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WHAT’S THE MATTER WITH France?
By  Gilly

ERCES
TEN KEY OBSERVATIONS:

1) When children and young people behave in a deviant manner, or even when they transgress the law, the first question that, in general, comes rapidly to the fore of the public debate, is: What’s about the parents, is there something wrong with them?

By engaging parents’ civil and penal responsibility for illegal acts committed by their minor children, the law points exactly the same question and responds.

The circumstance that, accordingly to the official data, about 50% of the youth that is involved in the riots are minors demonstrates the relevance of the question to the understanding of the actual situation.
.When children do not behave in the way they are expected to behave, it is in general because there are problems within and with their family.

Family is traditionally the basic structure of society, socialization within and through the family is a fundamental step in the process of socialization.
According to recent results of criminological research, family structure and family culture have an impact upon the way of how young people behave in society: There is a correlation between the nature of family structure and culture and socially conform or not conform behaviour.
2) The recent events in France demonstrate the complete lack of parental authority. Interviews, TV and radio reports show that many parents, or even the great majority of them do not react against the way their children behave; instead they keep silence and watch the events.

It is likely that they do not react, because their children do not care about prescriptions and interdictions their parents might address.
One might argue that this is a general problem; that it is not a specific concern of immigrant population. Instead it is somewhat the classical example of generation conflict.

 Why then the riots are committed by the new generation of immigrants, and why not by the others?

Could it be that immigrants are more predisposed than inmates towards violence and riots? And could it be that there is a difference between the nature of the inherent authority structure in immigrant families and the authority structure that is characteristic of the French or even the European or Western family institution and life?
3) If this is so, then the lack of parental authority can only be thought as of a problem in or with acculturation. 

 The phenomenon is new regarding the history of previous generations of immigrants. And it is unique with regards to the age of the actors and its extent. For argument’s sake the previous generation of immigrants from North Africa, those who today watch silently their children burning down cars, super-markets, schools, shooting policemen, were respectful of their own parent’s authority. They did what their parents asked them to do, and, in general, things worked well within and with their family. Consequently, things worked well with and within society and integration. Regarding the European immigration, neither the Polish and the Italian nor the Portuguese immigrants experienced such problems.
This assumes that the increasing lack of parental authority that is observable today can not be thought as of an ethnical predisposition towards the collapse of parental authority and the decline of family as a means for socialization that is inherent in immigrant population.
4) So how to explain the circumstance that those who do not show any reaction against the way their children behave were respectful of their parents authority, but also of the fundamentals of democratic liberal and pluralist society?

Something has happened, and that what happened must be thought as of the process by which parents loose their authority and their ability to provide means of socialization to their children. And this decline cannot be seen independently from the radical transformations that have, in a substantial manner, affected the structure and the culture of the immigrant family.
5) This radical change is the result of a perfect acculturation; in other words of the process by which the minor group of North African immigrants adopted successfully the culture and values of the dominant group (French inmates). The most important problem that has not been raised at any point is that this process produces positive effects as long as the dominant group feels sure of the fundamentals, axiological and normative, of its own culture. In other words acculturation is a means of integration, at the condition that a minimum consensus exists within the dominant culture, regarding the normative and axiological fundamentals of their social life.   
Such a consensus has been a subject of a progressive decline. Starting during the late sixties and beginning seventies, the process that provided for the liberalization of morals and habits in the Western world, engendered the “tolerance society”. People adjusted their values in this that they increasingly tolerated socially not conform behaviour. The “Tolerance Society” – however controversial, holds for a general consensus regarding the need for tolerance. And as such, tolerance is a desirable principle.  
What makes problem here is the background, the intellectual context and the collateral effects of this process. The de-legitimization of authority, at all levels of the society, reached its peak with the successful promotion, operated by the mass media, the public education system and finally the intellectual traditional left, of an educational program that was aimed at the deliberated encouragement to revolt against the institutional settings that traditionally provided normative limits to means of social, political and economical goal achievement. Obviously the moral disappointment about the yje French colonization in Africa, in particular about war in Algeria, has a lot to do with the culture of revolt. Simultaneously, the promotion of the right to require for rights without any counter-part in terms of duty developed and became somewhat the normative supporter of the revolting society. From the all over revolt to the breaking of law the shift is quickly done. 
The circumstance that the actual state of the French and the Western European society holds for a generalized anomie demonstrates the relevance of this observation.
.

