
warhorse in the Chancellery. Today, the 61-year-old
deputy chairman of the SPD Bundestag parliamentary
group, is considered to be one of the most important
advisers of the new SPD chief, Hans-Jochen Vogel, on
foreign and domestic policies. In the interview with
SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG (SZ) he comments on
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the “modern” SPD and its relationship with the labor
unions, on the question of a future FDP coalition partner
and—respectfully but bluntly—about Otto Graf Lambs-
dorff.

SZ: A long time ago a transition of power took place in
which you, Mr Ehmke, as Willy Brandt’s young man
directed a kind of shock troop action, namely the
assumption of the chancellor’s office for the Social
Democrats. That was almost 20 years ago. Since then,
you have done almost everything that can be achieved as
a politician, but never in the topmost position: you have
not been chancellor, or party chairman, or chief of the
parliamentary group. Has the dream ended?

EHMKE: Well, it was a dream from the very start, but
not a dream that gave me sleepless nights. I have always
had too many interesting things to do in my life for me to
think that I was not living the right way if I did not
become one thing or another. Aside from chance hap-
penings: For example, I would have liked to become
chairman of the parliamentary group after Herbert
Wehner, but it was completely obvious to me that
Jochen Vogel as a chancellor candidate must also have
the possibility available to him to become opposition
leader. By the way, the drawbacks must also be consid-
ered; top offices require almost complete self-denial of
one’s own inclinations and interests. I have seen that in
the case of two chancellors. Now, I also see that with
Vogel. The political operation is so all-consuming that it
becomes difficult to find oneself again. That has increas-
ingly convinced me that people should not shirk respon-
sibility nor should they push their way to the front.

SZ: Who is now on top in politics: the [Bjoern] Engholm
type or the [Oskar] Lafontaine type—in other words, soft
seduction by search for truthfulness or rousing leader-
ship by exposing and dealing with real conflicts....

EHMKE: I believe that this is not an unimportant but,
nevertheless, a superficial question. First of all, what is
important is what the two of them want in the matter.
But in that respect they are very close together. Both of
them are representatives of the modern, the future SPD.
Then, indeed, there are, in addition, the differences in
temperaments. In this connection, there is a need to
include—something that amounts to a regrettable but
real restriction on the choice of persons (e.g., people with
goatees have no longer any chance)—the fact that TV
plays an increasingly greater role. I could imagine that
Bjoern has an even greater TV impact than Oskar even
though Oskar can be the more rousing speaker in the
street or in the large hall. Thus, the answer is something
like that: Since God’s animal kingdom is big, the SPD
ought to be rich in temperaments and abilities. For
example, when there is an executive genius like Hans-
Jochen Vogel on the one side, who performs quite an
important duty, namely, to put the party and the parlia-
mentary group, which have become somewhat out-
moded administratively, back on their feet again, then,
in addition, completely different personalities and tem-
peraments must also get a chance to be heard.




JPRS-WER-88-038
20 July 1988

SZ: But for the 1990 Bundestag elections it will be
important that the SPD presents so-to-speak the candi-
date of the golden middle ground. Who might that be?

EHMKE: I am opposed to every “‘representative of the
golden middle ground.” Thus are people alienated or
broken down. Afterwards, what is important is that the
team and the man who runs for office must run the way
he is, trimmed neither golden nor otherwise. And it must
be an election campaign for the entire community. Not
for 100 big and little groups.

SZ: Whoever will try it: success will not be possible
without a coalition partner. Is there a normal climate for
conversations free of any bitterness between SPD and
FDP now?

EHMKE: I believe probably so. What is especially
important is the fact that we are in agreement to a large
extent in foreign policy. We have always remained in
contact with the FDP, i.e., through my good relationship
with Hans-Dietrich Genscher. Recently I said that in the
meantime he is so close to the SPD line that he should be
thinking about paying us GEMA [German equivalent to
ASCAP] fees for his speeches. But I think it is a good
thing that the contact has never been broken. That is
more difficult in the economic and social policies, where
the differences, after all, are quite big. Therefore, it will
also be an important question who will lead the FDP in
the future.

SZ: Is there a person in the SPD leadership who would
say of himself and Lambsdorff, what Lafontaine and
Spaeth said: With us the chemistry is right?

EHMKE: When Lothar Spaeth and Lafontaine say that,
they mean that in many things they think along similar
lines. That is certainly not the case with Lambsdorff. His
opinion is fundamentally different from ours. He, him-
self, emphasized that bluntly once again in an interview
with your newspaper. But unquestionably he is a com-
petent man.

