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1. INTRODUCTION

The power mass media have on their readers or welags never been neglected. For a
long time, the importance of language in the camsion of people, in general, as social
subjects, including their gender identities, hagraeted the attention of linguists,
anthropologists, discourse analysts, sociologistissemioticians, who have given different
accounts of the relationships between news repta@sem and the production and
reception processes (Bell, 1991; Fowler, 1991; QGlean 1994; Reah, 1998; Ungerer,
2000; Fairclough, 1995, 2001; van Dijk 1988, 20@Iname just few).

As a matter of fact, mass media, being, @ dhe hand, one of the most popular
vehicles through which the population gets intotaonhwith the world and, on the other, a
powerful ideological apparatus, have a big resgmiityi in the shaping of new or
maintenance of old social identities, social relasiand systems of knowledge and beliefs.

Van Dijk (1988: 176) notes that a distinctiento be made among news reports, other
media texts and non media ones by saying that Ws]eports in the press are a member
of a family of media texts types that need theinatandard analysis”. The reconstruction
and the reproduction of news involves “both comglexns of text processing as well as
the cognitive strategies and representations tindenlie these processes” (ibid. 179).

The categories object of our study are thabéch refer to the representation of
women and men who work in the field of politicshe®@ we consider that the ever
increasing preoccupation with gender equality sth@ldo take into consideration the way
gender dichotomies are perceived and voiced imibeia.

The representation of gender in the mede dleeady received a certain amount of
attention mainly due to the existing stereotypes phess is found to maintain when

presenting women and men (Ballaster et al., 19@lhot, 1992; Caldas-Coulthard, 1995;



McLoughlin, 2001, inter alia).

Most studies focus on the analysis of repred®n of women and their negative and
often trivializing media coverage. Caldas-Coulthgt895), for instance, has highlighted
that women, in general, are not, or at least inllspraportions, given voice in the press.
They are part of the unaccessed voice and thisiesyphat, being media instruments of
cultural reproduction and implicated with power, me&n are dissociated from power
structure (ibid.: 226). Cameron (1995) has illustlahow the press misused language and
gender research to promote what she called “vdmpgiene” in an attempt to give advice
to women on how to become more successful by lgpkke men. Walter (1998: 221),
although recognizing that women’s voices were “dred out in the corridors of power”
has advocated for genderquakeShe has argued that newspapers are becoming kyot on
more tolerant but also celebratory of the powewomen (ibid: 195). Goddard and Mean
Patterson (2000) have highlighted the way in whmeldia encode information about
women and men by following a shared system of esfegg about gender stereotypical
roles. The case of male and female politiciansthencontrary, as it is a rather new event,
has been of interest only recently. Walsh (200&¢3n@nes gender bias against women in
various communities of practice (such as politiod ¢he church) which undermine their
possibility of challenging a widespread masculicigiture. She concludes that media texts
are often embedded with a competing and contragiatieology of gender. However, she
suggests that “...(some) media institutions also tioncas sites of discursive struggle in
the ongoing debate about appropriate gender ratés behaviour, rather than simply
reproducing conservative gender ideologies” (ib#).: In the same year Lakoff (2001),
while investigating on the effects that speakes® of language have on social, economic
and political identity, devotes a section of heola®o the way Hillary Clinton, who has
decided to enter fields which had been previoudlglected to her, is described by the

media.Research has been made on previous elections asuttte one by Gidengil and



Everitt (2000) on Canadian elections, Walsh’s (J0€tudy on Margaret Becket’s bid for
the Labour leadership in 1994, and Fountaine anGmdgor’s (2000) analysis of news’
framing of political women in New Zealand, to gipest few examples. They have once
again emphasized the unequal treatment on the gbamedia of the possible female
political leaders and sustained that this couldearmihe their possibility to challenge and
to change the prevailing masculinist culture.

As far as the representation of masculinstyconcerned, the works of Johnson and
Meinhof (1997: 11) are worth mentioning. They haadlected different analysis of the
language of men (by Talbot, Neff van Aertselaerat€s, Cameron among others) in an
attempt to show that “...the implicit assumption thegn and women are binary opposites,
and that speech constitutes a symbolic reflectibnthat opposition, is inherently
problematical both from the point of view of langeand gender”. The aim, as Neff van
Aertselaer (ibid.: 159) states, is that of beingaéen claiming for gender equality by also
offering an account of how masculine roles are tanted.

What our research wants to focus on is the reptasen of women and men
politicians in today’s British quality press duritfte French Presidential elections held this
year (2007). In these elections Ms Royal and Mik&ar managed to pass the second
round and “fought” face to face for the final vioto The ultimate objective is to see
whether there is a certain degree of change wibe® to what previous research has

shown.

1.1. Reasons for the present study

Some days after the end of the French electionStlredian published an article entitled
“Ségoléne Royal faced sexism, sour grapes and jeattyusies - and she never really
stood a chance (May 9, 2007his article seemed to cast doubts on the faattment of

the female candidate by the public opinion.



Being this the case or not, it must be ammiithat the recent French Presidential
elections have once again called into questionréa existence of a gender equality
system that makes it possible for women, aimingp@upying places predominantly
prerogative of men, not to be hindered by othetofacbut their actual qualities for the
position.

The situation in France seems to be in lind what in other European countries. As we
learn from Khursheed (2000: 226), in France wonrenaative in all areas of politics but
they are underrepresented in sites of decisionmgakiat is, there is a basically masculine
political culture which prevents women from usimgaurces for political action. Parity is
extremely important but this does not imply thagytlare better represented than in other
countries and that their rights are advanced. Magon the year 2000 France introduced
a law, known as ‘parity law’, which obliged poliéicparties to have an equal number of
female and male representatives among their memHbersever, since this law has not
been applied at a national scale, these electiams represented, through Ms Royal, the
first chance for France to have a serious femaididate for the first time. The outcome of
the election was Nicholas Sarkozy’s victory oveg@éne Royal for 53.1% against 46.9%

As we have previously stated doubts like ones we have hinted at the beginning
have led to several studies on the representatimmmen politicians in the media but few
have combined the Critical Discourse Analysis Apgito (henceforth CDA) and the
Feminist one.

As Walsh (2001: 27) notes “a number ofrapphes to CDA, including that of
Fairclough, marginalize the importance of specilyjcgendered identities and relations and
the social inequalities to which these contribuf#iis is due to the fact that, among the
determinants of power, the only factor that hamlq@évileged has been class. As a result,
gender inequalities have been interpreted as demvaf capitalism, thus underestimating

those cross-class “fraternal alliances” which heentributed to the exclusion of women



from certain areas of the public sector. AccordiagWalsh (2001) and other feminists,
class must be joined to other variables like rage or the stances that individuals adopt
when facing gender polititsHer idea of connecting all these variables withaaalysis
which is contextualized and which takes into actahe insights of critical linguistics and
the analysis of the wider discursive and sociahglea relevant to the analysis of gender is
the one we want to apply to our corpus.

Our study will not only give us insights antthe current tendencies in the
representation of women and men politicians in ghess but also contribute to further
examine the role language has on the perpetuatian anequal distribution of power. By
combining CDA and the feminist approach we wanthtghlight the importance of
acquiring a critical perspective when confrontedhwthe construction of gendered

identities and relations as well as the social urdities to which this may give rise.

1.2. Working Hypotheses

Recent studies on media coverage of pslilave demonstrated that women are
more likely to be described by using negative gemginctions when compared to men.
Conversely, men are more likely than women to bgcukleed in gender-neutral terms
(Caldas-Coulthard, 1995; Mills, 1995; Goddard-Mdaatterson, 2000; among others).
Politics is now assisting on the introduction ofrméemale leaders among its lines such as
Angela Merkel in Germany or Hillary Clinton in thé&S.A. to name some. Nevertheless,
the media, though much more cautiously than inptst, tend to keep on resorting on the
same frames or gender polarization, thus reinfgr¢ihe myths of essential female-male
difference” (Bing and Bergvall, 1996: 18). Our hyipesis is that this habit is still far from

being eradicated even when the same European Csmmisrges Europe to implement a

1 Moreover, the concept of class itself is a higtiptested one and many feminists (Skeggs, 199Hhdtnce) have

demonstrated that class relations are perceiveddsyand women in different ways (in Walsh, 2001)
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policy of gender equality in every sector of sogiéh particular, this study starts off from
the assumption that, though some changes haverbhada regarding men and women’s
representation in the media, there is still a sténa gender ideology in many newspapers

which is worth uncovering.

1.3. Aims and scope of the research

Bearing these premises in mind, our objectivestadollowing:

1. To analyse the linguistic tools media textsdis the writing of news report which deal
with women and men aiming at occupying the saméipof power in the public sphere
and, more specifically, in politics.

2. To examine which stereotyped views of the ware implied in the representation of
men and women politicians and their effect on tlag we conceive differences in terms of
gender.

3. To ascertain whether there is any evidenceabatomen’s power has increased their

media representation has improved as well.

In brief, we will try to answer the following queést: how is dominant discursive
construction of late modern mass media articulai®edo perpetuate a particular view of

women and men?

1.4. Corpus and methodology

1.4.1 Description of the Corpus

The samples for our analysis consist gif@p of 18 articles on the 2007 French
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elections published between Ma¥f and May @' that is, during the hectic pre-electoral
week. They belong to the online version of the madely read British quality papers (the
Guardian thelndependentand thelimeg and made up about 17,274 words.

Our choice was motivated by the fact thaing quality papers, they are assumed to
be targeted at an educated audience and addressecdn-gender-marked population.
Thus, they are likely to guarantee a serious insighthe topic. Together with these 18
articles, two interviews (in English) to the Frenobntenders and other satellite articles
served as reference as well. These last ones vgm@ @ probe into issues which go
beyond the samples as sich.

The three broadsheets (henceforth abdisel/asT, G andl ) we have referred to
have different characteristics.

The Timess widely known for its influential role in polds and the shaping of
public opinion about foreign events. Though trashélly a moderately centre-right
newspaper and a supporter of the Conservativémsitendorsed the Labour party in the
last two British elections.

The Independeninstead, although claiming to represent oppogioligical opinions
shows a tendency towards the ideologies of Libeeahocrats. The stereotypical reader of
The Independens politically left-wing and a Liberal Democrat; perhaps a Labour voter.

The Guardianon the other hand, manifests sympathy with thédiaiground liberal
to left wing parties, although it enjoys a repuatof a good journalism, and a significant
space is left to right or centre voices.

As far as the content of the articles isassned we will now proceed to a brief
description of it to facilitate the comprehensidntlte analysis we are going to propose.
The Timesthe Guardian and thelndependentollowed on a daily basis the events (the

Presidential elections) occurring in France durthgse days and commented on the

2

See additional material section in the Appendix



developments each new situation was provoking.nAanly electoral campaign, the voices
of Mr Sarkozy and Ms Royal, the two contenders whesed the first round, were widely
heard and their actions followed with increasinteraion. Their behaviours, their last
words, their postures were extremely important esititey would determine the final
outcome of the elections. Moreover, they were gitle® opportunity to take part in a
debate on television which caused a lot of expectst

As a result, the first group of articles (yB) dealt with the preparation for the much-
awaited televised debate; the second (May, 3) thighreactions to and the impressions on
the face-to-face meeting, the third (May 4) witk ttonsequences of their performance on
the second round of the elections, the forth (Maywith the last rallies of the two
contenders to gain more support and finally theh fifMay, 6) with the first results of the
elections and the rise of the Right-wing contend@@o remaining articles dealt with Mr
Sarkozy’s wife (5, May 2) and the politics of style in the electighaVay 4)

We can say that, in general, news folbowtructured praxis which is essential for
each paper to maintain its credibility. As van D{k988: 137) observes the different
structural transformations of source texts to finalvs discourse depend on three main
factors, namely, the format of the news discoutise,relevance of a given topic or issue
and finally various news values which journalistgstrtake into account.

The articles analysed that conform our corpustaéddllowing’:

The Times The Guardian The Independent

01/

05/

02

Dracula and Mary| Sarko and Ségo go teteteRoyal vs Sarkozy: Battle for
Poppins fight it out on tete on Tv the ‘Bayrouistes’
screen for the last votes

Ou est Cecilia? France

agog as Sarkozy's wife gogs

3

Articles are referred to in the table by theiatiénes



missing for 10 days

May Royal takes the battle toRoyal ignites  election Royal wins round one in ‘boxing ring’
Sarkozy debate with attack ondebate
3 Sarkozy
May Confident Sarkozy lines UpRoyal wins praise for TY Royal redeems herself on TV- but it
his team debate-but fails to close themay be too late
4 gap
Fashion victor? The politics of style
May France set to pick man |tFrance heads to right asRoyal rallies, but Sarkozy is
fears over the woman |tpolitical showman delivers heading for the Elysée Palace
5 likes but doesn' trust final performance of
campaign
May French give Sarkozy @aSarkozy ‘s first hundred The world according to Presidemt
mandate for reform days Sarko
6

Women voters shun Royal

1.4.2 Methodology

The analysis of the elements which pertained to dtieles here examined took into
consideration the following factors: being one loé fewest opportunities to assist on a
public confrontation between female and male pditis who aimed at reaching a position
normally held by men, the event would probably gie to many contrastive opinions,
including stereotyped ones. Media discourses wanidor the ongoing situation and
reflect public opinion.

Among all the articles published during thakeys (i.e. from May 2 to May 6) we
firstly selected the ones referring to Mr Sarkomg s Royal. They were carefully read
with the aim of identifying linguistic resourceskdiy to convey ideological content,
stereotypes, categorizations and any biased irt@toon of the two contenders’ behaviour.
Finally, the linguistic features were grouped adowy to the most relevant features
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common to all the articles. The following ones weedected: the lexical features, the
nominal qualifiers, the metaphors used to desdiilgecontention between the two, the
framing of the two contenders’ utterances, the gmes of external voices and the
underlying ideological assumptions. We finally teth our results to the insights on
language and gender.

We proposed a qualitative analysis singeabjective was to examine all the aspects
which could support or reject our hypothesis rathan seizing the frequency of a unique
type of linguistic structure by using quantitativeethodology. Moreover, we found that
guantifying was not very relevant in some casesthat it was more important to relate
those elements to the specific context and sitnati®y following Fairclough’s three-
dimensional conception of discourse (i.e. discouasetext, as discursive practice and
social practice) (1989, 1992, 1995) we analysed iatedpreted the data considering the

dialectical relationship between texts, discourse social structure.

1.5 Organization

After this introductory chapter, chapter 2 setsthetframework for using feminist critical
discourse analysis to be applied to the corpusave kbhosen. Chapter 3 will start with the
analysis of our corpus by examining the lexicalea$p of the articles (section 3.1), the
nominal groups (section 3.2) and the metaphors (ssxtion 3.3). In particular, we deal
with the categorization of the characteristicsied two contenders in terms of femininity
and masculinity, the “labels” used to identify eacbntender and the presence of a
stereotyped masculine imagery provided by the nmetapf war. Chapter 4 will examine
how the repertoire of voices is presented and iatwday the intervention of the writer’s
voice modifies or influences the meaning contenthefutterances. Thereatfter, section 4.1

will deal with the representation of Mr SarkozyisdaMs Royal’s voices, section 4.2 with
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other people’s ones, i.e. commentators, ordinargplee and so on. In section 4.3
connectors, comparisons and negation will be aedlyso highlight the writer’s

assumptions and presuppositions cued in differities. In the concluding chapter of our
study we will present a summary of the results iokth from the analysis and their

implications.

2. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND: CRITICAL DISCOURSE ANALY SIS AND
GENDER STUDIES

As previously stated, the framework for #malysis of texts discussed in

this paper draws on a combination of the field oti€l Discourse Analysis and studies

on language and gender.

2.1 The CDA Framework

Critical discourse analysis stems from the neeuffer a more accurate observation of how
language is constructed to maintain power and dane.

This kind of analysis traces back if not Adstotle to the philosophers of the
Enlightenment who preceded the more recent mendietsee Frankfurt School (Adorno,
Benjamin and others). After the 1960s their maim was Jurgen Habermas. Together with
them another line of influence was the one repiteseby Gramsci and his French and
British followers. The most important aspects & thist kind of discourse analysis were
the need to relate the analysis of the grammaexiktto their contexts of use and link
linguistics to the anthropological and social sphdthese considerations were at the basis
of the development of discourse analysis from7b& onwards (see the work of Althusser

(1971),Foucault (1980) and Pecheux (1982), whot #epintegration between discourse
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and socio-political analyses in France, the U.K.d athe U.S.A). Within the
multidisciplinary aspect of discourse analysis, aihiook into consideration the insights of
linguistics, sociology, anthropology and cognitiveguistics, the work of Fowler (1979)
and his followers started a new way of approachinmggtext. Critical linguistics, as it was
called, aimed at analysing not only the differespexts of language but also its relation
with the social context in order to uncover mechars of power and dominance. This kind
of analysis was later applied, by Fowler himsaftie media (1991) in an attempt to show
that news is practice, that is, a product of theiadand political world where it works.
Hence, according to him, any aspect of the linguistructure (phonological, lexical,
syntactic, semantic, pragmatic) can carry ideolaggignificance. The achievements of
critical linguistics were based on Halliday’s syste grammar which linked language and
the social and personal needs language answesk téalliday,1978, 1985).

The tradition of critical analysis was tmlled by Fairclough (1989, 1992, 1995,
2001), van Dijk (1989, 1996, 1997, 1998, and 20&i) Wodak (1991, 2003), among
others who have shown how text and talk contribiotethe reproduction of certain
ideologies of dominance.

According to Fairclough (1999: 6) whatdistinctive about CDA is that it brings
together critical social science and linguisticghw a single theoretical framework and its
main aim is that of focusing on discursive stragegihich legitimate or naturalise social
order and inequalities. He emphasises the impatanhsociocultural change and change
in discourse.

In addition to this, he has maintained idablogies are strictly related to the way we
conceive the world, that is, with the mind, sincetérpretations are generated through a
combination of what is in the text and what is ‘the interpreter, in the sense of the
members’ resources (MR) which the latter bringsterpretation.” (Fairclough 1989:141).

In this sense, according to this author, MR areeustdod as representations stored in

12



people’s long-term memory. They are made of a cbia of different elements
(grammatical forms of sentences, the propertieslpécts and people, expected events
and so on). Dominant ideologies are instead defiagdconstructions of reality (the
physical world, social relations, social identijieshich are built through discursive
practice.

Van Dijk (1996, 1997, 1998, and 2001), uses more on the socio-cognitive
dimension of ideologies and sees a relation betvseeral structures and discourse with
the mediation of cognition, which involves “...penstd as well as social cognition, beliefs
and goals as well as evaluations and emotions, amydother ‘mental’ or ‘memory’
structures, representations or processes involveliscourse and interaction” (2000: 98).
By drawing a detailed model of how textual compretien involves various levels of
personal and short-term memory the analyst showsrews audiences, in reformulating
stories about the world, need to recur to a vardtgchemas which have been acquired
during their lifetime. This leads to the acceptantdhe framework that media usually
propose since, in most cases, alternative positwasnot provided. To his purpose, van
Dijk (1998: 5) relies on cognitive science in orderanalyze the way in which discourses
control people’s minds. To explain this further hees the concepts of mental and
cognitive operations as studied by cognitive s@emdoreover, he argues that power and
dominance are exerted by elite groups (parliamemsy journalists, teachers, for instance)
who have a privileged access to discourse and caonaation while ordinary people have
a limited range of influence (their group of frisndnd their family) and can only be
consumers and users. ( see van Dijk, 1993).

After this general overview of CDA, we wilkgsent Fairclough’s three dimensional

view of discourse as it is the one we will follomwaour study.

2.1.1 Fairclough’s three dimensional view of discase
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Fairclough’s (1992) framework for discourse anayaims at considering language use as
a form of social practice rather than simply as amtivity influenced by situational
variables (as sociolinguists argue). This wouldlynaccording to him, that discourse is at
the same time a mode of action and dialecticallgted to social structure. To say it in
another way, discourse and social practice mutuafllyence each other. As a consequence
he proposes a three dimensional view of discoudsgcourse as text, discourse as
discursive practice and discourse as social pectiey combining three analytical
traditions (the linguistic, sociological and thecnoisociological one) he aims at analysing,
first of all, texts according to the traditionakfio of linguistic analysis (Halliday's systemic
linguistics) then moves onto the discourse practiteension which encompasses text
production and consumption to finish with the seoaitural practice dimension which may
involve the immediate sociocultural context or thieole systems of culture and society
(Fairclough,1992).