6) However controversial this issue may be, fact is that the acculturation of such a state of anomie has had disastrous effects upon the immigrants’ family structure and culture.
To explain the seriousness of the disaster, two observations must be done:

Regarding the nature of the family structure, it consists of the patriarchal society, with a very strong vertical structure of authority. The culture of these traditional family structures is more predisposed toward violence as a means to make respect authority and to legitimate it – as a means of socialization within the family group, than the culture as it is characteristic of our actual western families.
At middle term such a structure and such a culture can not resist successfully against the invasion by a dominant culture that is anomic; that, by de-emphasizing the normative limits of economical, social and political goal achievement, promotes successfully the precept that people have the right to ask for more and more rights without granting them with any duties and that, by staging militant pilgrimages for peace and anti-Americanism operates acculturation in the inverse way, that one that demonstrates its complicity with dictatorship and Islamic fundamentalism – with the devil who comes along in order to re-establish the collapse of the traditional family.
7) The result is a multi-faceted anomie within the traditional family of immigrants;

(i) anomie regarding the traditional axiological and normative referents;

(ii) anomie regarding the unequal distribution of opportunities to reach economic and social goals, anomie that is finally due to the impossibility to copy the way of life of the dominant group;

(iii) anomie regarding an alternative construction of self-identity.

8) The paradox is that “integration”, in France, worked through lack
(i) of an anomic dominant culture/ group

(ii) of acculturation, i.e.  the process by which the minority culture adopts the family structure and culture of the dominant group;
(iii) of the dissolution of both the traditional proletarian class and the middle class into a common structure where both are confused  and wherein social ascension (from under to middle class) has lost much of its former attraction. 

         But this assumes that “integration” worked through lack of integration, and by virtue of a mutual respect of family culture. This assumes furthermore that it worked by virtue of a tolerance society that involved mutual constraint to respect the other without offending him. And the working condition for this tolerance society involved duty, not tolerance as a goal per se. 

9) Results of recent research being conducted in the Netherlands confirm this analysis. Among immigrants that belong to different ethnicity, those who are the most respectful of their family culture are the most respectful regarding the axiological and normative fundamentals of the dominant culture. To resume, they are predisposed towards the respect of law more than others.
10) There is a real problem with cultural essentialism.

For argument’s sake:
(i)) During the last 30 years, after Algeria war was finished, French governments - left and conservative - practiced a politic of positive segregation.

What does this mean?

They made people, especially the generations of immigrants from the ancient colonies in North and Black Africa believe, that they have privileges. After 30 years they finished to believe what they were told. No other community, neither the Indian, nor the Chinese or the Jewish community are granted with these factual (not legal) privileges. 

The result of this positive segregation was that they were granted, by the French governments, with an ethically facet cultural exception, regarding behaviour and justice requirements.

In association with the discourse that promotes the right to require for more and more rights without any counter-part in terms of duties, a culture of deviance and law breaking developed in the sub-urbs and became rapidly the fundamental of early day life.

Neither the successive leftist governments nor the conservative governments provided for strategies aimed at the establishment of order. Instead they tolerated this culture and promoted what we call here the vacuum of the republic. It is a pity all the more so that actually more than the majority of people who are living in the suburbs belong to other communities and the majority of the French people ( traditionally middle class and underclass  - the distinction has become irrelevant in our times) who are working in the great cities are living in the suburbs.