SZ: ...does he stick to agreements...?
EHMKE: I can’t say anything to the contrary.

SZ: A man upon whom it is possible to depend as far as
his commitments go?

EHMKE: According to my experience, yes. Our opinions
differ as to what has to be done. But this fact must not
prevent personal respect. It has only been diminished as
a result of his behavior before the German judiciary.

SZ: But that does not prevent his continued political
activity and his possibly becoming in the near future the
chairman of a party with which the SPD will sometime
have to form a coalition.
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EHMKE: That is a question for the FDP to decide. In
view of his conviction, and the less than flattering
opinion of the court, I cannot quite belicve that this man
will become chairman of a party which continucs to call
itself liberal. But what disturbs me even more is the way
he acted before the democratic judiciary. Perhaps
according to the slogan: Persecuted German nobility
before the special tribunal. In reality, only a man who
had committed tax fraud was called to account under the
rule of law.

SZ: The process of rejuvenation of the SPD leadership,
in party and Bundestag parliamentary group, has pro-
gressed pretty well, ie., the active older politicians,
among whom you belong, can soon be counted on the
fingers of one hand: Vogel, Ehmke, Rau, Dohnanyi,
Bahr. What role are these older types able to play in the
transition which is to bring the SPD again near political
power.,

EHMKE: Now, when the ranks are thinning, it is impor-
tant that we bring up the younger ones even more
quickly, as has been the case for a long time in the
Laender—with good success and without competition
with the CDU/CSU. In the Bundestag parliamentary
group the tasks must be widely distributed: Not always
talking oneself but also letting others talk and then sceing
if one of them has talent. This also applies to the party.
Since you mention Egon Bahr and me: Our life experi-
ence differs from that of those now 40 years old. So-to-
speak we have ruled the world when we were as old as the
younger ones are now, i.e., we imagined it, for a while. At
any rate, we attained practical responsibility very early.
That is important for the younger ones, too. Here, I do
not shy away from the term “policy for thc younger
generation.” By the way, this holds true not only for us.
For example, it is a grotesque situation that onc of the
biggest industrial and trading nations of the world does
not possess any reservoir of economics ministers. Bang-
emann isn’t one and the CDU does not have onc either.

SZ: The SPD does not have onc either!

EHMKE: The SPD has very competent, knowledgeable
people but the problem is that during its time as oppo-
sition nobody from the economy has changed over into
politics. But the whole thing is also connected with the
fact that in Germany the change from the university to
economics and from economics to politics and back,
unfortunately, is not customary.

SZ: You have spoken up in the historians’ dispute with a
contribution which considers the entire direction of this
form of search for German identity in the past as wrong.
What is the reason for the fact that the SPD for such a
long time, basically dumbfoundedly, accepted the
change in a process which at onc time had the slogan
“‘dare more democracy”?
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EHMKE: German democracy and the self-image of the
Germans would benefit from a little more common sense
and a little less highbrow meditative pondering. The
“identity” debate is a substitute for policy in a bad
German tradition. Some conservative historians have
apparently learned little from the mistakes made by their
historian grandfathers in the German Empire.

SZ: In your opinion, what is behind all that?

EHMKE: It is conservative propaganda against the mod-
ern spirit and against the idea that a people must find
themselves again and again in the democratic process.
Who has actually said what German “identity” really
means. In that respect, they are completely hazy. It is
done up as a pompous term which, measured by the
things with which politicians and citizens struggle in
normal political life, seems to be really unimportant. I
think exactly the opposite is true: What we are doing in
practical politics with relation to the EC, in a long-term
policy towards Eastern Europe and the GDR—in now
relatively broad common ground not only with the FDP,
but also with the majority in the CDU/CSU—that is
much more important than any historical exorcism or
necromancy not only for politics but also for the way the
Germans see themselves and for their self-confidence.

SZ: Actually that is also a question about the courage of
the SPD to articulate its ideas. Does the change of power
in Schleswig-Holstein carry the seed of a new depar-
ture—it attracted attention that the party leadership—
full of pride once again—speaks of the “great leftist
people’s party SPD” a term which for many years was
not regarded as particularly opportune?