Moreover, he argues that discourses arexpeession of power relations and involve
anything that can be thought, written and said aboy kind of topic. They rely on prior
texts and are generated by a combination of otiseodrses or texts. As a result, he adds,
the interpretation of the intertextual context degse on the analysis of which text the
author is resorting to and on the eviction of amghwhich is taken for granted, i.e.
presupposed. Due to these premises, his modelabysas takes into consideration three
stages, thadescription of text, theinterpretation of the relationship between text and
interaction and thexplanationof the relationship between interaction and socoaitext.
However, he himself recognizes that descriptionsgpposes interpretation, so a strict
separation among the three stages is itself natlyotorrect. The concept of discourse
analysis as text is related, according to him, acabulary, grammar, cohesion, relation

among sentences and text structure while the ietegpal and intertextual structure, the
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processes of production and consumption, as welhasstudy of the socio-cognitive
elements projected onto the text belong to theonotif discourse as discursive practice.
The notion of discourse as social practice, insteadolves the relationship between
discourse and society, that is, social conventihgh in turn are influenced by and
influence the way we conceive the world.

In the light of these considerations, tfus author, the analysis of media discourses,
as versions of reality and not just mirrors ofnyst include the following:
“..account of what choices are made-what is inaduaed what is excluded, what is made
implicit, what is foregrounded and what is backgrded, what is thematized and what is

unthematized, what process types and categoriedraven upon to represent events, and
so on”. ( Fairclough, 1995: 104)

2.2 Gender Studies

A look at the academic literature in thisldishows that feminist linguistics moved
from an initial marginalized position to an influgt one. Nowadays, it
influences almost any kind of linguistic studiesiett) in one way or the other, address the
issues of language and gender.

The term “gender” has been defined in ddiferways: early feminists like Lakoff
(1975) have basically focused on the analysis omerms language to highlight their
fundamental lack of power. Others have arguedtthiatterm indicates the gains feminists
have achieved (Modlesky, 1991), while some othakselobserved that it has allowed for
the analysis of gender differences (Butler, 1990ss; 1989). These theories have
subverted both the work of constructionists whaoevel sexual difference is constructed by
society and culture and essentialists who refeidtmgical difference.

Since 1973 the feminist approaches haveesh@around three different models of
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language and genderthe deficit model (women seen as disadvantaged speakers), the
dominanceone (women seen as negotiating their position widn) and thecultural
differencemodel (women'’s identities as influenced by othaatdrs such as ethnicity, sex
segregation etc). According to Cameron (1996: AQheé 80s thelifferencemodel was the

one which mostly prevailed since men and women geen as outsiders belonging to
different verbal cultures.

The current tendency, however, is the oh&hvtries to avoid overgeneralization and
stereotyping by proposing a new approach which dméssimply detect differences but
uses them to analyse the kinds of “varying acconatiods to those styles [masculine and
feminine] in the process of producinigemselvess gendered subjects.(Cameron, 1996:
46)> This postulates, then, as Cameron observes, ttiayour culture, your preferences
and your verbal interactions that define womanhiogtead of a pre-defined set of norms
on what it means being a womahid.). In this sense the stereotyped vision of man and
women is to be reacted against.

Eckert and McConnel-Ginet (1998 : 490) demasunoo much abstraction in the
treatment of language and gender since the lattaebstracted from other aspects of social
identity thus giving an idea of homogeneity acra@ssnmunities, of behaviour and
linguistic manifestations which is misleading. Whatneeded is the exploration of the
complexities of language and gender interface witiid across different communifies
and the consequent acknowledgement of varietiesh@snorm instead of normative
conceptions of women and men.

The idea that gender is socially constiat@her than natural, is at the basis of

feminist discourse analydisThe feminist critical approach to discourse higjfis the

*  See Cameron (1996) for a detailed description

See also Bing, Bergvall (1996); Freed (1996); Meffe(1996); Coates; (1997); Walsh, (200ihker alia
6 ' They refer to the concept cddmmunities of practicenderstood as“...aggregate of people who come
together around mutual engagement in some comnmagagour’taken from Jean Lave and Etienne Wenger, 1992
" Fact already expressed in Simone de Beauv@am®us dictum that ‘one is not born a woman, ratieEomes a
woman’ (1949)
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importance of finding textual traces and cues ahih@ant ideologies of gender inequality
by means of linguistic and semiotic analysis ingtesimply describing changes. In this
regard, Mills (1995) and later Walsh (2001) hawguad that non-literary genres draw upon
cultural scripts and other larger schemata whichrkwacross discourse types, thus
reflecting dominant ideologies about gender.

It is possible now to pose the question am phoduction of gender stereotypes on
media texts. If stereotypes can be avoided, whaames to be understood is how they are
produced to reinforce asymmetrical relations of goviimplification is an aspect which
produces stereotypes as processes of represengdaiibalthough it cannot be avoided it
must be detected .

Aspects like the construction of identityahigh the use of a variety of voices, the
appeal to readers’ personal and social schematehwhiluence their view of the world
and the attendance to the specificities of the/dertext interface are important concerns
of the feminist critical framework. Looking at dlese aspects will enable the analyst to
unravel the complex practice media texts use totam stereotyped images of men and

women.

3. THE LINGUISTIC REPRESENTATION OF MASCULINITY AND

FEMMININITY.

The main aim of this section is explore the wayglaage is used in our corpus to
represent the two political leaders, Mr Sarkozy BfsdRoyal. In this way we will also
see whether there is a certain degree of differeimcterms of gender representation

across the three newspapers.

Section 3.1 examines some categories pebém our corpus of articles to ascertain
whether the lexical patterns and naming practicesduby the texts producers reflect
differences in terms of positive and negative repngation of both political leaders.
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Section 3.2 will consider the use of the metaptiavar which is typical of the language of
politics (Gidengil and Everitt, 2000) and its r@atto the battle of sexes.

The analysis concentrates on areas where &opower differential and a value
differential are being conveyed by means of lexatadice. Stressing the role of vocabulary
in such an analysis, we intend to follow Faircloggfl989: 109) remarks that an
examination of the lexical choices in a text dent@tes how “ideological differences
between texts in their representations of the warédcoded in their vocabulary”, which, in
turn, is related to van Dijk's (1984: 41) suggestibat “lexical variation may be a function
of knowledge, education, class, profession, orrotloeial factors and thus be associated

with variable evaluation of the power, status dreotproperties of speakers”.

3.1 Lexical patterns

It is widely accepted that we are not just passao®rders of what we perceive around us
but that we employ language to impose our ideasusrenvironment. This means that we
use a linguistic system to organize, in our mirttie, huge amount of impressions and
perceptions which come from the world around usotimer words, we encode reality in
different ways.

As to the language we use to describe sseitehas been pointed out that the
categories we use to define male and female arpistoimposed by someone above us but
are part of our social behaviour (Caldas-Coultha@885; Goddard-Patterson, 200&er
alia). We use certain categories to mask a whole rahgaplicit descriptions which say a
lot of our values.

With regard to the representation of Ms &ownd Mr Sarkozy in terms of
stereotypes, our corpus shows that the two caredidate presented differently and the
informational value of the way they are framed awpeimportant.The Times which
endorsed Sarkozy from the beginning, tends to lgghMs Royal’sshifting opinions and
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shaky grasp of matters of state...... her shaky camptmgstress uncertainty in her
programme and opposes to it the image plignacious Sarkendowedwith steely-self
assuranceand promising radical change(May 2). Even when, on the occasion of a
televised debate between the two politicians whadk place on May 2, the other two
newspapers appraise the woman’s new posture byg uswpressions such agutsy
performancegIndependent, May 3jeistyand eloquent performandéndependent, May 4)
or forceful behaviouGuardian, May 3)combative performanc@suardian, May 4)he
Timesmaintains its negative presentation of the fernalgender. A comparison among the
following paragraphs taken from the three newsmaparMay, 3 may give an idea of how

Ms Royal’s new attitude is evaluated differentlplthours)

(1) It was clear that her strategy for the evenwas all-out attack against the candidate
whom she and the Left have vilified as an advocéterutal policies and a danger to the
peace of France. Howevat, was not clear that she would benefit from her lag-
winded and often emotional argumen{ T, May 3)

(2) Ségolene Royal last niglsurprised France and her rightwing opponent Nicolas
Sarkozy“(G, May 3)

(3) Ms Royal was seen to haseored pointswith her forceful approach (G, May3)

(4) A pugnacious and impassionedségoléne Royascored a points victory over an
often-rattled Nicolas Sarkozy in the French presiidé television debate last night (I, May
3)

(5) Mme Royalrefused to be browbeatenby the confident sometimes overconfident
front-runner (I, May 3)

There are, actually, a number of otheaneples where the writers’ negative or
positive evaluation of the candidates is impliait the vocabulary. They draw on
classification schemas which, according to Fairglo(1989: 115), are in part systems of
evaluation. The sentences below may add furtheleexe of the way Mr Sarkozy and Ms
Royal are stereotypically described by two newspaf@ and T):

TheTimes (May 2)

(6) To gain the upper hanils Royal must exudea presidential authority that has

19



been lacking from a shaky campaign in which even supporterse heempared her
nurturing, brisk, style to that of Mary Poppins. Sheill probein Mr Sarkozy’s steely
self-assurance by needling him over the suppodeeilytless reforms that he is planning
for France”.

(7) Adapting hisusual aggressive tacticdor combat with a womariir Sarkozy will
seek to highlight Ms Royal’s shifting opinions asttky grasp of matters of state.
TheGuardian (May 2)

(8) On the other hand, all agree thatSbeialistMs Royal, 53, the first woman to stand

a chance at leading Frantas to be on the offensive”

(9) For thambitious and volatile Mr Sarkozy, 52, the frontrunner for several months, it
will be a difficult and delicate exercise. He negalghallenge his female rival and show he
has the qualities of a true head of statthout appearing bullying or macho, or losing
his quick temper.

As we can see from the examples aboveseagiyeness, pugnacity are positively
evaluated by thdimesbut they must be adapted when there is a confiontatith a
woman (the weak adversary). T@aiardian,instead by pinpointing her unique status of
first woman to have been able to walk on pathsiptesly unknown to women seems to
imply positive qualities although it stresses tlaetfthat Ms Royal has to be on the
offensive. Moreover, it mentions the word “ machehich insinuates the risk (or the

possibility) in Mr Sarkozy of actually behaving @asch or have behaved as such..

The Independent,on the other handpresents a different conceptualization of
aggressiveness and underplays its importance.skentence like ‘Part of M. Bayrou’s
vote came from the centre-right, out of the aggvess divisive style of M.SarkoZy(l,
May 2),the writer, by pairinghe first adjective with the second negative ohews that

the consequences of an aggressive style are motisl appreciated by everybody.

A close look at another article the Times(May 5) shows that Mr Sarkozy

collocates with tough-talking... abrasive personality... readiness ¢bange that has
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marked an extraordinary campaign..., agent of radcd@ngé thus giving an ideological
frame for classifying the winning behaviour. Thengatone is maintained on the following
day pugnacious, fiercely ambitious and hyper-energefds on previous occasions, he is
positively judged for efficiency and impact rathan for empathy or communicative
sharing. His personality is contrasted with Ms Rsyane qurturing, overtly feminine
and with the obviously failure-leading claims ofnaar mystical bond with the people
When Sarkozy’s victory is almost perceived as & fdmat is, the day of the second round
of the elections ( May, 6), the same newspafgére (Timeps words the rise of a new
political era by comparing Sarkozyisuscular plango Ms Royal’ssingle-handed attempts
to modernise the left during the campaidine image it gives of her is that of a polite

looser Ms Royal accepted defeat with a shile

Coinciding with the day ofhe Times'supplement The Sunday Timgsthe editor
introduces another article which is devoted to My#&. (Women voters shun Royalhe
content is, once again, in line with the previong but this time the blames on Ms Royal
are direct. By deprecating the Left contender fer bse of gender slogans the writer

reinforces his negative presentation of her.

(10) Segoléene Royal played what she hoped veasrump card in the last hours of the
battle for the French presidendyer femininity. (Sunday Times, May 6)

Even feminists themselves are made reference dosaem to deny Ms Royal even the

right to fight her own battle as a woman, by deipgvher of any kind of support.

(11) It was not just women on the right who felhjged to put the boot ifreminists who
might have been expected to applaud the first womawith a real chance of becoming
president sniffed at what they saw as her prudishres.(Sunday Times, May 6)

Although acknowledging that the three newsps! political stances are an important
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factor in the construction of the piece of news, badieve that the references to both

contenders fall into systems of categorizationsciviiavour a certain stereotyped view of

masculinity and femininity.

Other examples may support our hypothedie. fable on the next page shows how

“being calm”, “unflappable” and “precise” relates victory while “passion”, “feisty

behaviour” achieved as last resort in an attempnbalate “masculine aggression” may

result as fake and unconvincing. Here, even thespapers which had, at least from a

political perspective, a reason to create a pasitimage of the woman fall into

male/female stereotyping.

(9}

The Times The Guardian The Independent
May 4) May 4) May 4)
Ms .feisty and eloquent
NO REFERENCE h..perhaps overplaying” | performance
er anger
Royal TO HER scored pointsfor passion and
.treat Mr Sarkozy guts..
with...."masculine
aggression ..found her authentic” voice’
as a passionate but
modernizing and pragmati
Socialist
Mr
..Increasingly ..showed enough..achieved his aim of bein
Sar'kozy confidentSarkozy... | unflappability for both of| calm and reasonable..
them..
..had a quite clear ..he was determined to con
idea.. ...comfortable lead over as a managerial and
moderate man of action..
...was praised forcalm and
precision..

ne

Table 1 (Characterization of Sarkozy and Royal in termmafe and female stereotypes

Leaving political issues apart, which wavé assumed have played their part in the
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construction of each news article, what we wantdémonstrate is that the different
representation of the two candidates may have inekiads of implications. Recalling,
once again, Fairclough’s view of language (1995: &5 “simultaneously constitutive of 1)
social identities, 2) social relations, and 3) egst of knowledge and beliefs....”, the way
in which the female and male dichotomy has beeesséd in almost all the articles
analysed introduces a scenario which, although bomechanged, may encourage
stereotyping.

As we have seen, the candidates are usuadlgritbed in terms of their characters and

behaviour.

If we refer to what Fairclough (1989) saymut how readers get to the interpretation
of discourses we can come to understand the re&dtip between representation and
interpretation of certain values and beliefs. Adong to Fairclough (ibid.: 159) readers
make use of what he caleriptsthat are meant to define what subjects typicatlyadd
how they conduct relationships. We can say thastnipts here are the roles attributed to
women and men as representatives of different stifges. As we can observe, the two
candidates, instead of simply representing theraselor a political programme, are
portrayed according to preconceived ideas on famntinand masculinity.

Language plays a very important role in cognitiorce it frames the way in which
we organize our thoughts. An important aspect if dinganization is categorization which
helps us store the great amount of information @eive everyday. In the light of these
considerations the above mentioned categories far and women may be considered
automatic, effortless ways of categorizing our kiemlge. However, as Goddard and Mean
Patterson (2000: 52) have rightly pointed out, fdifging also means having to lose
information and make general assumptions, whichng¢lae loss of individual details”.
The reader can resist the kind of schematizati@semted for women and men but can

easily fall into the acceptance of such a divisidhis will depend on the producer being
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normative or creative in relation to her/his MR. Rairclough (1989: 165) puts it “[ijn so
far as particular direction of creative use andotatgon of MR come to be systematic, they
may bring about long-term transformations of MR ,atitereby, of the social relations

which underlie them”.

As a matter of fact, adjectives and nouns aategories which often mask implicit
descriptions that pertain to specific cultural wsuSo, for instance, as Goddard and Mean
Patterson (2000: 34) claim, “[tthe way in which wadk about sexes indicates that we
possess a shared system of reference about treditioles and about what is deemed
masculine and feminine”. Research has shown th@tlpeelate specific characteristics to
one sex or the other independently of the actutlbates of real individuals. The

following table illustrates this kind of categorima (in Goddard and Patterson, ibidem)

WOMEN
MEN
Intuitive, emotional, submissive, empatt
spontaneous, nurturing, cooperative Logical, rational, aggressive,

exploitative, strategic, independent

and competitive

Table 2 ( Characteristics attributed to women and men, in ayd-Patterson, 2000)

The examples we have previously givemstrus a piece of evidence of how some
of these attributes are actually used to deschibewo candidates. They seem, indeed, to
imply that only the ones men posses lead to victnyaspect which seems to contribute
to this is the fact that, on the one hand, theensistress gender roles by calling Ms Royal

“the first woman president”, “the female candiddtehd on the other, they inform the

8 Practice which was also used by Ms Royal heiseéffterviews and public speeches (see intervietién
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reader that special strategies have been usedtsobassuccessful in a confrontation with

the opposite sex, as the following example show.

(12)... have been rehearsing with sparring partnkttemopposite sexto devise the killer
lines that could swing the vote. (T May2)

(13) ..adapting his usual aggressive tacticedonbat with a woman..(ibid)”

(14) The pugnacious Sarko insists that he will tredt a woman differently from a male
opponent, but he could not resist a touch of Gghitantry on Sunday.. (ibid)

(15) He needs to challenge fesnale rival and show he has the qualities of a true head of
state without appearing bullying or macho...” (G, May

(16) Mr Sarkozy also denied he had been practisoftening his tone to avoid appearing
too macho.” The idea that you should debate with a womanin the same way that you
do with a man is quite macho | think," he told Falefournalists” (ibid)

Despite the work of feminist and gendeeadrists, the idea of a dichotomy still
persists. The writers do not hesitate to desciigetivo politicians in terms of male and
female and in doing so they contribute to the gatroa of a binary opposition of sex and
gender categories. Moreover, the necessity of oatagg is felt only in the case of Ms
Royal as if the male contender were the norm. Bing Bergvall (1996) have pointed out
that we tend to use the terrfesnaleand male womanandman feminineand masculine
much more frequently than intersex or intergenggms$ such asermaphroditeand
androgynous.Although this implies that our society is in geremganized on a
dichotomous assumption of female and male one migimtder whether this practice is
reinforced and enacted in discourse and whethemtight be resisted in favour of a theory

of gender as performative and ever-changing rdttaar fixed.

3.1.2 Nominal qualifiers

Another aspect which is worth our attention isleeninal qualification or the noun phrase

“supplementary sectiGh
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elements which relate to Ms Royal and Mr Sarkoz{aapositive units” (cf Downing and
Locke, 1992: 463)

Alook at the table on the next page (Table 3) shbaw the two are usually presented.
As a matter of fact, a distinctive difference imme of references to candidates’ personal

information can be outlinéd

NEWSPAPERS SARKOZY ROYAL
The Times Mr Sarkozy, 52, the conservative Ms Royal, 53, the Socialist challenger,
favourite,...(May,2) ....(May,2)

Ms Royal, an unorthodox Socialist
Mr Sarkozy, a radical Minister,..(May, 5)

conservative,..(May,3)
Ms Royal, whose partner....., (May,6)
..Mr Sarkozy, the Interior for most
of the past five years,...(May,6)
Mr Sarkozy, a lawyer by training
but a professional politician since
his 20s...(May, 5)

The Guardian | Mr Sarkozy, the rightwing former
interior minister,...(May,2) Ms Royal, the first woman to stand a
chance..., (May,2)

Mr Sarkozy, later appointed
budget Minister,..(May,2)
Ségoléne Royal. The first woman to get
..than Mr Sarkozy, a trained this close...(May,5)
lawyer,....(May,3)
Ms Royal, an outsider who.....,.(May,5

The right-wing favourite

The IndependentThe centre-right candidate, France’s would-be first woman
Nicolas Sarkozy,....(May,4) president, Ségoléne Royal...(May,4)

The Socialist candidate, Ségolene
Royal...(May,6)

Table 3 (Nominal groups qualifying Mr Sarkozy and Ms Royal)

® Itis worth mentioning that in the body of théicles both are usually referred to by their nalsiemames/age,

aspect which being the norm, we did not includeunanalysis (cf analysis by Caldas-Courthard, 1995
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As can be observed from the table we areategéy reminded that Ms Royal is a
woman, the first one, and an outsider. In the a#seelational identification(i.e. how
people are judged in terms of their relationshifth wthers) the situation is sometimes the

same female rival/ female presideny...