In sum French governments promoted successfully cultural essentialism through positive ethnically faceted segregation. Given the anti-communitarian self image of the French integration model that is supposedly based on universalism and equality, such a promotion of cultural essentialism is somewhat paradoxical.  
In this respect the circumstance that any attempt made in order to increase the respect of law and the fundamentals of social life is perceived as an act of racism is not really surprising.

Due to these politics of positive segregation, popular figures who are members of this privileged community provided and continue to provide, in the public area, and without being sanctioned, for anti-Semitic propaganda.

The best example is the show-master Dieudonné. Because of his anti6Semitic sketches and propaganda he was trialled, but released.

A young female journalist, Mrs. Mercier, who has recently published her investigation about the Dieudonné’s financial and support net-work in which the Fascist LE Pen and radical leftwing but also militant eco and peace wings are involved – was trailed for racism and her book, published by a very prominent French publisher ( Plon), was censured.
(ii) Our Security Minister Sarkozy (who is in fact and in general a clever man), a few month ago, has granted the Muslim community with an institutional setting that refers to the one that is characteristic of he Jewi Community..
At a first glance and as far as the idea as such is concerned the reform might be thought as of a constructive step in a process that is aimed to grant communities with equal legal statutes and institutional settings.

Suppose that one agrees basically with the idea, the problem which is raised is that this reform comes 30 years to late, at a moment when the whole Muslim community is supplanted by the extremist Islamic movement. Actually the most important regional Muslim Community Councils (Region Provence, Alpes du Sud; Lyon, Paris-Ile de France and North) are dominated by the radical wings of the(“Union des organisations islamiques de France”:UOIF).
  It is likely that in 2010 French politics, at a regional and community level, will be, in a substantial manner, affected by radical Islamism.

(iii)Let me conclude with a third figure regarding the deliberate promotion of cultural essentialism.

After the clash of the Soviet Empire, and through lack of the traditional ideological supports for the French political left, the majority of the majors of the economically marginalized sub-urbs, for electoral reasons, provided the immigrant population with programs that were aimed to grant the ethnically faced cultural privilege with an ideological support that copied the old class-struggle ideology. This habit is still very relevant and prominent.

Last year, the French Ministry of Education has undertaken a reform of the school system; the reformed system constraints parents to put their children at schools that are located in their living area. Re-animation and renewal of community life and area were the slogans that were promoted in order to legitimize this reform. The negative and highly deplorable effect of such politics is that they help re-producing and increasing of inequality and ghetto, and cultural essentialism.

What happens actually in France is only the premise of what will happen in a near future in Europe. The riots we are confronted with will be finished shortly, but they will re-occur as a series of increasingly intense and violent conflicts. When the peak of violence is reached, then radical Islamists will lead their troupes in the battle against the old Lady Europe. It is only a question of time.

Meanwhile the governments of Europe will continue to promote their “double language” (a bit at the image of Arafat) and they won’t hesitate to sacrifice the generation of those who are today 13 years old – is there a more sacrilegious politics to be imagined?

What solution?
As long as France stages, in an extremely hypocritical manner, its self-image as the proud defender of the anti-communitarian French model, nothing can really change and things will go worth. The communitarian model, at least, has the advantage to clear up the fronts, to grant community leaders with responsibility and, in case they fail, to banish them. Another advantage consists of the shifting of the Government’s responsibility to the responsibility of the Community. As long as ethnical violence derives from the deliberate promotion of cultural essentialism and positive segregation, French governments will not be able to resolve the dilemma that consists of the contradiction between a law and order politics and policy that remains the tributary of an absolute taboo, on the one hand, and the culture by which ethnical minority groups which break law shift automatically their civil and penal responsibility to that of the government.
A long term solution that consists of the re-production of the French “integration model” requires for a complete re-funding of the whole education system, and it requires for a lot of money. Long terms solutions are not relevant to the solution of the actual crisis that is a collapse. It is, for reasons already mentioned, not desirable.
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