EHMKE: That is indeed a long story. Bjoern Engholm
on the night of the election victory listed all his forebears
up to Jochen Steffen. In this instance, for example, it
must not be forgotten that Jochen Steffen not only was
one of the first to rail against nuclear energy, but also had
been one of the first to advocate its development a few
years earlier. Thus, learning processes have taken place
there, too, but earlier than elsewhere. Schleswig-Hol-
stein, among other things, signals that the danger of the
distortion of the party, which in the final years of
Helmut Schmidt’s term of office had clearly happened,
has now been overcome. By the way, Hans-Jochen Vogel
has a big part in that. Only someone coming from the
right could do that, but who—especially in Berlin—
himself felt the worries and fears which have found
expression in the new social movements and knew how
to impart that to the party and within the party.

SZ: What is the core of the disagreement between labor
unions and the SPD today?

EHMKE: In one of our joint discussions it was stated
that Lafontaine said the wrong things at the wrong time,
but, nevertheless, hit on the right thing. I found this to be
quite correct, for in Oskar’s proposals there is indeed a
real core which, however, does not explain the violent
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reaction and the big public response. Apparently the
symbolic importance of the quarrel was bigger than the
factual one. I-explain that to myself as follows: SPD and
labor unions originate from the same historical root.
Both have certain ideas in common but of course things
have repeatedly gone wrong between the two of them.
That applies all the more to the relationship of industrial
labor unions and leftist people’s party, as they developed

after the war.

The labor union as an organization has to represent in
the first place the interests of those in employed posi-
tions. The SPD has to prepare and advocate a draft for
an overall policy. But the term “leftist people’s party” is
also an expression of the fact that today majorities can
no longer be achieved with workers’ votes alone. The
number of workers in the traditional sense is declining,
the individuality of the lifestyles is growing, the older
worker milieu is disappearing and with it the regular
voters. Therefore, just-as little as the SPD can determine
labor union policy, can the labor unions determine SPD
policy. Both must tackle for themselves the big problems
of the changes in the business and labor world which are
similar but still different—but in as close a contact with
one another as possible.

SZ: Does the SPD have to make the sacrifice of readiness
for integration to the labor unions even though it knows
that the new voters will be won elsewhere?

EHMKE: The labor unions also know that we must win
over additional strata of voters. The labor unions are
able to fight against the neoconservative policy at the
expense of the workers, the massive reduction of the
wage share in favor of the capital share and stem them,
but they cannot change them. That can only be attained
by a political majority of the SPD which cannot be
achieved without the votes of the workers. Thus, in
addition to the common basic direction, occasionally
there will be a distance based on a division of labor.
Conflicts arising in this connection must be settled in
solidarity. This solidarity should rule out that SPD
people act as if the labor unions did not understand their
own problems. They know these problems better than
anyone else. It should likewise rule out—however impor-
tant the Social Democrats organized in labor unions may
be for the formation of opinions in the party—that after
forefather Brandt is gone, now the labor union side tries
to tell the SPD the direction it is to take. The political
self-confidence of the SPD leadership would not permit
that. We will not permit a man like Oskar Lafontaine,
with whom it is possible to argue but who is without any
great political talent, to preach at us. The required
attitudes of both sides must be clear. And moreover we
neéd—there is agreement on this point—a much more
intensive exchange of opinions.

SZ: Is the SPD now on the correct course in terms of its
program—as regards energy policy, environmental pol-
icy, employment policy, economic policy, and financial
policy? : .
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EHMKE: It is known that I am an admirer of Willy
Brandt. And I found it to be important that in his
farewell address to the party congress in Bonn a year ago
he made the topic of freedom his principal topic. The
title of Willy Brandt’s book about his youth is “Links
and frei” (Leftist and Free). It is no accident that he uses
both terms. Freedom, democracy, a society in which
things can be changed—with all unreasonable demands

that exist here, too—is something that cannot be taken

for granted as a matter of course. But it is a prerequisite
for everything else. This, as the quintessence of long
leftist experience, should be our first guiding principle.

For the rest, one must probably differentiate. Today we
are opinion leaders in foreign, security, and Germany
policies. In European policy we are catching up. In
practical environmental policy we have performed hard
work, something that is not supposed to detract from the
merits of the green “Realos.” In energy policy we are on
the right path. Equality for women is finally making
progress, especially in the party. In social policy a
process of rethinking is underway: less envolvement of
the state, more flexibility, getting closer to citizens and
their problems. But in this connection the answers—
including the modernization of the big “machinery”—
are much more difficult than the slogan “help for self-
help”” may make it appear to be. “From welfare state to
social democracy,” to quote a phrase by Bruno Kreisky:
Yes. Selling out social security: under no circumstances.
We have already talked about economic policy. The
turnaround policy has been unable to keep its promises.
Now it is bankrupt. Stoltenberg proves every day that
our financial policy was and is more sound than that of
the conservatives.