Mr Sarkozy is instead described more piteglly; we are informed on his previous
occupations, we come to know he is not new in flekl apart from being verbally
proficient and having behind him a career as a é&awyhe same kind of information is
omitted when dealing with Ms Royal who, as we knbas occupied important roles in
the government as w&ll Mr Sarkozy’s attributions are more factual whills Royal’s
ones highlight the fact of her aspirations beingeaelty. Her identity is constructed as ‘the

other’ mainly in terms of her gender.

As Caldas—Courthard (1995: 237) argues thext mre glossed by their professional
roles (i.e. position in the government or in sonmedkof public institution), while women
are characterized in terms of matrital status. Acare observe the tendency has somehow
changed for the woman since no reference is madeetofamily (although being Mr
Hollande her partner and the head of the Left pattthe same time, some reference is
made to him) but the omission of professional imfation when writing about Ms Royal

may hide a resistance to apply the same rules tibersvfollow to describe a man.

The naming devices seem therefore toeplle candidates in specific positions and

highlight once again that there is unbalance imseof abilities and possibilities.
3.2 The metaphor of war and the battle of sexes

The choice of words, that is, the style of disceumnhay signal either the relationship

10 Environment Minister in 1992, Minister of Educatiin 1997, of Family Affairs in 2000 and Presidefithe region

of Poitou-Charentes in 2004
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among speech partners or the attitudes and ideslagithe writer. Newspapers in general
play on words and situations by using semanticaipmrs such as metaphors, parallelisms
or irony which are aesthetically functional (Fameph, 1989; van Dijk, 1989). However,
special uses of these kinds of syntactic patteray be done not only to attract the
hearer’s/reader’s attention but also to be morectffe in carrying a particular message.
Fairclough (1989: 119) recognizes the ubiquity @taphor in media discourse, by saying
the following:
Metaphor is a means of representing one aspextpdrience in terms of another, and is
by no means restricted to the sort of discourderitls to be stereotypically associated
with- poetry and literary discourse. But any aspafcexperience can be represented in
terms of any number of metaphors, and it is thatieiship between alternative metaphors
that is of particular interest here, for differemetaphors have different ideological
attachment.

When dealing with the debate of May 2, mhdd on May 3, the three newspapers

use different metaphors which are built aroundcthrecept of war.

The headlines below show how the debate is firsthpduced .

The Guardian (May 3)

(17) Sarko and Ségo go tete-a-tete on TV
(18) Royal ignites election debate with attackSamkozy

The Times(May 3)

(19) Dracula and Mary Poppins fight it out on screentlar last votes

The Independent(May 3)

(20) Royal vs Sarkozy: Battle for the 'Bayrouistes
(21) Royal wins round one in ‘boxing ring' debate

In examples (18), (19) and (20) we find the mietazal construction of the so-called

ARGUMENT IS WAR which is, according to Lakoff and Johnson (@R8widely
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conventionalized in popular culture. Although theseno physical battle, there is a verbal
battle and this is reflected in the fact that tlebate is structured as an argument (attack,
defence and counterattack). The image of a poldridehotomy between the two
contenders, Ms Royal and Mr Sarkozy, gives the mfea winner and a loser, that is, of
one part being finally unequivocally accepted ahd bther absolutely rejected. It is
presupposed that the debate is the last chancéhéocontenders to get close to the
Presidency. What is paramount is not the poliforaject but the strategy, the postures and
the language.

In example (21) the battle becomes a gaitmexipng ring”) and again the image of
the face to face encounter is structured as a figittveen two different ideological
positions. But, while in examples (18-21) the wstevant to reinforce the idea of struggle,
of a competition for the obtainment of a prize medcheadline ( examplel?7) the debate is
compared to a love meeting. Here the same ideabmayesupposed (that of a prize in the
end), although not so clearly stated as in thescabe/ar or games.

Politics is by definition a battlefield smopposite stances are always fighting to gain
support. We know from everyday life experience tpaliticians from different parties
rarely work in unison for the country’s own gooar Fhis reason the source domain of the
war is easily applied to the new target domain a@litigs and other domains involving
some kind of confrontation.

Even in the body of the articles the sourcmdins (war/duel/battle) have the scope of
maintaining the idea of an unbalance between cdetsnThelimes(May 3) describes Ms
Royal as “the Socialist contender” and Mr Sarkozytae conservative favourite”. While
Ms Royal*...aims to needle the tightly- strung Mr SarkbZye. hard task) Mr Sarkozy
will just need to highlight Ms Royal shifting opinions and shaky gras. Gender is
widely mentioned and we are told that Mr Sarkozy‘aslapting his usual aggressive

tactics for a combat with a womandy “has been training with female sparring partners
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to find a tone that establishes superiority withoomhdescension”.

Again inside the article3he Guardian(May 3) keeps on using the same domain when
saying that Ms Roydlsurprised France and her rightwing opponent N&slSarkozy by
coming out all guns blazing to attabkn during their much awaited live televised head-t
head debate(bold ours). The writeruses the image of ‘@elevised duel’and talks about
the search for the orfe’ho got upper-hand in the battle to be boss”.

Thelndependentollows the same line, on the same day, when vgriabout the one
who “scored a points victofyin a clash where we assisted oexthanging flurries of
sharp verbal blows without landing any knock-outghes”.

The effect of the above mentioned metaphdhas of convincing the reader of the
extreme importance of the confrontation, not ombnf a political point of view but also
from an interpersonal one. It is a battle betwaen parties but also between two sexes,
two styles, two implied different social and movallues. As van Dijk (1989: 82) points
out, metaphors may be used for persuasive endsistiave a perlocutionary function to

ensure that the message has been properly undiestdcaccepted.

It has also been noted that, in terms akstgpes, masculine imagery predominates in
metaphors of politics. Gidengil and Everitt (200f@y, instance, regard the application of
conventional political frames (e.g. metaphors affare and sport) to women as a more
subtle but insidious form of bias rather than poepation with “feminine” characteristics.
In their analysis of the 1993 Canadian leaders’ate they conclude that “what is
perceived — positively - to be combative in a maayrbe judged -hegatively - to be

aggressive in a woman” (ibid. : 6).

The examples already presented show aasimsituation. Media coverage of the
French elections, on the one hand, presents Ms|Risydeing repeatedly blamed for
having a “laid-back” attitude, for lacking presidiah authority, thus for her low-key style,
but, on the other, the writer over-emphasizes thmter-stereotypical behaviour when she,
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for instance, comes out “all guns blazing to attat{G, May3), later defined as a
“masculine aggression” (G, May 4). In a way, botlermand women are stuck in
stereotypical roles with the result that a negataection may arise when the “ideal male

or female identity” is not represented.

We would add that the reader is invitedotuk at another level of meaning, to resort
to a script which underlies the acceptance of gickl essentialism. In short, it is assumed
that one has to force oneself into roles whichgwen by nature and society. As Velasco

Sacristan (2005 : 239) notes in her analysis oaptedr and gender in advertising:

Since metaphors create a link between cognitiveatspdve can define cultural gender
metaphors as those metaphors that rest on asymatetrultural practices (e.g.
androcentrism, patriarchy, etc), primarily based gender stereotypes that result in
discrimination against men or women.

In conclusion, it should be pinpointed thia¢ three newspapers show no degree of
change if a comparison is to be made with previmedia treatment of political
elections(cf. Gidengil and Everitt, 2000; Walsh,0@Q0 Fountaine and McGregor, 2000

inter alia)

4. SPEECH REPRESENTATION AND WRITER’S IDEOLOGY

It has been made clear so far that discourse tgusb"a bunch of words" but a significant
aspect of everyday life which determines our somaponses. As we have previously
indicated in the introduction, critical discourseabysts have repeatedly stressed the
importance of considering discourse as a mirrowbat we come to understand as real.
That is, it constitutes conceptual frameworks byclwhwe attempt to understand ourselves
and our experiences, as well as the world around us

Thus, the concept of discourse recognibe very real ways in which words, and
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hence understanding, shape the social lives ofandrwomen and the types of knowledge
they produce and institutionalize.

The feminist approach to CDA (Mills, 199®alsh, 2001; Litosseliti/Sunderland,
2002;inter alia) has stressed that the choices that texts proglmcake are not casual but
are aimed at creating a compliant reader throughptsitioning of traces and cues which
favour a certain reading while discouraging othéts.Walsh (2001: 31) perceptively
points out, this practice encourages people eitbestrengthen or challenge dominant
conceptual frames among which she includes thaserédinforce the idea of normative
gendered identities or gendered relations. Gendeadahtities involve particular
constructions not only of women but also of mery¢by maintaining the idea of gender
polarization, which is presented as a common sass@mption.

Bearing these premises in mind, this sadtboks at how media texts are interpreted,
as a route to understanding how the circulatiomeflia texts influences social action.
More specifically, how the female/male polarizatian maintained, by the media, to
perpetuate the idea that politics is a predominsale sector, thus more suited to men.

As we have previously mentioned, there bhaen a considerable amount of work
within media studies and discourse analysis thatritutes to this question. One approach
to understanding the complexity of how, and to wésdent, media texts influence social
action has been to offer ever more precise accafrt®w particular audience members
interpret particular texts in particular contexaad which different resources, skills, habits
and preferences they bring to the act of interpimtaWriters play an important role on the
way the reader interprets events and it will betlogir “voices” that we will focus our
attention in this chapter as a way to decode whatresupposed and assumed. When
writers reproduce oral interaction they make ustheir assumptions in order to convey a
simplified idea of the characteristics of the reak. Van Dijk (1989) and Bell (1991),

among others, acknowledge that most informatioml sejournalists is not direct and the
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production of the final copy follows a complex reuThis implies that the quoted saying is
presented through different voices and the trustéfss of what is referred may be
guestioned.

Hence, section 4.1. will focus on Ms R@&yand Mr Sarkozy’s voices as they were
glossed by the newspapers, section 4.2 will de#h whe variety of voices (ordinary
people, politicians, commentators and so forth)iclwhwere reproduced during the pre-
electoral week, while section 4.3 will examine hthwe assumptions and presuppositions

implied by the writer’s voice favour a particulaterpretation of the situational context.

4.1 The framing of the protagonists’ voices : Sarkoy and Royal

Numerous studies of media discourse have pinpoititedrole reporting verbs play in
providing an interpretative frame for quotationkeTgroup of articles that comment on the
televised debate which took place on May 2 are ifichpersonal evaluations and
attributions which may hint at the ideological gmsiing of the newspaper. The verbs we
list in the table below (table 4) show the diffarehoices made by each newspaper when

introducing Ms Royal and Mr Sarkozy’s words.

| GUARDIAN TIMES INDEPENDENT
Ms Royal fumed attacked him refused to
snapped back shot back accused him
argued replied attacked
interjected accused Mr ... |drew attention
Mr Sarkozy [in turn told her sought to depict |said
dismissed Ms Royal's attempts pressed tried to paint Ms Royal
promised to allow came back suggested
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Table 4" (List of the glossing verbs used to introduce MgaRand Mr Sarkozy’s voices)

We think that, in the case of Ms Royal, the chatgarticular kinds of verbal processes
aims to highlight her verbal violencat{acked, snapped badklf we compare them with

the ones used for Mr Sarkozsafd, suggested) we can easily notice the difference. The
writers’ choice could have been different and thisuld have affected the meaning

content of the clause.

The effect of choosing these alternativas be said to indicate something of the
attitude of the text’s author towards the partioipahose words he or she was reporting,
and towards the truth of the proposition, or, othee, of what the participant was saying.
Thus, if we take a pair of sentences such as tke balow fromlrhe Timeswe find that
(36) is neutral in regard to the author’s attittol¢he participant and what he is saying and
it produces a different effect on the reader. Téeoad (37), on the contrary, implies that
Ms Royal has to overcome some resistance if shdsrteause a violent posture to persuade
her audience of the truth of what is said. Thisnglet of doubt is conveyed entirely by the

choice of the verbal proceshot backa choice made by the writer.

(36) The 35-hour week was a complete catastrophthé French economy,” Mr Sarkozy
said. (T, May3)

(37) Ms Royalshot back “Then why did you not scrap the law if it was Bua
disaster?” (T, May3)

Likewise, the Guardian, on the same dayuses a similar kind of contraposition
(fumed/told).
(38) I'm scandalised!" sHeimed. "It's the height of political immorality,” He irutn told

her, "Calm down, and don't wave your finger at me'ggesting she had "lost her nerve"
whereas a presidential figure must learn how tp s&m.” (G, May 3)

1 Italics for indirect speech
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The glossing verbs are, as we have saidyriee which reveal the presence of the text-
producer, thus they are highly linked to his/heteiipretation of the facts. They give a
specific illocutionary force to the sentences qdofeccording to Caldas-Coulthard (1995)
these verbs are not only metalinguistic but alstaprepositional because they categorise
the posture of the utterer. In our articles theyndbserve to silence women'’s voices, as it
was observed by Caldas-Coulthard (ibid.: 235) wdneelysing her group of articles. In our
case, they are used to stress that her need tdhgagontrol which her previous behaviour
has neglected to her made her “overplay angerf&y, 3) and release a “long-winded and

often emotional argument” (T, May 3), thus uncowimg and unnatural.

To sum up, if at a superficial level thegaetation of voices appears to be used to give
the implied reader the illusion of facing an objeetand balanced portrayal of how
politics works, at a deeper one we find that thelpho influence the minds of the voters

and condition their choices.

4.2 The construction of gender identity through a epertoire of voices.

An aspect which is typical of news discourse is piesence of quotations which help
support the reporters’ view of the events beingatad. Media studies have considered
them as an important feature of mediatized polittiacourse. Van Dijk (1988: 87), for

instance, says that quotations “...not only male rtews report livelier but are direct
indications of what was actually said and hence-as+verbal-act”. Fairclough (1995 : 55),
when talking about the orders of discourse (i.e. dscourse types which come from
different discursive practices of a community tbat be mixed together in particular texts)
states that they may be drawn upon in various wdgsadds that voices in discourse “can

simply be unselfconsciously used, they can be cmibciously deployed for rhetorical
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purposes, or they can be contested, underminedteugtled against.”(ibid.: 188).

The group of articles analysed here makesde wse of external voices which are
introduced through different techniques. Sometitiey are embedded in the reporters’
comments (as in all which refer to commentatorpeets, and statistics or to the writers’
comments on the debate) while, on other occasitres,writers make direct use of
discourses to offer a true evidence of both théip@ins’ and ordinary people’s thinking.
As van Dijk points out (1988 : 86) this way ofe@rfhg opinions that do not pertain to the
journalists themselves may not be the real truthjusi functions as “ the illusion of truth”,
hence complying with the rhetoric of news.

The Timesuses both the indirect and the direct form andfits¢ one seems to be
essentially intended to further stress differerem@®ng the two contenders at the expenses
of the woman (Ms Royal). As the sentences belowvsihere is a semantic control on the

sentences being uttered by a plurality of voices.

(22) A Sofres poll yesterday found that 56 per cent of those whonaht® vote for Ms
Royalwill do so because they want to blockir Sarkozy. Only 42 per cent believed in the
candidate (T, May 2

(23) Butcommentators agreedthat there was no knockout punch on either sileMay
3)

(24)..the consensusvasthat she had performed better than expected againgpponent
with superior debating skills ( T, May 3)
As we can observ@he Timesises polls and an apparently unitary frdnt ¢ommentators
agreed”, many enemi@sto underplay the importance of a renewed Ms Reyae Mr
Sarkozy is still the most credible one.

In theGuardian reformulations are fewer. One stands out forohticing indirectly
(critics’ cries) and through the use of the advgrsa‘despite”, a negative view on Mr

Sarkozy:
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(25) Despitenis critics' cries that he is a US-style neo-conservative, a racigtaitarian,
and a volatile power-freak with a complex abouthegyht, who poses on a horse to look
like Napoleon charging into battle, Mr Sarkozy @asting on the highest support of any
politician in France for decades. (G, 5 May)

Here the writer presupposes there is somethingeanah this rising popularity
and does so by offering two opposing views whidbvahim to keep aloof from any kind
of accusation.

The Independentses external voices to give a more positive visibrihe female
candidate, to take in ordinary people’s opiniond also to enhance Ms Royal’s innovative

impact on people. We can find indirect speech thieefollowing:

(25) Fashionistas saythat Mme Royal has compensated for her often phgddampaign
by creating a brilliantly balanced visual "imageart mumsy, part brisk business woman,
part no-nonsense, part chic.(l, 4 May)

(26) Style commentators in France sayhat her greatest triumph has been her choice of
wardrobe. (I, 4 May)

(27) Nicolas Sarkozy, 525 accusedby his many enemiesn France - not all of them on
the left - of being too American or too "Anglo-SaXan his attitudes, but the world is
likely to find that he is deeply French (I, 6 May)
In the sentences like the above the rewording seitve function of offering the implied
reader a view not only of the general opinion Bsb @nalysts’ and commentators’ who are
portrayed as a unitary front, thus trustful andeseht.

The following sentences, instead, indidatev the writer words fears or predictions

from the perspective of the voters. People’s voaes indeed, directly coded in the texts

both in theGuardianand theindependent:

(28) “He wants to avoid a brutal confrontatiosdjd an advisor(G, 2 May)

(29) “He's going to be playing for time and fod-® draw",he [Hollande] said (G2
May)”
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(30) “He pits people against each other, he stigg@s French people of foreign origin,”
said Elyane Barras a retired administrator.

(31) “There will be riots again on the estatesgld Sorraya Baiddou, a studenfrom the
suburbs” ( G, 5 May)

(32) “She's not the ideal woman for the job, buideen a cold and cholera, I'd choose a
cold," said one voter from Paris(G, 5 May)

(33) “He is the man that killed Le Persdid a waiter from Marseille. "He has restored

democracy to the south of France.” ( G, 5 May)

(34) “No. Never,"Thomas says "The man is dangerous. He is a French Berlusaoni,
even worse, a French Mussolini. He will divide Frarand maybe tear us apart.” (I, 2
May)

(35) Laure Leforestier, an assistant mayor of Rouéin the end, although she may be
unimpressive in many ways, she is the more modandidate of the two,She said "She

understands the desire for a new, less bombastice grass-roots approach to politics.
Sarkozy just doesn't get it." (I, 2 May)

A general overview of the clauses chosen givesarabea of the importance, for each
newspaper, of introducing a wide category of soaggnts which contribute to political

discourse. Apart from the usual ones (professigmelalysts, politicians etc), the presence
of ordinary people (asin examples (28-35)) ipooates elements of popular reaction into
the reports themselves. Women voices are introdasedvell, usually expressing their

views on the female candidate (as in example (3¥))yvever, again, the representation of
people talking in the news is a cultural constnwbich hides values and beliefs. Hence
either the reformulations or the selection of whiclces to include may be ideological and
used to highlight or reinforce ideas. In the caBew articles what leads choices is the
political stance of each newspaper but the femaléigan keeps to be referred to as an

outsider, although sometimes bringing positive gesn

4.3 Text writers’ presuppositions and assumptions

As we have seen the interpretation of a text byréaelers involves the interpretation of
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many factors such as the situational context amdirtkertextual context. This is done,

according to Fairclough (1989 : 145) partly on liasis of external cues and partly on the
basis of the reader's MR which help her/him tonptet the cues interspersed in the text.
Participants rely on assumptions which are comuket¢d other discourses and which

determine what can be taken for granted (presupposeluded or disagreed with.

Fairclough (ibid. : 152) claims that presupposisi@mne cued in the texts through a series of
formal features like juxtapositions of clauses, atems, comparisons, special connectors
and so forth. They are not properties of the taktdre “aspects of the texts producers’
interpretations of intertextual context” (ibid). 8%e formal features are also found in our
corpus to convey the writer’s views on the confabioh between a woman and a man

politician and they are coded in the sentenceststire.

In the following examples, (39) and (40), tiee of even though/although signals that
what can be expected to happen, given the assumtpib aggressiveness is what works in

politics, may fail to happen.

(39) They agreed Ms Royal had surprised the natyoshbwing she had the gumption and
standing of a president and had boosted her imatf|yugh Mr Sarkozy was tactically
brilliant on policy detail” (G, May 3)

(40) Ms Royal was seen to have scored points wathforceful approacheven though
some conceded she was weaker on arguments andefiag than Mr Sarkozy, a trained
lawyer

(G, May 3)

However, Fairclough goes on by saying that relatigps between sentences “are not
always cued by connectors; they can be implied leyemuxtapositions of sentences”

(ibid). In thelndependentMay 3) we found some examples illustrating thighpo

(41) In a studio designed to resemble a boxing, ring Socialist candidate, Mme Royal,
53, gave a fluent and gutsy performance which maysgme way towards drawing
undecided voterdt remains to be seenwhether she did enough to alter the dynamics of a
campaign which appears to be heading towards aartabfe victory for the centre-right

candidate

39



The above mentioned clauses stand in relation f@st and give a different image of the
participants. Ms Royal’s attitude is cast doubt u@md it is implied that her renewed
approach can hardly erase the impression of weaksles has previously given. The
implied assumption is that the two contendersedédhce lies in Mr Sarkozy and Ms Royal

being the embodiment of rational and emotionallyeir characters respectively.

