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authority.

The role of the Community in the
decommissioning of nuclear plants is
reassessed. Lizin suggests that EEC’s
financial instruments, such as the regional
fund, could help and that electricity
companies or utilities should be asked to
pass on decommissioning costs directly to
the consumer. Lizin’s lengthy list of
recommendations also tries to sting the
Commission into providing stricter sur-
veillance of the work carried out by
national supervisory authorities.

Undoubtedly something akin to the steel
crisis, which made many realize the
immense emergency powers invested in the
Commission by the treaty of the European
Steel and Coal Community, will be
necessary to bring the strength of the Eura-
tom treaty into play. But Lizin’s awareness
of this possibility has been heightened by
the controversy surrounding the
enlargement of the French nuclear power
site at Chooz, a few kilometres from the
border with Belgium. Notwithstanding
local and national protests from Belgians,
and the French socialist party’s preelection
promises, the French Prime Minister,
Frangois Mitterrand, still seems set on
increasing the number of nuclear reactors
there. Jasper Becker

French colloquium

Science passion

Paris

The great national colloquium last week
on the state of science in France was
sometimes like a high mass, sometimes
more like a giant committee meeting. And
although, after six months preparation, the
colloguium (which was strictly advisory)
displayed few radical disagreements, the
test of its success will come only with the
publication of a new law to be put to the
French Parliament in the next few weeks.

The theme running through the four-day
meeting was uplifiting. M. JIean-Pierre
Chevénement, Minister of State for
Science and Technology, told the closing
session that ‘‘the highest authorities of the
state’” have decided that scientific research
is vital “for the successful change and
future of our country’’. The highest
authority himself, President Frangois
Mitterrand, had set the ball rolling with a
declaration that ‘‘only a gigantic effort in
research’’ will allow France to master its
technology and thus make certain of its
independence.

Both the President and his Prime
Minister, M. Pierre Mauroy, were,
however, anxious that the forthcoming
expansion of science in France should
follow the “‘wishes of society’’. Mauroy
also wishes to reintegrate science into the
wider culture of France from which he
thinks it has been too long isolated. But to
Chevénement himself, ‘‘science is a
passion and France needs passion’’. Since
the election in May 1981, he said, hostility

River of words, mountain of paper

Paris

There were no bateaux mouches, the
““firefly boats’’ with glass roofs, on the
Seine last week. The river was a torrent
almost filling the arches of the bridges
and menacing the city. It was much the
same with /a vague Chevénement (the
Chevénement wave) as one paper
dubbed it. The Minister of State for
Science and Technology, Jean-Pierre
Chevénement had organized all the
tributaries of science in France, and in
its overseas territories and departments,
to converge on Paris.

The organizers of this national collo-
quium for science and technology
estimated that there had been nearly
200,000 pages of written contributions
to the colloquium and its regional pre-
decessors (held in October and
November last year). This is almost a
page for each of the 280,000-300,000
scientists and technologists in France.
There were almost 10,000 individual
documents, all of them arguing over
which points needed to be changed,
modified or amplified in the politics and
organization of science and technology.

A torrent of words, a torrent of ideas
and clearly an historic moment for
French science: Chevénement certainly
hopes so, for his ambitions go beyond
science and technology. Last week, he
did his best to take strict control of the
colloquium. The 200,000 pages were
reduced to 950 reviews, written largely
by people chosen by the ministry. Then
200 of these reviews were placed before
12 colloquium committees, also hand-

picked. And the committees reduced
these to 40-page summaries, which were
then discussed.

Neither colloquium nor committees
were empowered to take decisions. And
even the most apparently practical

committee, that on finance, was
required to discuss only principles: such
sordid matters as actual figures and per-
centages were set aside.
Nevertheless, there had been
attempts to make the composition of
the committees representative. There
were more than 100 people in each
committee, making 1,500 in all, drawn
from three categories — 200 were
directly involved in preparing the
national colloquium and the regional
summaries, 500 were from institutions,
such as industries, the principal science
funding bodies, ministries, universities
and unions. Robert Walgate

to science and technology had been turned
back.

Inevitably, on what could not fail to be a
patriotic occasion, the minister also
developed his theme that French science
must increasingly be seen to be French. He
promised data banks and scientific books
in French and that the great international
science journals would be translated.
Meanwhile, the French cabinet has agreed
that the volume of government spending
on science should increase by 17.8 per cent
a year over the next three years and that
private industry should be encouraged to
increase research and development
investment by 8 per cent a year. This should
bring French research and development
expenditure to 2.5 per cent of the Gross
National Product by 1985. Jobs will be
created at the rate of 4.5 per cent a year over
the same period.

All this has given the minister for science
more spending power and more influence.
He already controls almost all the forward-
looking agencies of the Ministry of
Industry and is thought to be lobbying for
the merger of that ministry with his own.

Chevénement is nothing if not visionary
and ambitious. The politics of health

depend on research, he said, as do the
politics of labour and employment. Science
and technology could increase French
independence while the creation of a
““French pattern’’ for the organization of
science could be a model in fields other
than science and technology.

The new law, to be prepared in the next
few weeks, will define new contracts of
employment for researchers, set financial
targets for institutions and set the ‘‘French
pattern’’ of research for 1983-85. The
expectations are that the law will leave most
institutions unchanged except for the
introduction of union representatives on
certain committees. But the law will
provide for new small-scale technical
enterprises and regional centres of
development in certain fields.

Under the promised arrangements, there
is to a new high-level advisory council
together with regional advisory
committees. Social science, Chevénement
said, needs to be impelled forward. And
whatisitall for? ““To spread knowledge, to
push back anti-scientific prejudice, to
assure the progress of the sciences of man
and society, to maintain or re-establish
French.” Robert Walgate
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