To be a Social Democrat means not to adhere blindly to
old or traditional solutions. Rather, it means to seek
completely new solutions in the great tradition of free-
dom, justice, and solidarity when changed conditions
require it.
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CSU Youth Leader Mueller Speaks at Land
Conference

Expanded Role for JU Proposed
36200154 Munich SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG in
German 28/29 May 88 p 27

[Article by Hans Holzhaider]

[Text] Oberstdorf (Our own report}—The Young Union
(JU), the CSU’s youth organization, wants to work with
Bavarian youth organizations at all levels more than it
has in the past. “We’ve got to get out into the world,”
explained JU Land Chairman Gerd Mueller on Friday
before the opening of his organization’s Land conference
in Oberstdorf. Inside the party itself, the Young Union is
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pushing for a larger role, particularly in municipal poli-
tics. The Young Union wants friendship between gener-
ations but there has to be perestroika and glasnost within
the CSU too, Mueller says. If Soviet Party Chief Gorba-
chev limits party bureaucrats’ term to 10 years, then it
must at least be possible to have a limit of 20 years in the
CSU. “Franz Josef Strauss excepted, of course,” Mueller
adds. The Young Union’s younger politicians do not
want to “‘start out at the top” but do want to be given a
chance in municipal politics. “For months,” he has been
pushing within the party’s Governing Board for agree-
ment to set up separate JU lists in the 1990 municipal
elections, Mueller says. The CSU Governing Board is
supposed to discuss this request again on 6 June. In 1984
the JU put up its own lists in 6 Landkreises and over 100
cities and towns,

For the first time the Young Union has invited represen-
tatives from nonparty youth organizations to its Land
conference. According to Mueller, 27 youth organiza-
tions accepted the invitation, including almost all those
represented in the Bavarian Youth Circle. The delegates
especially want to discuss problems specific to young
people with these representatives. Mueller particularly
cites what he calls the “raging growth in the drug sector”
and bad driving. A stop has to be put to the “murder on
Germany’s highways,” the JU chairman demands. To do
s0, it will be necessary among other things to drastically
raise the schedule of fines, particularly for speeding.

The Young Union does not intend to give up on its
demand for a Bavarian Land education fund. This
demand met with *“‘very massive criticism” in the party’s
Governing Board but with broad agreement in the Party
Committee in Bayreuth in March, Mueller reports.

On Saturday, the delegates to the JU Land conference
will be addressed by Theo Waigel, chairman of the CSU
Land group in Bonn, and by CDU General Secretary
Heiner Geissler. Geissler was the “number 1 choice” for
a speaker, Mueller said. He is a pugnacious man, but has
many friends in the party youth in particular.

JU Calls for Moral Renewal
36200154 Munich SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG in
German 30 May 88 p 19

[Article by Hans Holzhaider]

[Text] Oberstdorf (Our own report}—The Bavarian
Young Union wants to open itself up more than in the
past to criticism from outside and to dialogue with
nonparty youth organizations. The CSU’s youth organi-
zation took a first step in this direction at its Land
conference in Oberstdorf. For the first time in its history
the Young Union invited all Bavarian youth organiza-
tions to its conference. Representatives of 27 accepted
the invitation; Robert Sauter, president of the Bavarian
Youth Circle, actually sat on the podium among the
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members of the JU Governing Board. Individual repre-
sentatives also took full advantage of their right to speak.
On Sunday, 14 youth organizations took the opportunity
to tell the 350 delegates of the Bavarian JU about their
work.

In his first official report, Young Union Land Chairman
Gerd Mueller called not only for more openness on the
part of political parties to the outside but also for moral
renewal. Critics and dissidents should not be expelied,
major questions about the party’s future should be
discussed at party conferences rather than being decided
in the cabinet and then announced to the party. Young
people, Mueller said, are contemptuous of those “who
confuse politics with a self-service store and have less
interest in serving the state than in serving themselves.”
Politicians should concentrate more on their real work:
“We say ‘yes’ to 2 board of directors posts but ‘no’ to 20,
‘yes’ to outside earnings of DM 100,000 but ‘no’ to DM1
million.” Young people counter the prevalent material-
ism with the mobilization of moral resources. There
must not always be demands for more self-development,
personal freedom, and maximum equality for all, but
rather for self-determination, responsibility, and self-
restraint. Although the Union has the spiritual founda-
tions to lead young people into the year 2000, it should
think more about the “C” in the party name. To meet its
responsibility also to the countries of the Third World,
the Young Union wants to work with church aid organi-
zations and political foundations on concrete develop-
ment aid projects in Africa, Latin American, and Asia.