We can observe then that the same schémaamme kind of categorization, which we
found as a recurrent feature in many articles, amforced even by the encoded
assumptions. Another example may illustrate thigmtporhe importance of image in
politics is now a commonly assumed theory manytip@ns have embraced in our
Western world. A staff of advisers are said to btwkir public presentation. Nothing is
apparently left to chance since every single asgecbnsidered equally important for the
positive impact a political leader may have on lsrelectorate. Nowadays newspapers
usually comment on the style of one or the othditip@n but in our corpus the comments,
surprisingly enough, refer mainly to Ms Royal amyeal certain presuppositions. As a
matter of fact, the comparisons used to descrilib bontenders are again indicative of
which frames the text producer is drawing upon. S@mesuppose we relate a certain style
to specific roles which are specifically suited feomen and men. The article which
appeared on themdependen{May 4) “Fashion victor? The politics of stylevhose lead
paragraph Ségolene Royal is hoping that elegance and glamalirbe vote-winning
gualities' leave no doubt about the negative connotatioesdlwords may have. Again the

two contenders are compared in the body of theldeithis time on more trivial matters.

Ms Royal

(42) Shelooked stunning: partheadmistress part barrister, part mother-of-the
bride"(l, May 4)

(43) [Vincent Grégoire] She's now using it to demse Sarkozyit's like she's saying 'l
am the light, | am an angel,pure and fragile woman He wears black. He is always
dark. I am the future.™..”(l, May 4)
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Mr Sarkozy
(44) He lookedlike the managerof a provincial shipping company:{l, May 4)

(45) Mme Royal's presidential rival often wearsydark suits and ties, which make him
look like a high-class waiteror apocket-sized Count Draculd(l, May 4)

The implicit comparisons seem to presuppose thditigad goals of women are
incompatible with the image of high-profile institanal roles required in politics. The man
owns qualities ( sentences (44) and (45) ) whichiccde suitable for the charge he is
running for while the woman’s ones may be appraig@dother aspects which have
nothing to do with what she aimsat

To sum up interpreters operate from therm@gg with assumptions about the context
and as a result, as Fairclough (1989 : 151 ) stHtesvalues that a particular text proposes
depend on the interpreter’s typification of theiattonal context understood as “the system
of social and power relationship at the highest autietal level” (ibid. : 152).
Presuppositions like the ones interspersed in ody lof articles can be of different nature
but their ideological aspect must not be undendilsiace what they assume may justify

the maintenance of the status quo in terms of @gres referred to women and men.

5. CONCLUSION

In this last chapter we will offer a synthesis loé results obtained by our research and

some reflections derived from them.

12
This is perceived by Ms Royal herself who, in arliview, (on February 1 2007) taken from an intewie

made by Daphne Barak for the Asharq Alaw Sat newap@Pan-Arab Saudi daily newspaper published ftondon,
UK.) criticises the way women, entering the fiefcholitics, are in general depicted.

“I think that all the women who become involved politics are treated in the same way. They ragr tphysical
aspect and, above all, there is a permanent ddoaioit dheir credibility and their stature. They dat have the height or
the “suit”. So we have to do more; we do not hawe right to make mistakes. This is why we go fodvand we're
forced to be the best” (The whole interview is prasd in the supplementary material section oAfiygendix)
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The main aim of our analysis was to ascert@hether some gender biased
practices, which feminist and critical analysts raeédia discourse had previously
observed, still persisted nowadays. The focus wasvomen and men occupying
political office and aspiring at acquiring a highgolitical position, namely, that of
President. The occasion of the French presideakitions on May 2007 appeared to

offer the suitable material to conduct our study.

The results obtained by a combination of itteéruments provided by the critical
discourse analysis and the feminist approach heae Uus to draw some conclusions.
We can say that our paper has demonstrated thdegstereotypes still exist but at a
more refined and subtle way. In fact, at a supeifievel we found no difference (e.g.
use of terms of address), as initially expected.dmme kinds of categorizations were

found.

Indeed, apart from political stances which miagve contributed to a more
favourable or unfavourable presentation of the-keftg or Right-wing leaders, it can
be noted that all of them could not help to deplctSarkozy and Ms Royal in terms of
gender stereotypes. First of all, the practice eidgring the woman position was a
constant element in many articles and it was ueestress the difference in terms of
behaviour, capacities and qualifications. The liaia devices (lexis, nominal qualifiers
and the metaphor of war) used by the journalist®wemerous, as shown in chapter 3.
In a normal situation this could have been accéptabnsidering the fact that two
personalities and two political programmes werenfg@ach other. But we found that
the criticism and the approval were based on aatgped system of categorization
which attributed specific roles to men and womeee. Mdve demonstrated, in fact, that
stereotypical mental schemas do not only referamen but also to men and that this
situation may be counterproductive for both in tbeg run. When the roles were

subverted on special occasions puzzlement wasugt.r
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We have also showed that even the implemtient of stylistic devices
(metaphors), more common in literary genres, foldwpatterns which lingered on the
same kind of perceptions, MR or mental schemaserms of stereotypes, masculine
imagery still predominated in metaphors of poliégesl the confrontation was framed as
a battle not only between two parties but also betwtwo sexes, two styles, two
implied different social and moral values. The casting political ideas were linked to
opposing behaviours, styles, sexes thus givingrtipgession that the notions such as
“a woman’s language” or “men’s style” really exiasg if people could only be judged in

terms of pre-exiting gender identities.

Moreover, the woman was framed both as an outsiddras agent of change but
her previous experience and capabilities were wadlezd on different occasions, thus
giving rise to a situation, which, in a way, undslcontradictions. Mr Sarkozy, instead,

was presented with a background knowledge on palitinatters and legal ones and

more capable of keeping the control of the situmatio

The analysis in chapter 4 showed how tttempts to show impartiality and
impersonality were achieved through the use ofraatesoices which, as we know, tend
to be manipulated by the newsmakers. Quotationg wleosen on purpose to support
one view or the other and even the referencesyte ahd fashion (used only for Ms
Royal) aimed at presenting the female candidatsetfeas a compliant agent of a

preferred attention to appearance.

Furthermore, the use of reporting verbs had itsolagcal significance in
producing a negative image of the woman sinceakeproducers portrayed Ms Royal
as impassionate, sometimes overplaying anger aridalkeays in control of the
situation. The male politician (Mr Sarkozy), ingdedhough sometimes blamed for

aggressiveness and desire of protagonism, waslysleaicribed and appreciated for his
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abrasive image, pugnacity, strength and eloquence.

We can conclude, then, that the idea of tmali correctness” has not actually
contributed to the improvement of the way women regresented and the persisting
attempts to maintain the idea of the division ompetencies based on biological

essentialism contribute to accept the status quo.

One has to wonder why the situation keeapy lghtly modified. Indeed, although
it has been widely demonstrated that the moders faieing women in politics is that
the media simply use traditional frames (basedhencboncept of male dominance) in
coverage of women, it seems there is no possilidityvomen to be depicted in another
way but as “outsiders”. By focusing once again thiese asymmetrical representations
we hope to have contributed to give a further irmpub the study of gender related to

discourse.
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From The Times

May 2, 2007

Dracula and Mary Poppins fight it out on screentf@rlast votes
Charles Bremner in Paris
About 20 million viewers will tune in to a Frenakldvision duel tonight between Dracula and Maryphog

The images are the caricatures of each other #gil&ne Royal and Nicolas Sarkozy hope to impriniewers’
minds as the finalists for the French presideneyfer millions of undecided votes ahead of Sunday’soff.

Ms Royal, 53, the Socialist challenger, and Mr $ayk 52, the conservative favourite, have beenawsieg with
sparring partners of the opposite sex to devisditlez lines that could swing the vote.

The first French candidates’ debate since 199%eidast chance for Ms Royal to capture the centdt that she needs
to break the momentum of the reforming conservaiilie is running more than four points ahead ofihgolls. She
aims to needle the tightly-strung Mr Sarkozy irdeealing the dark and “brutal” side of his naturattshe and the Left
have turned into their chief weapon.

Adapting his usual aggressive tactics for comb#t wiwoman, Mr Sarkozy will seek to highlight MsyRés shifting
opinions and shaky grasp of matters of state.

They will face one another six feet apart at a sgjtable while they answer questions from two wiewers.

Mr Sarkozy has been training with female sparriagmers to find a tone that establishes superiaritiyout
condescension. The pugnacious Sarko insists thatlheot treat a woman differently from a male apent, but he
could not resist a touch of Gallic gallantry on 8ay saying: “You should not reduce Mme Royal tofeelininity — as
great as hers is. She is a politician.”

To gain the upper hand, Ms Royal must exude ageatial authority that has been lacking from a ghadmpaign in
which even supporters have compared her nurtupirgk, style to that of Mary Poppins. She will peain Mr
Sarkozy'’s steely self-assurance by needling hinm theesupposedly heartless reforms that he is pigrior France.

The last Royal-Sarkozy debate on television has beeged to 1993. Mr Sarkozy was a junior ministiéer a general
election in which Ms Royal lost her junior minisempost. She accused him of bullying and called histeamroller.

“Don't speak to me like that!” she snapped. “Aletliiewers can see that what you are saying isefiuall.”

With his promises of radical change, Mr Sarkozyntains a four to six point lead, but there is utaiaty because one
in five voters are undecided. The indecision reaeiEper cent among the 18 per cent of voters walokdal Francois
Bayrou in the first round.

Ms Royal has spent the past week courting thesedieys by casting herself as a safe choice focgfahchange and
predicting upheaval if Mr Sarkozy wins.
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Ms Royal’s strategy springs from figures that shibat the deciding factor in the election will be strength of feeling
against Mr Sarkozy. A Sofres poll yesterday foumat 66 per cent of those who intend to vote forRdyal will do so
because they want to block Mr Sarkozy. Only 42qaeett believed in the candidate.

President Chirac’s former Interior Minister has feampaigning for the past week to soften the hamslge that has
fuelled the “anyone but Sarkozy” campaign. “| wemprotect France from the out-sourcing of job®"tbld France
television yesterday. “| want to control immigratjd want to give them the security to which theg antitled.”

Mr Sarkozy may have been helped with centrist wotegren Jean-Marie Le Pen, leader of the far-Rigtttadal Front,
called on his supporters to abstain from votin§imday’s election.

France has had no presidential debate since 193%uge President Chirac refused to engage with Mrdreafter he
broke through into the run-off in 2002.

Killer lines in three of the four previous debatesre credited with helping swing the vote in theafidays of
campaign. In 1974, in the first debate, Valery @idod’Estaing, Finance Minister from the centréitjgcored a hit
against Francois Mitterrand, the veteran Socialigtosition leader, by saying: “You do not have anopmly over the
heart, Mr Mitterrand.”

The killer questions
He should say

What is the difference between Hezbollah and Hamas?

What is the difference between an aircraft caaist a submarine?

Which capitalists do you plan to start punishingtf?

Who will defend the country if the Army is supeiinig juvenile delinquents?
Why do you admire Tony Blair?

She should say

Which brand of tranquiliser works for you?

When will you publish your wealth-tax return?

How will you protect French industry while promdgifree trade?

Why has your wife Cicilia been absent for most of the campaign and wilashe do if you are elected?
Why do you admire Tony Blair?
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FromThe Times
May 3, 2007

Royal takes the battle to Sarkozy

Charles Bremner in Paris

Nicolas Sarkozy, the favourite for the French mtesty, was thrown on the defensive last night wbiegoléne Royal,
his Socialist challenger, subjected him to a fieasgault over his past record and his supposeticpblimmorality”.

Mr Sarkozy, 53, who enjoys a four or five-pointdaa opinion polls before Sunday’s run-off voteusfgled at
moments to keep his balance as Ms Royal attackeiddas and record in a long television debateheatdy up to
half of all French households.

“I regard what you are saying as the height oftjwali immorality,” Ms Royal, 53, snapped at Mr Sazk in an
argument over spending on the handicapped in sshool

Mr Sarkozy, a radical conservative, kept up thertemus tone that he had adopted towards the fostan contender
for the Elysie Palace as Ms Royal sought to catch him out aaildatd blamed him for the record of the outgoing
administration of President Chirac.

It was clear that her strategy for the evening albeut attack against the candidate whom she aad ¢ft have
vilified as an advocate of brutal policies and agkx to the peace of France. However, it was reatrdhat she would
benefit from her long-winded and often emotionaizment.

“What a pity you didn’t do that during your five s in government,” Ms Royal said repeatedly asSkitkozy parried
her interruptions in the 2% debate.

“Why do you treat anyone who is not of your opinigith irony, even with contempt?” an exasperated3drkozy
responded.

Ms Royal’s aim throughout the tense debate, tist iietween presidential candidates since 1995tasisake Mr
Sarkozy'’s claim to superior experience and stateship. Dressed in a strict black suit that coné@stith her usual
pale colours, she even suggested that Mr Sarkazpiglhomework” when the pair clashed over nudleactors.

Ms Royal and Mr Sarkozy sought to prove that eahthe formula for pulling France out of its relateconomic
stagnation and sense of moral crisis, but the 8stcthwelt on her empathy for the people while Mrri®zy talked
figures and policies.

“l want to be the president who creates a Francerevaggression and violence is receding, a Franatenll win the
battle against unemployment,” Ms Royal said. “Yoe & part responsible for the situation in whiclree finds
itself,” she told Mr Sarkozy.

She accused Mr Sarkozy's Government, in which eeskeas Interior and Finance minister, of failiogackle
unemployment and street crime. “Madame, do you wanto complete a sentence?” he asked at one mptripping
over his words.
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Ms Royal attacked him over his plans for heavy autbe civil service and cited the case of a galioman who was
raped last month as she returned from work at night

“Under my presidency every woman police officerllg accompanied to her home after work,” Ms Regédl. She
scored points when Mr Sarkozy denounced the 35-tmaximum working week, introduced in 1999 by thet la
Socialist Government .

“The 35-hour week was a complete catastrophe fFtench economy,” Mr Sarkozy said. Ms Royal skaakb“Then
why did you not scrap the law if it was such a stigeP”

Mr Sarkozy sought to depict Ms Royal as an old-sthex-and-spend Socialist, and gained the upped dhen he
pressed Ms Royal on her plans for raising the irenof the poor and pensioners with new taxes oiméss “Give me
figures,” Mr Sarkozy said.

She replied: “My tax will be at the level necessfmysocial justice.” He came back: “That’s a stumgnpiece of detail.
Can't you give us a figure?” Ms Royal replied: “Na@an't.”

“I see,” said Mr Sarkozy, who began his career timblawyer.

No winner or loser emerged at the end of nearlytaoars, but the consensus was that she had peddretter than
expected against an opponent with superior debakifig.

“Srigoléne Royal pulled it off well,” Stephane Foukaslirector of the Euro RSCG agency, said. “Sarkeayg no
doubt guided by the fear of getting carried away.”

But commentators agreed that there was no knogkmith on either side.
Latest poll

53.5% Sarkozy
46.5% Royal
(of those who answered; 15% undecided)

Source: Ipsos
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From The Times
May 4, 2007

Confident Sarkozy lines up his team

Charles Bremner
With the presidency within his grasp, an increasingly confident Nicolas Sarkozy dropped hints yesterday on
who he would appoint as prime minister to manage the whirlwind of change that he has promised France.

The favourite for Sunday’s run-off said that he had “quite a clear idea” on who would head his government, if
elected. Along with hints from the man concerned, this was taken as confirmation that the post would go to
Francois Fillon, 53, a former Social Affairs and Education Minister, who is Mr Sarkozy's campaign director.

Mr Fillon, who has a Welsh wife, Penelope, and Franco-British children, would be a less popular choice than
Jean-Louis Borloo, the puckish Social Affairs chief, who is one of Mr Chirac’s most admired ministers.
Coming from the left, social-minded wing of the Union for a Popular Movement, as the Gaullist bloc is now
called, he is at odds with Mr Sarkozy’s radical self-help creed, but Mr Sarkozy could benefit from a
consensual government chief who would counter his abrasive image.

As well as planning to put France back in the EU driving seat by the summer, Mr Sarkozy has promised to
undertake a frantic programme of radical social and economic reforms. These would symbolise his promise
to restore the work ethic, trim the state and encourage enterprise. The work would start after President
Chirac leaves the Elys(le Palace on May 16.

Mr Fillon is a former Chirac lieutenant who joined Mr Sarkozy after he was unceremoniously sacked by Mr
Chirac in 2005. As prime minister he would have to start campaigning immediately for next month’s
parliamentary elections.

Before embarking on the promised break with France’s old ways, he would first have to fulfill an
unprecedented pledge by the candididate Sarkozy on the shape of his government. This, he has promised,
will be tiny by French standards with only 15 ministers and, in a revolutionary step, half of them would be
women.

Mr Sarkozy’s promise has thrilled his women lieutenants, who include new stars such as Rachida Dati, a
glamorous former judge from an Arab background, who has become one of his most visible campaign aides.
Michéle Alliot-Marie, the outgoing Defence Minister, is also expected to have a big job, possibly retaining the
same portfolio that she has held successfully under President Chirac.

Top jobs are expected to go to Alain Jupp(l, President Chirac’s former party chief and Prime Minister, and Mr
Borloo. Posts are expected to go to dissident members of the Union for French Democracy, the party of
Francois Bayrou, the centrist presidential candidate who turned the party against his former Gaullist allies.

A Sarkozy prime minister would first move on removing taxes on working time beyond the 35-hour working
week, and mortgage interest would immediately be made tax-deductible in order to promote Mr Sarkozy’'s
pledge to turn France into a nation of homeowners.
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From The Times
May 5, 2007

France set to pick man it fears over the womaikeslbut doesn’t trust

A new political era will start on Sunday as Sarkolagads for the Elyse
Palace

Charles Bremner in Paris
France appears set to open a new political age tomorrow by choosing a President it admires but does not
widely like, while rejecting the more popular alternative it does not trust to cure the country’s economic ills.

With a nine-point lead in opinion polls, the tough-talking Nicolas Sarkozy should cruise home against
Ségoléne Royal, the Socialist who promises caring reform with generous public spending and state direction.

He promises radical change — la rupture, as he puts it — yet his election would mark the first return of a sitting
French Government since 1978.

The intensely fought run-off ends a campaign in which hope of renewal has been heavily invested in
candidates from a new political era. Mr Sarkozy, 52, and Ms Royal, 53, are both a generation younger than
President Chirac, who leaves the Elys(je Palace in ten days.

Both were disliked in their parties as overambitious, underqualified upstarts who were out of their depth. But
they have captivated France as unorthodox, solitary leaders with fierce ambition ascribed to childhood
trauma.

Each as adults took their absent fathers to court to extract support for their mothers. Psychiatrists writing in
the media have noted that each has sought through over-achievement to prove themselves to unloving
fathers.

Mr Sarkozy, whose slogan is “work more to earn more”, has led the field in every opinion poll since
December in the most hotly contested election since 1981. Yet his power to convince voters that he can
improve life is matched by the fear that he stirs with his unFrench gospel of self-help and his
uncompromising character.

Ms Royal, an unorthodox Socialist who claims a near mystical bond with the people, yesterday made a
desperate appeal to voters to “open their eyes . . . and see the danger of the violence and brutality that will
be triggered in our country if Mr Sarkozy is elected”. Appealing to voters to “choose the light” over Mr
Sarkozy's darkness, she said there is “something indecent about his arrogance.”

Mr Sarkozy, an outsider with immigrant origins and rightwing thinking, recognised yesterday that he was on
the brink of achieving a lifelong quest for power and with it the chance to revamp Europe’s most regulated
nation. “France is moving,” he said. “People have realised that the real danger is standing still, that we can
no longer be a nation where you can make more money on welfare than working.”