Little Response to Strauss’ Letter

Mueller expressed his dissatisfaction at the response thus
far to the “Youth Joins the Party” campaign. Of some
50,000 members of the Young Union, there are still only
12,000 who are also members of the CSU, he com-
plained. Even a joint letter from Mueller and Party
Chairman Franz Josef Strauss to local CSU associations
did nothing to stimulate people to join the party. The
membership of the Young Union has been dropping
continuously since 1984. The largest Bezirk organization
is Oberbayern with 12,353 members.
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Federal Office Distributes Anti-Greens
Propaganda

36200157 Hamburg DER SPIEGEL in German
30 May 88 p 31

[Text] Franklin Schultheiss has suffered all sorts of
things in his political life. In the GDR he was imprisoned
for “Social Democratic machinations,” in the Bonn SPD
[headquarters] barracks he was in charge of educational
work for years.

Over 20 years ago, the [SPD] comrades assigned the
social scientist to the Federal Center for Political Edu-
cation because of his Social Democratic machinations.
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There he became managing director—and managed to
defend this position, even after the [Bonn] turnaround
and with the help of the courts, against the covetous
grasp of CSU Interior Minister Friedrich Zimmermann.

So much experience in life makes one wise: “Everyone
has to swallow a toad at some time.”

That beast had just been served up to him by his
colleague, Wolfgang Maurus, who was sent by the CSU
to the educational public relations center. And if Schul-
theiss’ comrades and the Greens, but also the aroused
Liberals have anything to say, both of them will have to
chew on it for some time to come.

At the urging of the CSU—and without resistance by
Schultheiss or FDP director Horst Dahlhaus—the fed-
eral center bought 500 copies of the CSU polemic
pamphlet, “Die Gruenen auf dem Pruefstand” [The
Greens on the Test Bench] (Bastei-Luebbe Publishing
Company, 496 pp; DM9.90), in order to distribute them
to political “multiplicators.” Schultheiss describes the
procedure: “According to approximately fixed quotas,”
every [political] orientation is allowed to disseminate
works acceptable to themselves.

Thus the SPD once distributed a short history of the
party, and the CDU now wanted to settle its account
with the Greens: a hodgepodge of nasty attacks from the
pen of CDU politicians and party-internal scientists,
most of it well known from the everyday mudslinging
battle against the Green “Outlaws”, printed again and
again in party brochures and press statements.

The only thing new, really, is the preface by Hans-Peter
Schwarz. The Cologne professor, once a generally
esteemed contemporary historian who, as Adenauer’s
biographer, became close to the CSU/CSU, in a preface
added his own polemic ‘“conclusions” to the party
attacks.

This man of science accuses the Social Democrats, for
instance, of not having mustered “the strength for the
battle of political destruction” against the Greens. And
yet it is so worthwhile to “weaken and marginalize the
Greens to the best of one’s powers.”

His prescription: “The main goal should consist of
placing this radical party outside of political borders and
to split off a part of its voters, perhaps driving them into
resignation.” And since Schwarz knows that nothing
arouses the Greens more than the comparison with
National Socialists, he drives it home, hard: Much about
the Greens recalls “the agitation of the NSDAP during
the ‘time of battle’’. “There, as here, often the same
mixture of fanaticism, idealism and brutality; there, as
here, the determination not to openly confront the acts
of violence by ideological friends, but to excuse them
rather than draw the line.”
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Book buyer Maurus, formerly working for CSU chair-
man Franz Josef Strauss and manager of the Hanns-
Seidel Foundation which is close to the CSU, cannot find
anything wrong with that—"if you ever read everything
that German professors tend to write.” The response by
the Greens, that Zimmermann evidently was trying to
restructure the federal center into a “propaganda instru-
ment of the right,” leaves him cold: “Mr. Zimmermann
never calls me, and never has anyone call me.” Maurus
(“I am no politician™) treacherously blames the book
dispute on an “artificial excitement of a party-political
nature” and, in its wake, on ‘“parasitical publicists.”