His arrival on the republican throne created for the late Charles de Gaulle would open a new political age for
France. For the first time since the 1950s it will have a President who does not subscribe to the primacy of
“social solidarity” — the welfare state doctrine followed by both Left and Right.
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Ms Royal has been trying to fan dislike, widespread among the young and especially nonwhites, for Mr
Sarkozy's abrasive personality and supposedly divisive ideas: the work ethic, law-and-order, discipline and
national identity.

Mr Sarkozy has put his ideas into practice in nearly five years as Interior Minister. He is also depicted as
dangerously close to the owners of media and industry. Showing new steel, Ségo attacked an
uncharacteristically docile Sarko over all of this in a television debate on Thursday, but she failed to dent his
armour.

One of the oddities of the 2007 campaign is that the stylish and feisty Ms Royal remains far more popular
than the pugnacious and moody favourite for the election. With her nurturing, overtly feminine personality,
she scores double Mr Sarkozy’s ratings as “sympathique” and in tune with ordinary people.

Yet for all their political differences and mutual antipathy, the two have oddly similar profiles. Both fought their
way to the top from outside the Parisian elite, typified by M Chirac.

The characters of both were marked by conflict with their fathers. Each also had an adored political father-
figure: Mr Chirac for Mr Sarkozy and the late President Mitterrand for Ms Royal.

The defining moment in Mr Sarkozy’s political career was his breach with Mr Chirac in 1995. Ms Royal has
remained loyal to the memory and principles of Mitterrand, for whom she worked in the 1980s.

The prospect of turmoil in the immigrant ghettoes and mass strikes under a President Sarkozy is widely cited
as cause for rejecting the tough-talking son of a Hungarian immigrant and half-Jewish mother. Le Monde,
daily of the thinking establishment, worried yesterday about tensions that could follow the election of a
candidate who stood for “American-style conservatism”. Voters should take a gamble and choose Ms Royal’s
“European-style Social-Democratic realism,” it said.

The apparent readiness of voters to reject such warnings and put aside distaste for Mr Sarkozy’s Napoleonic
ambition is proof of a readiness for change that has marked an extraordinary campaign.

Five years after voters put Jean-Marie Le Pen, the far Right agitator, into the run-off with President Chirac
and two years after rejecting the European constitution, the mood of revolt has given way to hope and high
expectation. All 12 candidates in the first round of the election on April 22 cast themselves as outsiders who
would heal France’s sense of stagnation and deal with globalisation, a force that is deemed to be a threat to
the nation.

In the biggest turnout for decades, voters routed Mr Le Pen and the leftwing fringe and eliminated Francois
Bayrou, the centrist. He scored a healthy 18 per cent with a hybrid plan for market reform while keeping the
dirigiste state.

The bulk of the vote went to the candidates of the big parties that have governed since the 1950s. Over the
past week, Ms Royal has made a play for Mr Bayrou’s supporters, but at least a third of them have sided with
the supposedly dangerous Sarkozy.

Mr Bayrou neatly defined the choice while he was still in the running: “Both Royal and Sarkozy worry people
— Sarkozy because we know where he is heading. Royal because we do not know where she is heading.”

Reviewing the campaign, commentators voiced optimism. “This has been the most passionately fought
election since 1965,” said Jean Viard, a director of the Sciences Po institute yesterday. “It is about change on
all sides.

There is a paradox in Mr Sarkozy’s expected victory. For the first time since 1978, voters will be returning to
power the party of government. In every parliamentary election since that year, the ruling party has been
thrown out. This is evidence of how successfully Mr Sarkozy, a lawyer by training but a professional politician
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since his 20s, has transformed Mr Chirac’s discredited Gaullist machine, the Union for a Popular Movement,
and cast himself as the agent of radical change.

He has managed to promise economic change while reassuring a fearful and nostalgic section of the country
that he can restore the moral values and grandeur that have faded with France’s malaise. His latest target is
the legacy of the 1968 student revolt. The libertarian ideas of the Sixties generation destroyed France’s
moral compass, he says. “They put Harry Potter on the same level as Victor Hugo. They made the pupil
equal to the teacher.” Unlike Mr Chirac and other conservatives who began as leftists, Mr Sarkozy was a
rightwing activist when he was a student.

Mr Sarkozy’'s approach hails far more from France’s Bonapartist tradition of authoritarian leadership than
from the doctrines of Tony Blair, who is admired as a pragmatic moderniser by both Mr Sarkozy and Ms
Royal.

While denouncing the social protection that stifles the nation, he shares none of the laissez-faire ideas that
were brought to the world in the Reagan-Thatcher years. As the campaign has drawn to a close, Mr Sarkozy
has struck an increasingly patriotic, populist and lyrical note. He is talking of his communion with the nation,
“which | have come to feel like a living person”. In Montpellier at his final rally on Thursday, he said: “The
people have risen, the people have regained the power to speak. | have touched the soul of France.”

He is aware, though, that after declining under 12 years of grand Chiraquien rhetoric, France expects him to
deliver fast. “I will provide results,” he promised. “I will not disappoint or deceive.”

Election timetable

May 6 Election: the presidency goes to candidate who gains most votes. The new President appoints a
Prime Minister and Cabinet to run the country pending parliamentary elections in June

May 16 Deadline for President Chirac to leave office, making way for his successor. A new Prime Minister is
installed with a temporary Government

June 10 First round of general parliamentary elections. Straight majority system, but candidates must
achieve more than 50 per cent to win a seat

June 17 Second round of elections to decide seats not won outright in the first round

Around June 25 President is likely to reshuffle the Government after elections. If the new parliamentary
majority is from the party opposed to the President, it will chose a new Prime Minister, who will appoint a
government — an awkward political arrangement called "cohabitation"
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From Times Online
May 6, 2007

French give Sarkozy a mandate for reform

@Charles Bremner, Paris

Nicolas Sarkozy, the son of a Hungarian immigrant, has won the French presidency with a solid majority that
he described tonight as a mandate for a moral renaissance and radical reform of the over-regulated welfare
state.

Thousands celebrated late into the night in the Place de la Concorde after the 52-year-old leader of
President Chirac’s Union for a Popular Movement defeated Siigoléne Royal, the Socialist, with 53 percent of
the vote. The turnout after their bitter fortnight's duel since the first round was a near-record 85 percent.

“Together we are going to write a new page of history,” the pugnacious former Interior Minister told cheering
supporters. “The page, | am sure, will be great and it will be beautiful.” Ms Royal accepted defeat with a
smile, telling supporters that she had nevertheless relaunched the left.

“Something has risen which will not stop. Let us keep in tact the energy and joy... of this campaign,” she said.
Her Socialist colleagues were, however bitter over the third presidential defeat of their party in succession.

“The flag of the Left lies on the ground,” said Laurent Fabius, one of the most senior Socialists.

Mr Sarkozy delivered a lyrical victory speech, voicing his love for “this great and beautiful nation which has
given me everything”. He promised to be “the president of all the French” and fulfill his promise of immediate
radical reform.

“The French have chosen to break with the ideas, habits and behaviour of the past,” he said. “I will restore
the value of work, authority, merit and respect for the nation.”

He would also rid France of its habit of “repenting” for its past historical sins. “This repentance is a form of
self-hatred,” he said.

Mr Sarkozy offered friendship to the United States, but urged Washington to act urgently on climate change.
He also warned fellow European leaders that he expected them to join him in making the Union more
protective.

“It must not be the Trojan horse for globalisation’s ills,” he said.

By choosing Mr Sarkozy, France turned a deaf ear to the warnings of Ms Royal and much of the left that his
muscular plans for restoring the work ethic, cutting welfare and fighting crime would lead to violence and
even insurrection.

Police were out in force in Paris and in immigrant districts on all the big city outskirts in case of violence by
youths who see Mr Sarkozy, the Interior Minister for most of the past five years, as their enemy.

Accepting her defeat, Ms Royal told cheering supporters on the Boulevard Saint Germain: “| understand your
disappointment, but | tell you, something has arisen which will not stop.”

Smiling as some supporters wept, she added: “I undertook a profound reform of the political world and of the
left. The high turnout rate showed the revival of political life in France. “
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Mr Sarkozy’s victory, the first since 1969 by a candidate from the outgoing President’s party, marks a change
of generation after 12 years under President Chirac, 74, although he is not the youngest to be elected to the
monarchical presidency of the Fifth Republic. His triumph followed a campaign in which all candidates
offered paths for ending the relative economic decline and moral malaise that has afflicted France over over
15 years.

Mr Sarkozy, fiercely ambitious and hyper-energetic, had promised by the most radical -- and un-French --
recipe for restoring the country’s pride and wealth. “Work more to earn more” was the simple slogan that he
used to convince the country that its renaissance lies with individual effort rather than reliance on the “social
solidarity” which has created the world’s shortest official working week and one of Europe’s highest
unemployment rates.

The defeat of Ms Royal, who was the favourite until Mr Sarkozy launched his campaign in January, is
expected to lead to blood-letting in the Socialist party after general elections for a new Parliament in six
weeks. Ms Royal, whose partner Francois Hollande is the party leader, was never fully supported by Socialist
elders who objected to her single-handed attempt to modernise the left during her campaign.

In next month’s elections, voters are expected to return a parliament dominated by the UMP, the former
Gaullist movement, which Mr Sarkozy took over in 2004 and jettisoned the semi-socialist doctrines that had
been applied by Mr Chirac.
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From The Independent

Royal vs Sarkozy: Battle for the 'Bayrouistes’

The cathedral city of Rouen is controlled by centri sts who voted for Frangois
Bayrou in the first round of the French election. H ow they switch will determine
who wins power. By John Lichfield

Published: 02 May 2007

Thomas, 29, looks like a typical Nicolas Sarkozyevdout he detests Nicolas Sarkozy. He is a
young, neatly dressed executive, soon to be maidedvants France to "break out of our rigid,
inward-looking way of doing things". He wants Frario, "open its windows on the world".

On Sunday, Thomas says he faces an "agonisingethéle will either vote for the Socialist
candidate, Ségolene Royal - "who does not impresatrall" - or he will cast a spoiled, or blank,
ballot. And why not vote for M. Sarkozy, the frantaning, centre-right candidate? The man who
claims to represent a more modern, less rigid, atdooking future for France?

"No. Never,” Thomas says. "The man is dangerougs ldd-rench Berlusconi, or even worse, a
French Mussolini. He will divide France and maybartus apart.”

Welcome to Rouen, the largest city in France rucdntrists and a key battleground in the second
round of the presidential election on Sunday.

| met Thomas when he was watching a speedboabratiee river Seine. The event - like the city of
Rouen itself, part- dynamic, part-picturesque - Bghses the choices France faces on Sunday. Old
vs New is easy. But what is old and what is newaw¥#hold, but worth preserving; and what is
new, but menacing?

Mme Royal has sometimes compared herself to JoAncpfvho was the last, significant, female,
would-be leader of France. Joan was tried and lardéath in Rouen nearly 600 years ago this
month. Mme Royal's fate could also be decided heithe capital of upper Normandy, on Sunday.
The votes of hundreds of thousands of young, eddcanxious, middle-class voters in provincial
cities such as Rouen will decide the next presiddmey are the "18-35 Club": liberal,
economically and culturally; ambitious but not s#f patriotic but pro-European.

They are unimpressed by the old left-right ideatagivarfare. They are frustrated by the hidden
ceilings and blockages in French society. Theyaagry with the self-seeking, vacuous
clannishness of French politics.

In the first round, they voted for the centrist diglate Francois Bayrou. Now they face a "terrible
dilemma", according to Jean-Francois Mabire, 36y whs president of the "Young People for
Bayrou" campaign in the Rouen area. "In the secoundd, for many young people, including me,
the choice is not, as you might imagine, betweeyaRand Sarkozy. It is between Royal and a
blank ballot,” he says.

"It is a question of deciding whether Sarkozy iglangerous that you must vote TSS - Tous Sauf
Sarkozy (anyone but Sarkozy) to keep him out. Oetiver you should register your milder feeling
of repulsion for Mme Royal by abstaining or, be##it, voting 'blank’.” That is why tonight's
televised debate between the remaining candidatilseapivotal - more so than similar debates in
the past.

M. Sarkozy, 52, holds a lead of four to five poiat®r Mme Royal, 53, in the opinion polls, but it

60



is shrinking slowly. Many younger viewers, suchfasm-as and Jean-Francois, will be watching
the debate not to judge between "Sarko" and "S&d@y will be giving Mme Royal a final chance
to impress them.

There are many other unknowns. Will the poor, rmalgial suburbs - where M. Sarkozy is loathed -
turn out once again en masse as they did in teerbund on 22 April? Will the voters of the
extreme left and extreme right - one in five ofwadtes last time - switch in large numbers to Mme
Royal and M. Sarkozy. Or will many stay at home® Tdr-right leader, Jean-Marie Le Pen,
yesterday urged his voters to "abstain massively".

Most commentators agree, however, that the keydode's future lies in the 6,800,000 votes cast
for M. Bayrou on 22 April - 18.85 per cent of thet®. More precisely, the key lies in part of the
Bayrou electorate, which can be split into thregnsents. The smallest group came from the centre
left. They are the culturally liberal, middle-agetties or so-called "Bourgeois Bohemians"
(Bobos). They are teachers and middle-ranking setiants and have returned meekly to Mme
Royal.

Part of M. Bayrou's vote came from the centre-tight of distaste for the aggressive, divisiveestyl
of M. Sarkozy. However, they will now back the famnterior minister.

That leaves the largest and least predictablegbaine "Bayrouistes™: the floating voters or first-
time voters or long-term supporters of M. Bayra#strist party, the Union pour la Démocratie
Francaise (UDF). How will they vote in the secondrrd on Sunday?

Laure Leforestier, an assistant mayor of Rouen,beilthe UDF - soon to be renamed "Democratic
Party" - candidate for Rouen in the parliamentdegtens in June.

"What is absolutely clear,” she says, "is thatgteat divide in the Bayrou vote is a generational
one. People over 40, especially those who haveyalwated UDF, are still conditioned by our
tradition of electoral alliances with the rightetaullists and now with (Sarkozy's party), the
Union pour un Mouvement Populaire (UMP). They hameversion to voting left. They will
mostly vote for Sarkozy.

"But the younger people who voted for Bayrou inagneumbers are either turning in droves to

Mme Royal or they are undecided. They may votekotarabstain on Sunday but it is clear that
they cannot stomach Sarkozy. They are scared byasrham. There is something totalitarian about
Sarkozy, something uncompromising and unRepublidarsays he represents a new approach but,
to me, he is the old, intolerant, clan politics m@&yen more brutal.”

There is a great paradox here. M. Sarkozy presemself as a youthful man: a man who is going
to revive France economically and "morally”. H&ksabf - or, at least, he used to talk of - "rupture
with the past. The sociology of the first roundespaints a different picture. Among those aged 18
to 40, Mme Royal was the clear winner and M. BayiauM. Sarkozy close for second place.
Among voters above 40 - especially the over 60s Sdtkozy was the runaway victor.

This suggests that M. Sarkozy's true appeal isesgative and patriotic, not modernising and
reforming. If you go to a Sarkozy rally, you getibeersions: Dr Jekyll and Mr Hyde.

M. Sarkozy rants like a populist outsider agaifyliticians and technocrats, trades unionists and
fraudsters”. He makes protectionist attacks oretlre and world trade policy. Then he makes
moderate and sensible-seeming proposals for liserglthe French economy.

The sociology and age-profile of the first-roundessuggests that it was the "ranting" Sarko who
topped the poll in the first round; not the reasb@ane. Hence the aversion to M. Sarkozy -
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bordering on hatred - of thoughtful, moderate peapich as Jean-Francois Mabire, a legal adviser
to a large company in the Rouen area. He is anosaigriiberal but believes in the importance of
the Republican values of fraternity and equality.

France can only succeed, he says, if it moves fahtemgether, breaking down its old rigidities and
borders of race, class and political, or ideologician.

"This is what terrifies me in Sarkozy," he saysh&Tspirit of the times is about removing
boundaries and releasing energy and sharing power.

"Sarkozy's brutal language, his subliminal messhigewhole way of being, is bullying and
clannish and totalitarian."

M. Bayrou has been playing footsie with the Sostatandidate in recent days without formally
supporting her. The unprecedented, unofficial TWale between second and third placed
candidates last Saturday, "did Mme Royal a greal afegood”, Mme Leforestier believes.

Her boss, the UDF mayor of Rouen, Pierre Albertias already declared for M. Sarkozy. So have
most of the UDF members of the national assembiyeNlLeforestier says the apparent split
between M. Bayrou and his party is easily explaiffidet UDF deputies have been subjected to
"extreme pressures" from M. Sarkozy's UMP.

She prefers not to elaborate. Other officials s&UMP has threatened to run candidates against
them in the parliamentary elections in June - uthsy declare for M. Sarkozy. Traditionally, UMP
and UDF candidates have stood down for one anatlbe second round.

Tensions are running high within the UDF. Leadiiggifes such as Mme Leforestier are under
intense, pressure from both sides. She has yetntouace officially which way she will vote on
Sunday. She told me, however, that she had deeiditer only a few minutes' hesitation on 22
April - that she would vote for Ségoléne Royal.

"In the end, although she may be unimpressive inymeays, she is the more modern candidate of
the two," she said. "She understands the desira f@w, less bombastic, more grass-roots approach
to politics. Sarkozy just doesn't get it."

According to the polls, about 40 per cent of thgrBa vote is going to Mme Royal and 30 per cent
to M. Sarkozy. The rest - one in three, or morattweo million votes - are still undecided or will
abstain. Everything will depend, Mme Leforestiegssan how many young Bayrou supporters
decide in the next couple of days to substitut@gaRvote for a "blank” ballot or a decision toysta
at home.

Mme Royal cannot win on Sunday. Nicolas Sarkozymenhmaps lose. | pressed Thomas, beneath
the noise of the boats, for his likely decisiony&loor a blank ballot? "I don't know. | don't kn6w,
he says. "l just cannot imagine Mme Royal measuwimgs president. | will decide after | see the
debate. Maybe."
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Royal wins round one in 'boxing ring' debate

By John Lichfield in Paris

Published: 03 May 2007

A pugnacious and impassioned Ségolene Royal seopedhts victory over an often-rattled Nicolas
Sarkozy in the French presidential television deltadt night.

The two presidential contestants sparred liveviar &and a half hours, exchanging flurries of sharp
verbal blows without landing any knock-out punches.

In a studio designed to resemble a boxing ring3bealist candidate, Mme Royal, 53, gave a
fluent, gutsy performance which may go some wayarolw drawing undecided voters.

It remains to be seen whether she did enougheotak dynamics of a campaign which appears to
be heading towards a comfortable victory for thetieeright candidate.

In an often bewilderingly technical debate, Mme &and M. Sarkozy, 52, assaulted each other
with batteries of pre-digested statistics. Mme Roghised to be browbeaten by the confident
sometimes overconfident front-runner. She acchgadat one point of "political immorality” for
talking about policy for the handicapped, afterdestre-right government had dismantled
programmes for handicapped children.

"Calm down," he said. "I have a right to talk abthe handicapped. | don't challenge your sincerity.
Don't accuse me of immorality. | wouldn't talk towlike that..."

"Yes," she replied. "But | don't lie."

Mme Royal also attacked M. Sarkozy on his favougitaund of crime and security. She pointed out
that he was part of a government which had proniizer tolerance" for violence five years ago
but had seen an increase in violent attacks indshad 26 per cent.

She also drew attention to the rape of two female officers in the Paris suburbs in recent
weeks. If elected, she said, she would make satestbmen police were protected leaving work
late at night.

It was the pair's first face to face encounterlfdiyears, and over 20 million people watched iif ha
of all French voters. The candidates sat either sfdh two-metre square table, with Mme Royal on
the left and M. Sarkozy on the right.

Mme Royal looked like a female barrister in a blakkt and jacket and high-collared white blouse.
M. Sarkozy wore his usual dark suit and stripy tie.

The stakes were especially high for Mme Royal. [alest opinion polls place her four to seven
points behind M. Sarkozy with only three days befitve second round of voting.

To have any chance, she needed to put on a pericent@mpetent enough, and attractive enough,
to bring hundreds of thousands of "undecided"” c&ntoters into her camp.

In her final statement, she urged French votelate the "bravery” to choose a woman for the first
time.

M. Sarkozy tried to paint Mme Royal as an old-faskid, state-interventionist Socialist, who
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wanted to increase public spending and spread3te@r working week. He said that no other
country in Europe had tried to increase employnbgmmeducing working hours, as the last Socialist
government did.

"Look at your friend, Tony Blair," he said. "Look &candinavia. They are removing obstacles to
people working, not stopping them from doing sa.tdply, Mme Royal presented herself as a
modern, pro-business Socialist. "l will be the Rfest of what works," she said.

M. Sarkozy said that the key to reviving the Freachnomy was to " revalue” work: to encourage
more French people into the work force and allomgkr working hours with overtime pay.

The candidates launched into a series of lengtleyamone arguments on education, labour law,
pensions, taxes and trade. M. Sarkozy took onramaing edge at times but Mme Royal held her
ground. And he often seemed more on top of thealdebait she came over as confident and capable
of thinking on her feet: something which has netasls been evident during her campaign.

"Mme Royal is trying to cover every subject at ar8ke risks skimming over things and not being
precise enough,” M. Sarkozy said. But she shot:Baet me be responsible for my own words, if
you don't mind." And she managed to get underHirsts®o. At one point, he suggested that women
had a right to go to court to demand a place feirtthild in a creche.

"Is that the kind of society you want?" she ask¥dhere busy women have to go to court to get a
place in a creche?"

What they said
Royal

"For now | don't think Turkey should be part of 888, but this may change. But, M. Sarkozy, |
think it is very dangerous to slam the door infdee of an entire country and its people. You can't
lock Europe.”

"l will be the president of what works."

"Two days ago a female police officer was rapegt fiears ago, exactly the same thing happened.
What did you do for five years? For five years, yad all the power."

Sarkozy
"l will focus on results and take responsibility.”

"The 35-hour week was a catastrophe for the econBegple who want to work more should be
allowed."

"You jump off the rails very easily. To be presitderone must be calm... | don't know why Mme
Royal has lost her calm.”
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Royal redeems herself on TV - but it may be too lat

By John Lichfield in Paris

Published: 04 May 2007

Better, much better, but probably too late. France's would-be first woman president,
Ségolene Royal, impressed many viewers with a feisty and eloguent performance in a
televised debate watched by 20 million people on Wednesday night. But the Socialist
candidate may not have done enough to redeem a previously muddled and error-strewn
campaign. The centre-right candidate, Nicolas Sarkozy, still appears to be heading for a
clear victory on Sunday.

To the disappointment, and anger, of the Socialist camp, the centrist leader, Frangois
Bayrou, refused to announce that he had made a personal choice to vote for Mme Royal in
the second round of the election this weekend.

M. Bayrou's nearly seven million first round votes hold the key to the outcome of the
election.

The centrist leader said yesterday that he would "definitely not vote for Nicolas Sarkozy", a
man that he has previously described as a threat to democracy. He also said that Mme
Royal had "done pretty well" in Wednesday's debate.

Nonetheless, M. Bayrou refused to say whether he would vote for her, or abstain or cast a
blank ballot. Royal campaign officials had been counting on a Bayrou "semi-endorsement”
to give her campaign the "bounce” it needs to overcome a four to seven point deficit in the
opinion polls in the final days.

Many thousands of young, centrist anti-Sarkozy voters had been waiting for Wednesday's
debate before deciding whether to abstain or vote for Mme Royal. It seemed yesterday
that she had not done quite enough to bring them into her camp in the numbers that she
needs.

Jean-Francois Mabire, 36, leader of the Young People for Bayrou campaign in the Rouen
area, said: "She did well but she showed no real vision for the future of France. | will
definitely vote blank."

The French media mostly called the two-and-a- half-hour debate a draw. Royal scored
points for passion and guts; Sarkozy was praised for his calm and precision.

The great surprise of the televised confrontation was that the two candidates exchanged
their usual roles.

Mme Royal has previously been accused, within her own camp, of being too serene and
laid-back. On Wednesday night, she was an elegant labrador who suddenly yapped and
growled like a terrier.

M. Sarkozy is accused by his opponents of being an excitable and brutal man, who will
generate violent opposition on the streets if elected. On Wednesday night, he was a terrier
trying to show that he was house-trained and did not always bite postmen.

The debate ranged over the 35-hour working week, education, taxes, crime and violence
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and European and foreign policy. Some of the sharpest exchanges were on minute points
of social policy: whether there should be creches for all working mothers; whether disabled
children should have places in ordinary schools.

Mme Royal was accused by the Sarkozy camp - and part of the press yesterday - of
"losing her cool" toward the end of the debate. She accused the centre-right candidate of
talking "with a tear in your eye" about disabled children although his government had
scrapped a plan to help them to join ordinary classes.

"We have reached the summit of political immorality,” she said.

"Calm down," M. Sarkozy retorted. "And don't point your finger at me."
Mme Royal: "l won't calm down."

M. Sarkozy: "To be President, you have to be calm."”

Mme Royal: "Not when there are injustices... | will be angry about those when | am
President of the Republic.”

M. Sarkozy: "That will be fun."

Overall, M. Sarkozy achieved his aim of seeming calm and reasonable and well briefed on
leading issues. After being widely criticised for his ranting and populist campaign style, he
was determined to come over as managerial and a moderate man of action on
Wednesday night.

For the first time since the Socialist primary campaign last year, Mme Royal found her
authentic "voice" as a passionate, but modernising and pragmatic Socialist. She said that,
if she was elected, she would make France the "country of enterprise"”, reconcile the
French with market forces, end the confrontational relations between unions and big
business and "unblock the machinery" of growth.

A similarly assured and passionate series of performances earlier in the campaign might
have made a big difference.

What the papers said
Le Monde

"The televised duel did not fully clarify the choices and, in some respects, disguised them.
All the same, we are offered two Frances, two different visions... Mme Royal is right to
make the rebuilding of union-employer relations key to a return to economic confidence...
Nicolas Sarkozy has a much more 'American’ vision, which will favour the upper slopes of
the social pyramid.”

Le Parisien

"The surprise was that both candidates were playing each others' roles. We expected an
aggressive Sarkozy, who gave in to his penchants for domination and overconfidence, and
a serene Royal, who put forward her quiet authority concealing an alleged lack of
experience. We were presented with quite the opposite.”

Liberation

"Nicolas Sarkozy did not lose, but Ségolene Royal won. In a debate of cold anger and
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restrained aggression, the Socialist candidate beat Sarkozy on one vital point: legitimacy.

Pugnacious, precise and persistent, despite the occasional awkwardness, she often
succeeded in putting pressure on the front-runner. Did Sarkozy do badly? No, quite the
opposite. But even with all his determination, preparation and the advantage given by 31
per cent of the first-round votes, he did not dominate his rival."

Le Figaro

"Precise and sure of himself, Sarkozy did not let himself go to the excesses which would
have given satisfaction to his opponents and could have knocked everything off balance.
Often fluent and sometimes aggressive, Royal did not make any serious blunders that
could have been her undoing... At the end of the debate, Sarkozy's self control allowed
him to keep his punch while also giving him points for serenity.”
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Fashion victor? The politics of style

Ségoléene Royal is hoping that elegance and glamaill be vote-winning qualities. By John
Lichfield and Jen Wainwright

Published: 04 May 2007

Arguments raged in France yesterday over who hash™the war of words in the presidential TV
debate. There can be no question who won the sgie

Ségolene Royal wore a dark blue skirt and jacket,aawhite blouse with high white collar. She
looked stunning: part headmistress, part barriptet, mother-of-the bride.

Nicolas Sarkozy wore a dark suit, blue shirt amgbgtie. He looked like the manager of a
provincial shipping company.

Mme Royal's "look" was something of a surpriserdecent days she has appeared in tailored, all-
white suits, like a vision of purity and toughnédgdse a Joan of Arc, re-styled for the 21st Century

One of France's foremost style gurus, Vincent Grégoommented: "During the first round
campaign, [she] went through a brief stage of wegdiifferent colours and styles, a black leather
jacket, or a bright red suit. But she realised that didn't work for her. She has mostly gone back
to her characteristic white."

"She's now using it to demonise Sarkozy. It's ke's saying 'l am the light, | am an angel, a pure
and fragile woman. He wears black. He is alway&.daam the future.™

It may seem sexist to dwell on the clothes of a @womolitician but Mme Royal has consciously
used style as a political weapon. And why not? Herpaliticians need all the weapons that they
can find.

Fashionistas say that Mme Royal has compensatdgfaften plodding campaign by creating a
brilliantly balanced visual "image": part mumsyriarisk business woman, part no-nonsense, part
chic.

Could these subliminal messages make a differentteeifinal days? Mme Royal's presidential
rival often wears very dark suits and ties, whickkemhim look like a high-class waiter or a pocket-
sized Count Dracula. Since many French people arged there might be "something of the
night" about M. Sarkozy, these are puzzling choices

Mme Royal, 53, used to disguise her femininity bdHarge glasses and bossy, bright red jackets.
In the past two or three years, she has delibgrateisformed her appearance (or as the French
now say "changée son look").

She had some work done on her once-prominent tdethstunningly youthful appearance owes a
little to mild cosmetic surgery - but only a littlBtyle commentators in France say that her greates
triumph has been her choice of wardrobe.

Mme Royal mostly wears "prét-a-porter” clothes frquality high-street shops such as Zara, and
especially, the rising French label, Gérard DBk avoids haute couture, with the exception of a
couple of outfits from the French designer boutjdqeaule Ka.

The critics have been impressed by the way thahabkalanced elegantly through the fashion
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minefield. She has, they say, created a perfegjeéniiar herself as at once modern and stylish and
feminine and serious and thrifty.

M. Grégoire is manager of "lifestyle trends" foetNelly Rodi "TrendLab" in Paris, a company that
studies social and political changes and advise$ashion industry on the likely tastes of the near
future.

He believes that Mme Royal has perfectly captunedetusive "zeitgeist”, or mood, of the early
21st century.

"She's created a look for herself, a silhouette sthmething she's worked very hard on and yet
manages to appear quite natural. She comes oweriass, but also very feminine. Someone who
cares for the way she looks, but is not too fusel/lauys her clothes within a budget. Someone who
is ambitious, but at the same time ordinary," hd.sa

"It is this 'doubleness’, this ambiguity, whichave been watching in Ségolene for several years.
She has caught exactly what we are telling ountdies the new spirit of the times."

"The 1990s was about ambition, success, hard-thmgsculine things. Now the mood has shifted
to something softer, more human. People are stilijous. They still want to get things done and
be successful. But they are also more reflectiv@ensaring. They worry about family things and
they worry about the environment. It is this dowlgles which Ségolene's look captures so well."

Mme Royal favours clean lines, never carrying gddrag or wearing an overly fussy outfit, M.
Gregoire says. This helps her to seem tall whensshet. Her wardrobe consists of plain but
tailored jackets , matched with well-cut trousar&mee-length skirts and softened by something
subtle but feminine, like a knotted scarf, or apggnor homely accessory that might have been
given to her by one of her four children.

Outdoors, she often wears long trench-coats whickrguate her slim figure, paired with a knee-
length or shorter skirt and long leather boots.sEh&®ymbolise authority and a readiness to compete
with her male rivals.

"She has an attraction to a kind of military loolaybe because of her background [her father was
an artillery colonel], but the overall effect iseoaf understated elegance, sensible without beimg t
serious, and feminine without being too girlie,” @Gregoire said.

Laurent Darel, head of Gérard Darel, confirmed Mate Royal is a frequent customer. "Too often
in the past, the wives of political figures in Fcarhave felt the need to dress up in haute couture,
something which - whether it suited them or natoktthem far beyond the realm of what ordinary
women, working women and mothers, could aspiredant he said. "By choosing to dress prét-a-
porter, Mme Royal is placing herself in the ranksmlinary women with taste."

Politics cannot succeed on style messages alone Rbgal has disappointed many supporters and
would-be supporters by the vagueness of her camp&he is a tough, intelligent and sometimes
very funny woman. These qualities - toughness agate not been consistently displayed by her
supposedly unconventional, but often simply muddlgte of campaigning.

All the same, she has defied many pundits and eghttte second round of the elections, with 25.87
per cent of the votes, compared with M. Sarkoz¥'e& cent. The election will turn on whether a
majority of the nation feels most "comfortable" lwthe idea of a "Sego" or a "Sarko" presidency.
But the subliminal (and sublime) power of Mme Ré&yésilhouette” may not be enough. The polls
suggest that the decision will go to the manag&a@int Dracula rather than the Woman in White.
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Royal rallies, but Sarkozy is heading for the Elyse Palace

By John Lichfield in Lille

Published: 05 May 2007

All winning campaigns are successful and joyous in different ways. All losing campaigns
resemble one another.

Ségolene Royal, like many losing candidates, has discovered an authentic and passionate
voice in the final days. Watching the Socialist candidate storm eloquently to the end of her
crusade to become France's first woman president, you would not imagine that you were
watching a defeated woman (as she surely is). "I feel a tide rising all over France," she told
a noisy, final, large Socialist rally in Lille. "The whole world is asking whether France will
dare to elect a woman president. | say to France: Be daring! Be daring! Be daring!" A
broken and somewhat faded, red rose - the symbol of the Parti Socialiste - hung from her
lectern. Other broken roses lay at her feet.

The crowd, though giddy with excitement, was smaller than the crowd that the front-
running, centre-right candidate, Nicolas Sarkozy, had attracted to the same hall, in classic,
leftist country in northern France, five weeks earlier.

A shrill and ill-advised performance by Mme Royal on radio yesterday morning also told a
less confident story. She warned of a government of "brutality and lies" if M. Sarkozy wins
the second round of the presidential elections tomorrow. She hinted that a Sarkozy
presidency could lead to renewed violence in the poor, multiracial suburbs of French cities.

Many people have similar fears but it was undignified of Mme Royal to fan the flames of
Sarkophobia so late in the campaign.

A flurry of final surveys yesterday showed M. Sarkozy widening his lead over Mme Royal
to between six and eight percentage points. The outcome tomorrow may be closer than
the polls suggest but Nicolas Sarkozy will surely be the next President of the Republic.

The only uncertainty is which Sarkozy will be President. Will it be the pragmatic, open-
minded Nicolas Sarkozy, who began his long march to the Elysée Palace four years ago,
promising to break down the normal frontiers of right-left ideology?

Or will it be the tribal politician of the right, who has chucked red meat in the past two
months at every historical grievance and prejudice of the most blinkered members of the
French white bourgeoisie and conservative working class?

During this election, both Mme Royal and M. Sarkozy have achieved a metamorphosis of
a kind.

Mme Royal stumbled in January and February, as she tried to graft unreconstructed
Socialist Party ideology on to her own vague but more open-minded brand of centre-left
politics. Since she went her own way again in March, she has been, personally, more
impressive and attractive. Her programme - a mish-mash of the inventive and the
antediluvian - has never convinced anyone very much.

Her gutsy performance in the television debate on Wednesday came too late to save her.
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Most French viewers, it seems, were watching Nicolas Sarkozy for signs that he might lose
his cool under pressure. He did not. M. Sarkozy has metamorphosed during the campaign,
not into a butterfly but into a dark moth. His attack on the legacy of "moral decline” from
the May 1968 student revolt was a permissible enough distortion of history. (In the 40
years since then, France has had four centre-right presidential terms and only two on the
centre-left). But what is one to make of M. Sarkozy hinting that his own former boss,
Jacques Chirac, was wrong to apologise for the part played by the French state in the
arrest and deportation of Jews in 1940-447

A typical Sarkozy campaign speech ended with proposals for reasonable-sounding, tax-
cutting and market-opening reforms. (He has also called for European trade protectionism
and a concerted devaluation of the euro.) But his speeches invariably began with a
populist rant blaming "Socialist values" for crime and violence and lumping together
"politicians, technocrats, trades unionists and fraudsters" as tax-guzzling enemies of the
"silent majority".

M. Sarkozy is not a fascist, even though he sometimes sounds like one. He may, as
President, revert to the pragmatic, results-oriented, open-minded man who first declared
his presidential ambitions in 2003.

There is much in his programme that makes sense: his emphasis on reducing social
charges on companies; his crusade to reduce "under-employment” in France - the
relatively small proportion of the population in the workforce - as the key to boosting
economic growth, national income and employment.

The problem is that M. Sarkozy, by appealing to the worst instincts of the right, has allowed
himself to be monstered on the left and centre. Even many of his natural voters on the
centre-right have a deep foreboding about a President Sarkozy but cannot stand the
prospect of a President Royal. Even a landslide victory tomorrow and a big majority in the
parliamentary elections in June will not ease M. Sarkozy's task in the Elysée Palace. The
hatred that he has stirred on the left - and among young people in the multi-racial
banlieues - means that he will almost certainly be opposed on the streets.

Even the most reasonable of Sarkozy reforms will be shrieked down as "ultra-capitalist” by
the trades union federations. Any small police versus youth incident in any of the poor
French suburbs could reignite the riots of autumn 2005.

Which Sarkozy will respond to such a confrontation? The pragmatic, reasonable man of
action? Or the man who feeds red meat to the prejudices of the white, conservative, right?
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The world according to President Sarko

The likely occupant of the Elysée Palace sees hilfree a new De Gaulle, determined to reshape
France's economy and international standing. Johndhfield sees trouble ahead

Published: 06 May 2007

Le Petit Nicolas is about to become the Next Bighglacross the Channel. Failing a hand-brake
turn by the electorate, or monumental simultandxuwsders by half a dozen polling organisations,
Nicolas Sarkozy will be elected President of Fratockay.

He will be the youngest man to occupy the Elysdadedor 29 years. He will be the first French
leader to be born after the Second World War. Arsftebins, he will be, by far, the shortest man to
be President during the Fifth Republic.

He has run a deeply unpleasant campaign, in the méusome sensible ideas and some disturbing
ones. He has promised to unite France, but hagssittly appealed to the most tribal instincts of
the hard right and the white middle classes. Afterglittering, then tarnished, era of Le Roi
Mitterrand, and the muddled era of Le Roi Chirae, world will have to learn live with Le Roi
Sarkozy. It is unlikely to be an easy ride for Erench, or anyone else.

Nicolas Sarkozy, 52, is accused by his many enemiEgnce - not all of them on the left - of

being too American or too "Anglo-Saxon" in his taities, but the world is likely to find that he is
deeply French. His ambition is to be a new Chatke&aulle, someone who rebuilds the self-
esteem, economic strength and international inflaest France. He favours lower taxes and a more
liberal labour market, but believes in the inteti@mst duty of the state.

Mr Sarkozy has achieved the extraordinary coupimposture - of winning by running against the
record in government of his own centre-right patg. will almost certainly win the "third round"
of the elections, the parliamentary poll, whicHdals next month. Then his problems will begin.

The more militant, and even some moderate, Fraade tunions are spoiling for a "fourth round",
in which they oppose the new President's allegadtya-capitalist” social and economic reforms in
the streets next autumn. Demonisation of Mr Sarkozfie poor, multi-racial suburbs of French
cities has reached such a pitch that the new Rneisidight also face an incendiary "fifth round” - a
rekindling of the riots of autumn 2005.

The slightest incidence of police violence after 8&rkozy takes office could trigger new protests.
The French police, who regard him as "their mare,umlikely to be in an accommodating mood
when the hyper-active former interior minister quies the Elysée Palace. The Socialist candidate,
Ségoléne Royal, has issued a series of undignifagdings in recent days that a Sarkozy
presidency might "unleash a wave of violence anddllity across the country”. She was wrong to
say it - but she was not the only person to fear it

Ms Royal ran a frustrating, muddled campaign, wthiichlly came alive in the last few days. In a
series of eloquent, passionate speeches arourduinéry, she begged the French people to choose
her "creative energy" over the "negative energyi@fopponent. She also gave a gutsy and fluent
performance in a televised debate on Wednesday, was already too late. The nation was
watching Mr Sarkozy, and by attacking him so vigmlyg, Ms Royal ended up doing him a favour.
Would he become nasty under pressure? He did not.

Mr Sarkozy's debate persona - reasonable, restramas utterly different from the angry, finger-
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jabbing man who has been roaming the country fidhkt four months. At his rallies, he appealed
to the tribal - and, some say, racial - instindtthe right and hard right. He posed as the messiah
who would rescue the "silent majority” and the I'fei@nce" from "immoral”, leftist values.

Leftism had infected the whole nation since thelstu revolt of 1968, he said. That implicitly
included the several centre-right governments tmwhvMr Sarkozy has belonged.

All this has made for an absorbing French electimcking only a twist in the final chapter. Mr
Sarkozy has led the polls since mid-January, apped the first-round vote two weeks ago with 31
per cent to Ms Royal's 25.8 per cent. To win todag would need to take more than half the
centrist vote (over 18 per cent of the total) whiednt to Francgois Bayrou in the first round.