Rather, what really seems artificial, party-political and
also parasitical are the doings and goings-on of the
co-directors at the federal center, which has often dem-
onstrated its essential superfluousness. The educational
institution with the Bonn address “Berliner Freiheit 7
publishes the expensive weekly paper DAS PARLA-
MENT—and yet, with an annual budget of DM38 mil-
lion, it is more of a pension office for deserving party
friends.

They could have problems now, if one believes Hildeg-
ard Hamm-Bruecher. The pugnacious Liberal has
Maurus and his colleagues in her sights, ever since the
center bought the right-wing pamphlet “Zersetzen, zer-
setzen, zersetzen” [Undermine, undermine, undermine)
by Lothar Ulsamer, and again 500 copies. It describes
Heinrich Boell and Hans Magnus Enzensberger as
“paving the way for anarchism and violence”—for the
FDP woman “pure rightist radicalism and the prelimi-
nary stage to book burning.” And anyway, there is
widespread and “very militant rightist conservatism”
among the book buyers. Says the former state secretary
for education: If this continues, one ‘“must cancel the
affair.”

That could prematurely scramble Social Democrat
Schultheiss* life plans. After failed attempts by Zimmer-
mann to eliminate the SPD man shortly before attaining
retirement age, he has just come to an agreement with
the Social Christians. Until the end of the legislative
period in 1990—according to acknowledgement from
Zimmermann's bailiwick-—nothing was to be changed in
the federal center.

Until then, and particularly during election campaigns,
much supposedly political literature will still be available
for purchase.
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Prime Minister’s Team Announced
35190068 Paris LIBERATION in French
20 May 88 p 8

[Article by Gilles Bresson)

[Text] Faithful supporters, surrounded by technicians.
The new advisers to the prime minster announced their
good resolutions yesterday through Jean-Paul Huchon,
director of the Rocard cabinet. Curriculum vitae follows.
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Jean-Paul Huchon, Michel Rocard’s cabinet director,
presented the Matignon team to the press yesterday: 34
members, averaging 46 years of age. According to
Huchon, this brain trust wants to be “as cool as possible
and as clean as possible.” That is of minimal concern to
a prime minister accused yesterday by the CERES [Cen-
ter for (Socialist) Studies, Research and Education] of
being “the American Left” of the PS [Socialist Party].
Before posing for a quick group portrait, immortalizing
them, in the Matignon gardens, Jean-Paul Huchon tried
to define “the spirit and philosophy” which will animate
these advisers. This is “political openness and respect for
others, tolerance, a permanent concern for seeking com-
promise,” the whole being based on “technical compe-
tence,” the cabinet director stated, adding, *“not the
spirit of Valence.”” The Matignon men must “listen,
[and, in doing so,] include the opposition’s capacity for
change. They are not carbon-copy ministers.” To these
good resolutions Jean-Paul Huchon, strengthened by the
1981 experience, added another: The advisers “will rely
on administration leaders, something which did not
work out well in 1981.”

Michel Rocard’s team is made up, principally, of a core
of faithful. First among them, naturally, is Jean-Paul
Huchon, the veritable alter ego of the prime minister, but
a little more straightforward. This former student of the
National Schoo! of Administration is a member of the
same class as Jean-Louis Bianco. First assistant to the
mayor of Conflans-Sainte-Honorine since 1977, he suc-
ceeded Michel Rocard as cabinet director under the
[government spending] Plan and then in the Agriculture
Ministry between 1981 and 1985. Named director of the
National Fund of the Credit Agricole, he found himself
unemployed after March 1986. This banishment pro-
foundly shocked Francois Mitterrand. Today, after serv-
ing as head of the EXOR [not further identified] group,
he is once again cabinet director for Michel Rocard, at
the orders of what he himself calls “that genial bull-
dozer” of Matignon, a blend of fellow-travelers on the
road to Rocardism and technicians.

In direct touch with Rocard, he is the same with Yves
Lyon-Caen, with whom “he has been working for 20
years.” This classmate, who was an adviser in Pierre
Mauroy’s cabinet between 1982 and 1985, was once
again at the head of the National Fund of the Credit
Agricole, along with Jean-Paul Huchon, before becoming
president of the Union Bank for Construction and of the
board of directors of Midland Bank.

Guy Carcassonne, after serving in Michel Rocard’s cab-
inets between 1983 and 1986, was spokesman for the
deputy from Yvelines during his time in the Elysee. This
law professor and specialist in institutions of the Fifth
Republic will now be adviser for parliamentary relations
at the Matignon. Jean-Claude Petitdemange, cabinet
chief, will continue to oversee at the Matignon every-
thing concerning the PS and the Rocard policy.
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Yves Colmou, assistant cabinet chief, was formerly par-
liamentary aide to Alain Richard (1980-1982) before
Richard, who had been cabinet chief under Michel
Rocard, took over the Plan and then the Agriculture
Ministry. In 1985 he became head of the administrative
and financial division of the National Interprofessional
Office of Wines.

Jean-Francois Merle, technical adviser, will be a writer
for the prime minister. This English professor was par-
liamentary aide to Michel Rocard from 1978 to 1982,
following him to the Plan as cabinet chief and then to
Agriculture as a technical adviser.

To complete the roll-call of the Rocard old guard, Andre
Salomon, Pierre Zemor and Pierre Brane, national sec-
retary of the PS for human rights and freedoms, have
been named advisers.

After the faithful, the technicians. As in the government
table of organization, where the education minister plays
the number two role, Michel Rocard wanted Antoine
Prost, a history professor and author of a report on
secondary school reform, directly under his orders, with
the title of head of mission, to emphasize the priority
accorded to problems of education.

Charles Gosselin, former prefect of I'Ile-et-Vilaine and of
the Brittany region between 1982 and 1986, who holds
the title of adviser, will have charge of domestic matters
and of the DOM-TOM [Overseas Dominions and Terri-
tories].

On the list of technical advisers, Louis Joinet (Justice)
will have charge of governmental continuity. He held the
same position continuously under the Mauroy and
Fabius administrations between 1981 and 1986. Today
this magistrate, general counsel in the Paris Appeals
Court, will have the same office and the same job.

Jacqueline Chabridon is in charge of the press; Marie-
Therese Join-Lambert of Social Affairs; Ariane Obo-
lensky, Economy; Andre Larquie, Culture, Communica-
tion; Gerard Massin, Equipment and Housing;
Dominique Perreau, International Economic Relations;
Philippe Petit, Foreign Affairs; and Alain Prestat, Indus-
try. Among heads of mission, Sylvie Hubac heads Com-
munication and Audiovisual, Jerome Adam, Foreign
Trade; Alain Bergougnioux, Education; Francois
Gouesse, Agriculture, Gerard Grunberg, Trade; Olivier
Mallet, Finance; Jacques Mistral, Macro-economy; Loic
de Raison, business firms in difficulty, and Michel Taly,
tax matters. Bernard Norlain, brigadier general, remains
military chief in the cabinet. He was appointed by
Jacques Chirac.
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Centrist Policies, Alignments Discussed
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[Article by Rene Remond]

[Text] An opening up? “Yes, but without accommoda-
tion and on condition,” said Barre in Lyons on Tuesday
evening. “Opening up does not mean making us accept
anything.” “If we are the winners in the legislative
elections, we will do the opening up,” said Mehaignerie,
chairman of the CDS [Social Democratic Center] on
Wednesday morning. “If we are beaten, we will take the
government at its word, we will make proposals, and we
will see what it does.”

The fate of the center and the centrists is a singular one!
Reviled equally by the Right and the Left, which
despised them as intermittent allies, scornfully pointed
to by analysts, who criticized them for not playing the
game and blamed them for ministerial instability, the
powerlessness of governments, and encroachments on
the separation of powers, victims of the desire to sim-
plify the political system, squeezed between the antago-
nistic blocs, and gradually eliminated from the political
arena by repeated use of the system of election by
majority vote, they had been absent from the political
scene for nearly 15 years. Bipolarization had made a
clean sweep and exorcised even the memory of them.
The field was dominated exclusively by the Right and
the Left as an antagonistic and complementary pair.

But now, over the past few days, the centrists have
surfaced again: both sides are showering them with all
sorts of solicitations and attentions to which they are
scarcely accustomed—the realignment of political forces
is said to depend partly on the decision they make. This
is an amazing turn of fortune that might lead to the
conclusion that they have not totally disappeared. What
are these centrists? Where do they come from? Do they
have a history?