Most older centrist voters have - reluctantly innpaases - decided to go along with Mr Sarkozy.
Some of the younger ones have switched to Ms Rbyalnot enough for her to win: the final polls
gave her opponent a lead of between 6 and 9 perMech of the "wider", or harder left, electorate
will turn out for Ms Royal, but they representedyoambout 10 per cent of the total in the first rdun
One way or another, the whole political spectrurfiiance has shifted radically to the right in
2007.

That will not prevent the trade unions from oppgdiir Sarkozy's economic and social reforms.
His likely prime minister, the smooth and handsdfencois Fillon, says that a crash programme
will be pushed though the new parliament in Juhiswould probably include - shades of Margaret
Thatcher - changes in trade union law to imposeeséallots for strikes longer than eight days and
to force unions to operate a "minimum" train and bearvice during stoppages.

The unions will oppose these changes on the stie&sptember. Which of the two Sarkozys will
respond? The reasonable man who debated on Wegnestlze fiery crusader for the silent
majority?

Mr Sarkozy is no ultra-capitalist, whatever theams might say. Nor is he likely to be an easy
partner for Britain in Europe. He believes in cnegiFrench, or European, champion industries. He
wants European trade barriers against alleged "thghpy the Chinese or developing world. He
wants EU governments, not the markets, to fix tilee of the euro. He promises to defend the
European farm policy, and even to move it backg@iice-fixing glory days.

Britain's own leader in waiting, Gordon Brown, kreiNicolas Sarkozy well from EU meetings of
finance ministers. They are said to get on. Buhélong run, their relationship is likely to be no
happier than that between Tony Blair and Jacquesa€h

John Lichfield's French election diary
That's my boy

The young man at Ségolene Royal's last big ralilie, was being interviewed for television. Did
he think Ms Royal could still win the election?

The young man shook his head doubtfully. "Maybecdrewin," he said. "But probably not."
And who was this loyal Socialist? Step forward Tlagnitollande, 21, son of Frangois Hollande.
And his mother? None other than the underdog caielid/ls Royal.

Every cloud has a silver lining

Former European Commission president Jacques Debdwmst the Lille rally, looking well for his

age. He is 81. As he began to express an opinitrettelevision cameras, a rather tough-looking
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woman dragged him off: "Ca sulffit, papa,” she said.

This was Martine Aubrey, 56, Mr Delors' daughtegydr of Lille, architect of the 35-hour week in
France - and once spoken of as France's possislievfiman president. She and Ms Royal are not
friends.

Royal's high point

Her elegant all-white outfits, which have earnedthe praise of fashion editors both at home and
abroad. Though one of her colleagues calls it agisioutfit. And what of her policies?

Royal's low point

Her comment that the Chinese justice system was Hadficient” than that in France. At what
exactly? And, anyway, isn't the true low point stime after polls close today?

Sarkozy's high point

Winning the first round with 31 per cent of the @otompared with just under 26 per cent for Ms
Royal. The high point so far, that is.

Sarkozy's low point

Using a mini-riot at the Gare du Nord station imi®& accuse Ms Royal of being on the side of
"criminals and fraudsters".

Good riddance

So, farewell, then Jean-Marie Le Pen. The old nginiger was routed in the first poll, the dizzy
heights of his second place four years ago longpfben.

One for the future

Francois Bayrou, the centrist candidate, is widebognised as having fought a fine campaign and
for a time threatened to squeeze Ms Royal outefalee, which would have been bad news for her,
but even worse for Mr Sarkozy. Might his time yetne?

Election facts

A total of 44.5 million people are registered tde/dl he polling stations open at 8am (7am British
time) today and close at 8pm, although citizensverseas territories such as Tahiti in the south
Pacific and Martinique in the Caribbean voted yeste
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Ou est Cecilia? France agog as Sarkozy's wife goes missing for 10 days

Angelique Chrisafis in Paris
Wednesday May 2, 2007

Guardian

They seemed to style themselves on John and Jackie Kennedy, posing as a happy couple in the great
outdoors, holding hands on boats. But for weeks Paris has been asking why Cecilia Sarkozy, the second wife
of French presidential favourite Nicolas Sarkozy, has not been seen in public with her husband at his final
public meetings before Sunday's election. She appeared with him to cast her vote in the first round 10 days
ago, and Le Figaro magazine has published the couple's parting kiss that day as Cecilia "went off to buy petit
fours for a lunch with friends".

She has since appeared without her husband in Paris Match magazine clapping hands to a flamenco band
at a gala dinner but she has not been seen at his headquarters where she advises him on image and
communications and she has not joined him on stage.

Daniel Schneidermann, a media columnist for the left-leaning daily Liberation berated the silent French
media for not asking more questions about Cecilia's whereabouts. "A wife leaving the marriage has far more
serious consequences, both physical and psychological than some extramarital affair," he warned.

Even the far-right leader Jean-Marie Le Pen, who yesterday publicly asked his 3.8m voters to abstain rather
than elect Mr Sarkozy, drew attention to his wife's absence. Mr Sarkozy replied that he was protecting his
family from the spotlight.

France, where privacy laws and a timid media mean politicians' relationships are normally left alone, is
increasingly curious about its next potential "first lady" or "first gentleman”.

Both the rightwing Nicolas Sarkozy, and the socialist Segoléne Royal, said this week that they did not want
official status for their partners. But in a nation with a growing love of celebrity, where the taboo over private
lives has slowly been eroded following the revelations of Francois Mitterrand's illegitimate daughter Mazarine
and Jacques Chirac's recent admissions that he had loved many women "as discreetly as possible”, the
future president's partnership has taken centre stage.

On the right, Cecilia, who is Mr Sarkozy's second wife, became the focus of media attention after her
husband openly presented his family to the press. In 2005, she was pictured on the cover of Paris Match in
New York in the company of another man, only to return in a frenzy of publicity while Mr Sarkozy described
how having his heart broken had strengthened him and made him closer to the people.

He first met her when he was mayor of one of Paris's richest suburbs. Years later they divorced their partners
and married, but, according to his biographer Catherine Nay, not before Mr Sarkozy's first wife, looking for
her husband during a ski holiday, found tell-tale footprints in the snow below Cecilia's window.

Described as a "muse" and communications advisor who had an office adjoining her husband's when he was
minister, Mrs Sarkozy is said to be wary of a role. She once said: "l don't see myself as a first lady. It bores
me. | am not politically correct.”

Ms Royal, the first woman with a chance of becoming president, is half of France's biggest political power
couple. She has four children with but never married the socialist party leader, Francois Hollande.

Mr Hollande has appeared on a beach with his wife reading "The History of France for Dummies" while she
was snapped in her bikini for a celebrity magazine. But he says he prefers his political title to "first
gentleman" and would not move into the Elysée palace. Unlike Bill and Hillary Clinton's promise of "two for
the price of one", they have been at pains to stress their political independence
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Sarko and Ségo go tete-a-tete on TV

News blog: Live from the debate

Kim Willsher in Paris
Wednesday May 2, 2007

Guardian Unlimited

It is billed as the final showdown between France's presidential candidates: Ségoléne Royal and Nicolas
Sarkozy head-to-head before around 25 million television viewers - more than a World Cup match.

With the pair just a few points apart in the opinion polls and with several million French voters still undecided
who to choose as their next president on Sunday, tonight's two-hour-long live televised debate will be a
critical moment. With everything to win or lose, both candidates have reportedly undergone last-minute
coaching and preparation for the long-awaited clash.

Both have very different aims. For the ambitious and volatile Mr Sarkozy, 52, the frontrunner for several
months, if will be a difficult and delicate exercise. He needs to challenge his female rival and show he has
the qualities of a true head of state without appearing bullying or macho, or losing his quick temper. "He
wants to avoid a brutal confrontation,” said an advisor shortly before the debate.

On the other hand, all agree that the Socialist Ms Royal, 53, the first woman to stand a chance at leading
France, has to be on the offensive. Analysts say she has two hours to seriously trip him up or push him to
snap if she has any hope of closing the gap that has dogged almost her entire electoral campaign.

The majority of viewers will not be watching to learn anything new about the pair's respective election
programmes, expounded at length over the last few weeks. Most will be holding their collective breath to see
who - if either - will crack first.

"I think we're all hoping she can push him to lose it and show his real nature so, like him or loathe him, we'll
know what we're getting if he becomes president," said one woman at a newsstand this afternoon. "However,
| suspect he'll hold it all together."

Ms Royal's partner, Frangois Hollande, who leads the Socialist party, told French television her rival would be
trying to simply get through the debate unscathed. "He is going to be playing for time and for a 0-0 draw," he
said. Indeed, Mr Sarkozy, the rightwing former interior minister, earlier played down the meeting. Although he
described it as akin to cycling up the Alps in the Tour de France, he told French radio, "I'm not one of those
people who dramatise the significance of the debate to that point".

He added: "I don't believe the French choose a president on the impression they are left with after a two-hour
debate," he said.

Mr Sarkozy also denied he had been practicing softening his tone to avoid appearing too macho. "The idea
that you should not debate with a woman in the same way that you do with a man is quite macho | think," he
told French journalists.

It is not the first time the pair have clashed live on television. In March 1993, when the Socialist party
suffered a crushing defeat during the first round of the parliamentary elections, there was a heated exchange
between the two when Ms Royal, the then outgoing environment minister, told Mr Sarkozy, later appointed
budget minister: "Don't talk in that tone!"

Every last detail of the debate has been thrashed out by the candidates' representatives in a series of
meetings with the French audiovisual authorities over the past week. They were given the choice between a
debate "a 'Américaine" in which they would stand facing the camera and answer questions without
addressing each other or a debate "a la Francais" around a table.

The wooden table, across which they will face each other, can be modulated allowing them to choose the
distance between them - agreed at 2.2 metres - and covered in Plexiglas to dull the sound if either decides to
thump the surface.

The grey studio carpet is extra thick so any foot stomping cannot be heard either, a lesson learned from
1988, when the current president Jacques Chirac's nervous leg jiggling resonated against the table.

Although French voters do not go to the polls for another three days, Le Parisien newspaper described the
debate as "The Decisive Duel" on its front page.

Les Echos, the economic daily paper, ran with: "Television debate: Royal stakes everything against Sarkozy".

In 1974 Valéry Giscard d'Estaing's victory in the presidential election against Francois Mitterrand was
attributed to just one phrase during the televised debate. "Monsieur Mitterrand, you do not have a monopoly
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over the heart," he told his rival.

However, the paper says more often than not since then the debate has tended to reinforce opinions

rather than change them.
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Royal ignites election debate with attack on Sarkoz vy

- Surprise move after charge of 'lacklustre’ campaign
- Socialist accuses rival over record on law and order

Angelique Chrisafis in Paris
Thursday May 3, 2007

Guardian

Ségoléne Royal last night surprised France and her rightwing opponent Nicolas Sarkozy by coming out all
guns blazing to attack him during their much awaited live televised head-to-head debate.

The moment of high emotion and fireworks came out of the blue, in a surprise clash over the seemingly
inoffensive subject of schooling for handicapped children. Ms Royal accused the presidential frontrunner of
hypocrisy and immorality, saying his government had scrapped measures he now claimed as his own.

"I'm scandalised!" she fumed. "It's the height of political immorality," He in turn told her, "Calm down, and
don't wave your finger at me", suggesting she had "lost her nerve" whereas a presidential figure must learn
how to stay calm.

“"No | won't calm down in the face of injustice!" she snapped back, before the pair exchanged a quick-fire
volley over exactly how angry she was.

Trailing between six to four points behind Mr Sarkozy in the opinion polls for months, and with several million
voters undecided ahead of Sunday's election, the debate had been seen as Ms Royal's last chance to level
the playing field.

In an election focused as much on personality as on policy, the televised duel - watched by more than 20m
viewers, matched only by World Cup football audiences - was scrutinised for the all-important "charisma
factor".

Political commentators on chatshows assessed the exchange for signs of psychological strength and to see
who got upper-hand in the battle to be boss. They agreed Ms Royal had surprised the nation by showing she
had the gumption and standing of a president and had boosted her image, although Mr Sarkozy was
tactically brilliant on policy detail. Attacked throughout the campaign by the left as a quick-tempered, volatile,
bully, he succeeded in his goal of keeping calm.

Ms Royal was seen to have scored points with her forceful approach, even though some conceded she was
weaker on arguments and fine detail than Mr Sarkozy, a trained lawyer. Having been accused of leading a
lacklustre campaign and failing to master key policy or confront her rival, Ms Royal put her famously
combative and assured opponent on the back-foot at the start of the debate, which lasted more than 2%
hours.

She homed in on what Mr Sarkozy presents as his strong point - law and order - lambasting him for talking
tough, but doing nothing in his five years as interior minister. During the opening questions Ms Royal
repeatedly interjected with the words "tolerance zero", which she said Mr Sarkozy had refused to deliver.

He scored points on employment policy, ridiculing the Socialists' cherished 35-hour week. He dismissed Ms
Royal's attempts to defend the measure, calling it a "monumental error" and a "catastrophe for France". He
promised to allow French people to "work more to earn more".

Ms Royal argued this was the wrong way to fix France's acute employment problem. She pursued a state-
intervionist line, while he called for lower taxes, freeing businesses in a "pragmatic way". He said: "The
problem with France is that we pay too much tax."

Asked what type of president he would be, Mr Sarkozy said he would be a man of "action” and "not hide
behind taboos". His aim was to restore France's "morale". In a dig at Mr Sarkozy, Ms Royal said of her vision
of the presidency: "It is possible to reform France without brutalising it. | won't pit people against each other.”
Afterwards, she said she had shown that she was solid, that she believed in herself, and that she had
"values and morals" stronger than her opponent's; she had proved that a woman could be president.

Mr Sarkozy's supporters said his arguments on "what mattered" - France's economic problems, the 35-hour
week, and pensions - were much clearer.

Head to head
Jobs

Sarkozy: Cut unemployment to less than 5% (from around 8%)
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Royal: Reform controversial youth employment contracts

35-hour week

Sarkozy: Opposed; proposing rules to allow workers to put in longer hours
Royal: Supportive, but plans a review to make system work better

EU constitution

Sarkozy: Favours 'mini-treaty’ to be passed by parliament

Royal: Favours negotiations on a treaty to be passed by a referendum
Environment

Sarkozy: Green taxes on polluters

Royal: Green taxes on polluters

Crime

Sarkozy: Tougher sentences for young reoffenders, lower age of criminal consent

Royal: Bring back community policing. Alternatives to prison for youngsters such as military training
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Sarkozy plays the race card - and our establishment cheers

The French presidential favourite's pandering to the far right is indulged because of his
pro-US stance and neo-liberalism

Martin Jacques
Friday May 4, 2007

Guardian

It is a disturbing mark of our times that Ségoléne Royal enjoys such little support from the media and
politicians on this side of the Channel, notwithstanding her highly credible performance in Wednesday's TV
debate. Nicolas Sarkozy seems to be their overwhelmingly preferred choice. Downing Street, unsurprisingly,
is backing him: Tony Blair prefers the right as always - Silvio Berlusconi, José Maria Aznar, Angela Merkel,
George Bush. David Cameron is supporting Sarkozy. So is the Economist. Matthew Parris, the Times
columnist, is backing Royal, but only for the perverse reason that France is not yet ready for Sarkozy, but a
Royal presidency will prepare the ground for his subsequent triumph.

The dominant political consensus appears to be that only the right can sort out the political problems of a
country. The preferred choice, thus, is either a party of the right or, as in the case of our soon-to-be-departed
prime minister, a party of the left led by a leader of the right. In this judgment, two criteria reign supreme.
First, is the party or candidate prepared to adopt Anglo-American neoliberal economic principles, or at least
to move closer to them? And second, are they willing to adopt a more pro-American foreign policy?

It is no surprise that neoliberal economic thinking still predominates. New Labour enthusiastically embraced
the central tenets of Thatcherism and has presided over an extremely long boom. It is rather harder to
explain the continuing attachment to pro-Americanism at a time when US foreign policy stands deeply
discredited. Two European nations emerged with credit from the Iraq disaster: France and Germany. Both
had the courage to withstand the Bush administration and oppose the US-led invasion.

Who was right: Chirac and Schroder or Bush and Blair? Bush and Blair stand condemned by their own
publics and face imminent political extinction. The ability of the French establishment, right and left, to think
independently of the US for the past half-century is to be commended in contrast to the supine pro-
Americanism that has long characterised British foreign policy thinking and which reached its nadir in 2003.
In that same year, France did the world a service by leading the opposition within the UN and refusing to
allow the body to be used as a tool of Anglo-American policy. While the US and Britain were committed to the
idea of a unipolar world, Chirac upheld the principle of a multi-polar world. As the world changes before our
eyes, you need only one partially sighted eye to see who was right. In contrast, New Labour's foreign policy
has been a disaster. It is difficult to see how anyone can seriously advocate it as a model for other European
countries.

More fundamentally, however, the choices facing European nations are simply not reducible to the two
issues of neoliberal economics and a pro-US foreign policy. Such thinking displays a shrivelled view of what
matters in the life of a nation, a reflection of how politics and political choice has been debased in the
neoliberal era. In late 2005, Sarkozy, then interior minister, condemned the riots that took place in the
suburbs, where those of African and Arab origin were concentrated, in calculatedly inflammatory terms,
displaying zero sympathy for the plight of the ethnic minorities or any willingness to understand their
grievances.

It was a defining political moment. At the centre of Sarkozy's appeal is race: he does not need to bang on
about it because in that moment everyone, white and brown, knew where he stood. He staked a claim for the
Le Pen vote. As a result of Sarkozy's action, he is hated in the suburbs. Under huge pressure and amid tight
security, he eventually visited one such suburb. As Francois Bayrou, the centrist, third-party candidate, said:
"Five years in the interior ministry and he can no longer enter parts of the French suburbs." The suburbs, in
response, have registered and voted, politically mobilised for the first time and in no doubt as to what is at
stake in this election.

France faces a very different choice in this election to the two preferred by the political consensus here. With
an ethnic minority community of a similar size to that in Britain, France can seek either to include them on a
new basis or demonise them and blame them for the country's problems - and build a new political majority
with race at its core. The most dramatic expression of the former possibility was the multiracial French team
that won the World Cup in 1998 and the extraordinary reception that it received in France. The polar opposite
of that moment was Sarkozy's condemnation of the riots in November 2005 as purely a criminal matter to be
repressed by brutal police action.

None of this seems to matter to our political leaders or media commentators: courting racism and the far right
appear to count for little compared with the demons of the left. If you are white, racism is too easily ignored
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and forgiven, regarded as of burning concern only to the ethnic minorities, and therefore of relatively
marginal significance. Yet these things will matter more and more.

Western Europe is becoming increasingly diverse, especially France and Britain. That process will continue
apace. The ability of our societies to embrace all races and cultures will be crucial to their future stability,
security and success. The alternative is the "Sarkozy route", which has all too many parallels elsewhere in
Europe, not least in the Netherlands: repression, ghettoes, gated communities, rampant racism, the
exclusion of ethnic minorities from mainstream society, a form of low-level civil war.

One of the great themes of postwar Europe has been immigration from the developing world. It has
transformed almost exclusively white countries into increasingly multiracial and multicultural societies. It has
been traumatic and conflictual, but also liberating and educative. Europe faces two great challenges, neither
of which seem to be on the political radar screen of our leaders and pundits. First, the ability to build inclusive
multiracial societies. And second, adapting Europe to a world where it is no longer pre-eminent but one of
many centres, and a declining one at that.

The two are closely related. They are far more fundamental to Europe's future than whether or not Sarkozy is
going to liberalise France's labour market. In the context of a multiracial society, Royal offers inclusivity and
Sarkozy exclusivity - she respects diversity while he preaches nativism. On these grounds alone, the choice
could hardly be clearer.

- Martin Jacques is a visiting research fellow at the Asia Research Centre, London School of Economics
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France heads to right as political showman delivers final performance of campaign

Polls show Sarkozy moving further ahead as Royal clings to hope of late switch

Angelique Chrisafis in Montpellier
Saturday May 5, 2007

Guardian

In a hangar in the south of France, a burst of violins and dramatic drum rolls marked the arrival on stage of
France's most charismatic political showman. At his final gathering before tomorrow's presidential election,
the rightwing favourite Nicolas Sarkozy stood surveying his thousands of supporters draped in French
football shirts, flags, or face-paint. Some had come to witness what has been likened to a quasi-religious
experience, led by a secular evangelist.