But in order to have a history, they must first have an
existence. Does the center really exist? There are many
who doubt it or claim not to believe in the center’s
existence. As far as the Left is concerned, the center is
nothing but an undeclared rightwing group that works
for the Right, and as far as the Right is concerned, it is an
objective ally—even though unwittingly—of the Left,

into whose hands it plays. In the least unfavorable

hypothesis, there is willingness to admit that the center is
a way station—a stopping point in the migration of
lefiist groups that are being swept along by the move-
ment carrying the entire system toward the right. There
is no question of admitting that the center is an indepen-
dent force with its own body of doctrine.
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And yet, a look at the history of the major political
trends over the past 40 years or so provides assurance
that the center indeed exists. This is even more true if
one goes farther back into the past—beyond the inter-
ruption caused by World War I1.

If political history is more the history of the exercise of
power and the decisions affecting national destiny than
of partisan confrontations and the clash of ideologies, it
is manifest that France has been governed by centrist
groups more often than by the bloc of united leftwing
groups or the coalition of allied rightwing groups.
Whether this has been good or bad for the country is
something that everyone must decide for himself. What
it means is that real alternation is probably less a matter
of leftwing blocs and rightwing alliances succeeding each
other in the favors of the voters than it is a matter of
successive majorities bringing centrist groups into dual-
istic situations pitting all the rightwing groups as a bloc
against all the leftwing groups as a bloc.

Should we say center or centrist groups? Here we have
been using first the singular and then the plural, and the
difference in number is not unimportant. This is not just
a question of grammar: what is at stake is the definition
of the center and the reality of the phenomenon. If the
expression “‘centrists” is currently used more frequently
than “the center,” the reason is not just their number but
also the fact that a plurality of groups intend to situate
themselves in the center and are vying for possession of
the name. The center is an abstract position—a con-
cept—while the centrists are a concrete reality.

The center extends into the territories of the Right and
the Left because its contours are poorly defined. Its
extension varies depending on its alliances and rap-
prochements. At times it expands to the point of taking
in a good share of the Right—the liberal trend of
opinion, for example—while at other times it shrinks to
the point of apparently disappearing for good. Because
of that, there are at the center several shadings which
also range from the left to the right,

And yet there are groups in the center which do not exist
there solely because of their occasional positions or
because they are waiting to find their definite place in the
Right-Left system but because of their philosophy and
orientation. Negative choices, the rejection of extremes,
the challenging of the Right-Left pattern, and the rejec-
tion of any policy in which the end justifies the worst
means might give the impression that the center is
nothing but a home for the indecisive. But centrists do
not exclude positive assertions and determined choices
which are the focus and foundation of those rejections.
Over the past quarter of a century, public opinion
surveys have taught us to distinguish the center from the
slough made up of the undecided and the indifferent.

The term “centrist” is now applied basically to the
collection of groups making up the UDF. The UDF is a
federation of three or four groups linked to just as many
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traditions, not all of which began at the center. The
Radical Party faction which chose to join the rightwing
majority did not have its beginnings there: it is a branch
of the big party from the Third Republic which in its
early days was the extreme left wing of democracy. The
thing that gradually brought it to the center and dropped
it there was the irresistible movement which is leading
most political families toward the right. The same is true
of the few individuals who separated from socialism to
form a small social democratic group.

Both were dissociated from the Left by their rejection of
the alliance with the Communists. For its part, the
Republican Party represents the latest metamorphosis of
a great liberal current which long straddled the line
separating the Right from the Left. Circumstances—the
interplay of alliances (or of opposition groups}—may
from time to time have moved it back to the center, but
that was due more to circumstances than to the logic of
its orientation. Today the Social Democratic Center is
probably the most indisputable instance of a true center
party. If the center is characterized by its symmetrical
rejection of both extremes and its conviction that the
Right-Left dichotomy is not only unfaithful to the reality
of opinions and the complexity of choices but also
harmful to the functioning of democracy, then the CDS
was definitely born in the center.

Democratic and Christian

It is connected with that Christian-inspired democratic
trend of opinion which immediately finds its place in the
center. Moreover, when people talk about the center
today, it is chiefly the CDS which they have in mind. The
history of that group, which has by turns been a part of
majorities centered on the left and of coalitions on the
right, is exemplary, since it illustrates the problems
forced upon the center by parliamentary arithmetic, the
system of forces in confrontation, and the constraints of
the exercise of responsibility.

Who were the centrists in 1945—which is one of the
dates when the political landscape, as it is called today,
was reconstituted? They were the Popular Republican
Movement [MRP], which emerged as a new force and
established itself almost immediately as a major compo-
nent of the political system. It was the