"We have two days to liquidate the legacy of May 1968!" Mr Sarkozy boomed, promising an end to the "lax
smugness" of the left. "I want to talk about the nation without being called a nationalist," he vowed, to
applause. He name-checked Louis X1V, Napoleon, Clemenceau and General de Gaulle, implying that one
day his name would be added to that list. Sweat ran down his face, but in all his star performances he never
mops his brow, in case it is seen as a moment of weakness.

Mr Sarkozy, 52, now seems unstoppable in his 30-year dream to lead France. More than 100 opinion polls
have tipped him to win. Despite his critics' cries that he is a US-style neo-conservative, a racist authoritarian,
and a volatile power-freak with a complex about his height, who poses on a horse to look like Napoleon
charging into battle, Mr Sarkozy is coasting on the highest support of any politician in France for decades.

Yesterday, three new polls showed his lead widening to between six to 10 points against his Socialist
challenger, Ségoléne Royal. The first woman to get this close to becoming president of France says her
inspiration is Joan of Arc - yesterday, her supporters whispered that she would need a miracle to win.

For "Sarko I'américain”, who believes in a "French dream" inspired by US-style meritocratic hope - where
those who work hard are rewarded, where children sing the anthem with hand on heart and a name like
"Schwarzenegger" is no bar to success - it was symbolic that he staged his last rally in Montpellier, known as
the "French California”.

The boom town dotted with palm trees is France's fastest growing city, thanks in part to the controversial
local politician Georges Fréche, expelled from the Socialist party for saying there were too many black
players in the national football team. Montpellier handed victory to Ms Royal in the first-round vote. But Mr
Sarkozy chose it because the surrounding region, struggling with some of the worst unemployment in
France, has long been the heartland of the extreme-right Jean-Marie Le Pen.

For years, as Mr Sarkozy has plotted his rise through Jacques Chirac's party, he has been convinced that
France, despite its social model and powerful state, has shifted firmly to the right. Contrary to Mr Chirac, the
"weather-vane", who never proclaimed himself proud to be right, Mr Sarkozy decided long ago that a French
election would never again be won on the centre-ground. Unrepentent in his crusade to win over Mr Le Pen's
voters, he has pressed every button, tapped into every far-right instinct, hammering home law and order and
promising a "ministry of immigration and national identity". Le Pen's vote was decimated and Mr Sarkozy's
vote soared in the south of France. The left called him a populist demagogue, but at the rally, the crowd gave
thanks.

"He is the man that killed Le Pen," said a waiter from Marseille. "He has restored democracy to the south of
France." The crowd in the hangar were the embodiment of Mr Sarkozy's soundbite: "The France that wakes
up early." Far from the financial market figures who laud his plans to lower tax and loosen labour laws with a
mix of interventionist and free-market plans, many came from the working class whose vote he has wrestled
from the left and extreme-right. They were attracted by his vow to "respect those who want to work", rewriting
the 35-hour week, and cutting charges on overtime.

"l am Sarkozy's promise of the self-made man," said Philippe Mery, 51, who ran a second-hand exchange
shop called Cash Converter. "He talks about work and merit, those are words that appeal.” Elphie Carrera,
27, a nurse, was fed up with a debt-ridden, economically sluggish France moaning that it was in crisis and a
perpetual state of malaise.

"The moment a record 85% turned out at the polls for the first-round vote two weeks ago, our crisis
subsided," she said. "Faith was restored in politics."

Mr Sarkozy's plane was waiting nearby. In his campaign trips he has only slept away from Paris a couple of
nights. He likes to be home at 10pm for his own dawn starts. He is not comfortable among the provincial
small-fries of local politics.
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A non-drinker, frantic jogger and cyclist, he likes to be photographed in perpetual motion, a model of
dynamism, the son of an immigrant - a minor Hungarian aristocrat - who rose through the ranks through his
own graft and cunning and not the usual silver spoon. Those in his entourage on plane trips say his
conversation revolves more and more around his opinion polls, himself and his personal crusade. His
speeches are dotted with so many "I", "me" and "I want" that some news weeklies have begun to tally them
up.

At Ms Royal's final big stadium meeting in Paris earlier this week, the mood among the crowd was "TSS",
"tout sauf Sarko", or anyone but Sarkozy. The gig was like a bank-holiday rock festival, but with the feeling
that it was the last time for the ska bands, the actors, academics, comedians, sportsmen who have rallied to
Ms Royal to head off the bogeyman at the door. Posters showed Mr Sarkozy with bloodied fangs, a divisive
authoritarian who would rip apart social fabric.

For the left, the last day of the French presidential campaign is more than ever a referendum on Mr
Sarkozy's personality - a former interior minister, who has been in ruling government for years but has
reinvented himself as a type of opposition leader.

"He pits people against each other, he stigmatises French people of foreign origin," said Elyane Barras, a
retired administrator. "There will be riots again on the estates," said Sorraya Baiddou, a student from the
suburbs.

Ms Royal was presenting as the voice of "justice" against Mr Sarkozy's "brutality”. But behind the cheers
there was a sense of unease and frustration about the Socialist party itself and how it had run its campaign.
How, after the disaster of being knocked out by Jean-Marie Le Pen in 2002, after 12 years of Chirac, after
riots that shook the housing estates, could the left lose again?

Ms Royal, an outsider who had a surprise meteoric rise to become the party's candidate last year, has never
managed to unite a fractured party behind her. By contrast, Mr Sarkozy has spent years building a base in
the party he leads.

Some felt there was still a hope of a last-minute anti-Sarkozy rush. "She's not the ideal woman for the job,
but between a cold and cholera, I'd choose a cold," said one voter from Paris.
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Ségoléene Royal faced sexism, sour grapes and petty  jealousies - and she never
really stood a chance

Marcel Berlins
Wednesday May 9, 2007

Guardian

The elephants could scarcely contain their satisfaction. They tried to put on a show of being devastated by
the result, but "We told you so" was written all over their faces. That woman had outmanoeuvred them in
capturing the socialist party's candidacy; but the besuited old guard had now been proved right. Ségoléne
Royal had been the wrong choice, and now they could blame her for losing the election.

Setting aside the sour grapes, sexism and petty jealousies, do they have a case?

Royal became the socialist candidate mainly because the public opinion polls showed that she was the only
one from the left who had a chance of beating Sarkozy. She was different, not just because she was an
attractive woman among clever but dull men, but also because she was not part of the inner circle of socialist
policy-makers, over-familiar to the public and tainted with electoral failure. Would Dominique Strauss-Kahn or
Francois Hollande (the father of Royal's children, not happy at having to relinquish his ambitions for her),
have done better against Sarkozy? There is no reason to believe, even with hindsight, that any of the men
would have succeeded where she failed.

But if Royal was the right choice, could - should - she have won? Was her own performance responsible for
her loss? She was, undeniably, weak on content. She was not in command of facts and figures, and
sometimes wayward on policy. Occasionally her mistakes amounted to embarrassing gaffes. More often, she
answered questions requiring precision with flannel. In particular, she too obviously avoided straight answers
to questions seeking to ascertain the cost of her various proposals. In general she was widely perceived to
be lacking presidential stature and gravitas. But did all these weaknesses lose her votes of such volume as
to deny her victory? | doubt it.

She attracted large numbers of votes not because of who she was or what she said, but because she wasn't
Sarkozy. The traditional left voted for her - quite a few, as my friends put it, with a heavy heart - because she
was the candidate, whether or not they thought she was any good. Was it her fault that she didn't snap up
more centrists who had voted for Francois Bayrou in the first round? No, it was the policies she was
peddling. The overriding reason for Sarkozy's victory was that he was selling a new and different message to
the French; she was telling them the same old story. She could have performed more convincingly, but | don't
believe that she, or anyone else on the left, could have won.

That won't prevent the socialist establishment from turning on her, and not just because she lost. She upset
them with her diversions from approved doctrine, and she annoyed them by turning the election into an
egotistical (so they said) personal campaign. "It's all me, me, me, as if she was a film star," a man in the cafe
grumbled to me. What, then, is her future? Her loser's speech on Sunday was full of commitment to the
cause for which she had campaigned: "What we started together, we'll continue together." She clearly sees
herself as leading this movement, one of its aims being to re-energise the left.

Fine words, but unrealistic. Royal may have been the socialists' presidential candidate, but she holds no
influential position within the party's central body. | cannot see the elephants welcoming her with offers of
power and leadership, nor are they likely to encourage her to be instrumental in reforming the party. She may
soon find herself back running her region, Poitou-Charentes, with nothing else to show for her few months of
fame and glory.

I think | have discovered a little fraudlet perpetr  ated on viewers of French television on Sunday evening.
Under French electoral law, no indication of the result of the presidential election was allowed to be
broadcast until the stroke of 8pm. But the media outside France is not subject to the law. Both in the first
round and last Sunday, Belgian television, for instance, broadcast the projected results after the first batch of
polling stations closed, at 6pm; Sky News told its viewers of one such poll result. French broadcasters had to
wait until the last stations - mainly in the large cities - shut at 8pm. But anyone in France with any access to
anyone in Belgium could easily find out what the early exit polls had concluded.

My point is that all those politicians and experts who were animatedly discussing the contrasting futures of
France, depending on who turned out the winner, must have known the result, just like the presenters. They
were pretending to be as ignorant as their viewers, answering questions such as "Do you think Ségoléne
Royal has done enough to win over sufficient voters from the centre?" with a deadpan "We shall have to wait
and see." They debated at length what Royal would do if she won, knowing that she had lost and would not
be in a position to do anything. In other words, for an hour or so before the magic eight o'clock, much of the
discussion was a sham.
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It does not matter much, but | felt a little disconcerted, watching the apparently tense build-up to the result
becoming public, already knowing what it was and knowing that those people chatting away on the screen

also knew.

This week Marcel saw The Rose Tattoo, by Tennessee Williams, at the National Theatre: "Zoé& Wanamaker
is good as the tragic heroine, but the exaggerated Sicilian accents grated and the atmosphere wasn't right."”
He read Beyond Glory, by David Margolick: "The story of the 1938 Max Schmeling-Joe Louis fight and its
subtext: Hitler v America, white v black."
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Supplementary material

Q & A with French Presidential Candidate Segolene Royal

Thursday 01 February 2007

By Daphne Barak

Paris, Asharq Al-Awsat- So far, it seems that the main contenders in the race of the
French presidential elections are Segolene Royal and Nicolas Sarkozy. However,
Royal, the socialist candidate, who is a mother of four children, and whose husband
is the leader of the Socialist Party, has a special quality, namely that she challenges
the male-dominated French political traditions, because she is the first woman to
compete in this race in France.

In this interview, Royal talked about her plans if she were to achieve the highest
office in France with regard to the deteriorating problems of unemployment in her
country, what it meant to be the first woman in France who might reach the Elysee
Palace, and her stance toward the crisis in Irag and the peace process in the Middle
East. Royal considered that were the electorate to choose a woman for government
they would be linking her to prosperity and peace. With regard to Iran she said that
she was against Iran's nuclear plans, including its non-military program. At the same
time she stressed the need for withdrawing the US troops from Iraq in coordination
with the Iraqgis.

The Following is the full test of the interview:

Q: Segolene Royal, Welcome! What's Segolene? What does it mean? It's a very

special name.

A: It's a first name originally from the East of France. It's an old fashioned first name.

Q: You are the first ever woman to run for office in France. Do you remember the
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exact moment that you decided upon this?

A: It happened progressively. | didn't decide it. Public opinion did. The French people
led me to the front lines and trusted me and at that moment, | became involved in the
movement.

Q: Did you understand that by running you would be making history?

A: Yes. From the outset, I've been aware of the historic responsibility that | had, and
at the same time, | thought about the exceptional convergence between a woman
with a hardworking political experience and a historic moment; | didn't have the right
to not run.

Q: India, Turkey, and Pakistan which are supposed to be less developed than
America and France have or have had women Prime Ministers. Suddenly, we are so
excited about Hilary running for America and you running in France; how do you
explain that?

A: | think it is for the same reasons paradoxically. The countries you mentioned need
peace, prosperity, education and the people's vows brought them also towards
women in order that they weight for peace, prosperity, and education and
environment protection.

Q: Do you believe that politically, you are not treated equally or taken seriously
because you are a woman?

A: Of course. | think that all the women who become involved in politics are treated in
the same way. They rate their physical aspect and above all, there is a permanent
doubt about their credibility and their stature. They do not have the height or the
"suit". So we have to do more; we do not have the right to make mistakes. This is
why we go forward and we're forced to be the best.

Q: What do you think is the biggest problem in France today?

A: The main problem in France is unemployment, especially amongst the youth. I've
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launched a movement called “Desirs d’avenir” (Desires of a Future). | would like
young people in France to be able to find jobs because it is from there that France
will rise. | can't stand hopelessness amongst young people, especially amongst the
gualified ones who have difficulties finding a job. | would like France to hold out its
hand to them.

Q: Last year, there were riots in France. Can you tell us more about these riots? Why
did they take place?

A: | think that it is a rebellion from the young people who cannot stand that the
Republic does not integrate them. This rebellion started also from a refusal of a
government reform. The right wing government tried to impose a reform, the "C.P.E."
which was an insecure working contract, specifically for the young people. The youth
who have already suffered from unemployment would not accept their position
getting worse.

Q: What do you suggest for this segment of society in your agenda?

A: | think it is the battle for employment. | set up the Suburban States General in
order to respond to their concerns about culture, education, scholastic achievement;
[addressing] the single mothers to create jobs for parents so that they regain their
dignity, and so the children find again the meaning of the scholastic effort, and the
fight against employment discrimination. In the suburbs, when a young person has
exerted effort to get a diploma, and is unemployed, the younger brothers and sisters
do not work hard at school and this is what damages and degrades the trust.

Q: Let's talk about another painful issue: Irag. You were in opposition to the invasion
but what do you think should be done now?

A: Firstly, the French people were against this intervention like all the European
peoples. Today, the situation in Iraq is dramatic. The damages are extensive. It's now

up to Iraq to put in place a process that allows the American troops to withdraw. |
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think that once again, we hit the deep problem of the economic and social
development so the international aid must come in order for economic and social
development to bring back peace and trust.

Q: So you think that America should leave?

A: Yes, and at the same time, it is up to Iraqg to define the conditions of this
withdrawal. | think that the damages have been considerable.

Q: Since the war in Iraq, the relationship between France and America deteriorated.
If you are elected, how will you rectify this?

A: 1 do not mix up Bush's America with the American people. The American people
are our friends, and | hope that the partnership is strengthened in the research field,
in culture, and in the exchanges between young people. The American people are
the example of the liberty and of the enterprising mind. We have a lot to learn about
each other. Therefore, | do not mix up the two. For me, America is not Bush's
America.

Q: With regards to nuclear power in Iran, | read that President Chirac decided to
send an envoy there. What is your position?

A: | have a firm position against the Iranian nuclear project, not allowing them access
to the civil nuclear [technology]. Because | was Minister of Environment, | oversaw
the nuclear installations, and | know by experience that when we have mastered the
technology of the enriched uranium for civil purposes, we can then master the
enriched uranium for military use. As Iran refuses to be controlled, | am against Iran's
access to civil nuclear [technology].

Q: Turkey has been trying to gain entry to the European Union. Do you support
Turkey?

A: The process has begun. We cannot suddenly close the doors to Turkey. We are

pleased that countries like Turkey would like to embrace European values. At the
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same time, | think that we should pause in order to succeed with a European Union
with 27 countries. If this works well, Europe could then look over its borders.

Q: Global warming has become a key issue of debate. What do you think about
environmental issues and how do you prioritize environment?

A: It is very important for me. | said that | would like France to become the country of
environmental excellence. | was Minister of Environment. | am the head of a region; a
region that | preside over. | made it the region of the environmental excellence in
being involved strongly with the economic networks of the ecological development. |
think that it is a chance for France that is already very late. So, Nicolas Hulot's pact is
going to be included in my presidential project. I think that it is very useful because it
is about time to give a human meaning back to progress.

Q: Which female figures inspire you?

A: A revolutionary woman called Oleinde Degoude who fought for "women
citizenship”. She was not successful. It took a long time before French women
obtained the right to vote and was one of the last European countries [to allow
women to vote]. She was executed and even though she did not succeed, the
following generations of women relit the torch of this rebellion.

Q: Are you a revolutionary?

A: Yes, but | hope that | am not going to have my head cut off...even if some people
feel like doing that to me these days!

Q: How you do juggle campaigning and motherhood?

A: First of all by being in good health. | am the fourth child of a family of eight children
so | know what it means to be tough, to sort things out, and to get straight to the
point. | think that all women are aware of the difficulty to combine family life and
professional life. That pushed me in my political activity to create parenthood

vacations, to put in place child care centers, to claim the equal salary for women.
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Because as | had this problem, | want all women to benefit from the progress to allow
them to have a clear conscience when they are at work and a good conscience when
they are with their children.

Q: You were the first woman in French politics to openly talk about your pregnancy.
A: Yes. There was a period, not so long ago, when women would hide their
pregnancy. It was the old idea that a woman who had children had nothing in her
head, so women had to hide their maternity so that they would be taken seriously. |
claimed my maternity whilst | was a minister to help all the women impose their
femininity and so that they are not subjected to discrimination because of the
possibility of having children.

Even today, there is a 20% gap or more between the salaries of men and women
under the pretext that one day women would have to stop working because of their
children. That means from a professional standpoint, that men work more than
women so the salary inequalities, which are subconsciously linked to the fact that
women bear children, are totally outrageous.

Q: You have visited Lebanon and Israel, where do you stand regarding a Palestinian
state?

A: My position is the same as that of France. Israel has the right to its security and
the Palestinians have the right to a safe state. | think that the peace efforts have to be
absolutely pursued and supported in order to have a good balance very soon.

Q: Would you meet one of the organizations such as Hezbollah or Hamas that
Washington describes as terrorist organizations?

A: There have been many problems regarding this subject. Hamas is listed as a
terrorist organization, so | think that we cannot meet them. If one day we have to
comply to accelerate the peace process, it will all depend on the position of these

organizations' representatives. If there was a real peace process within the
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international organizations, we would have to gather everyone around the same table
and that would be a major step. However, unfortunately, today, there is a climate of
tension which is getting worse.

Asharg Al Awsat: In London recently, there was much controversy surrounding the
Big Brother reality TV show. What is racism to you in one sentence?

Royal: It is rejecting the other because of the difference of skin color.

Q: What does freedom of the press mean to you?

A: Apparently, the media is free in developed countries and in France. But, we have
to be very vigilant about the financial concentrations which slowly will allow some
groups to control media groups.

Q: What does anti-Semitism mean to you?

A: It is hatred against the one who is Jewish. It is terrible because it is the
prolongation of the Shoah [the Holocaust], the biggest crime committed by humans
against humans.

Asharg Al Awsat: Tell us about your campaign so far?

Royal: I think that it is when people who have had no voice have begun to speak for
themselves that emotion is at its strongest. For instance, two days ago, | was at a
town meeting in Roubaix. A woman stood up and said, “I've come to this debate, and
I’m going to go home tonight because | don’t know where else to go and that is
where my children are and my husband is going to beat me. | am an abused wife; |
don’t have any way out. What can you do for me?”

Q: What did you do?

A: | promised that as soon as | am elected, the first law | pass will be a law against
violence towards women i.e. a law that allows the woman and children to stay in the
family home and obliges the abusive husband to leave. At the moment it is the

opposite: the wife has to leave with her children, and when she has nowhere to go,
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she is subject to violence.

Q: What happened to the woman? Did she return to the family home?

A: Yes. We called her to find out what was going on; we let the police know what was
happening. These are very strong images. You can see that my way of campaigning
right now is to go to see people in these town meetings, to listen to them, to let them
have their say in order to build my presidential project.

Q: What kind of role will your husband play if you are elected?

A: That depends on him; he is a very talented politician in his own right. But | don’t
want to predict what will come next.

The presidential election in France is about the relationship between one person and
the French people. But behind that person, there is a team, a family...

He has organized this whole political organization and that has given the Socialists
today and the whole left, a hope of winning. So there is this complementary role. But

he is facing a lot of questions and media scrutiny.
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Nicolas Sarkozy

Published: February 14 2007 06:40 | Last updated: February 14 2007 06:40

Cécile Cornudet, Francoise Fressoz, Jean-Francis Pécresse and Dominique Seux from
the FT’s sister paper, Les Echos, interviewed Nicolas Sarkozy in Paris on February 13.

Les Echos: Since Ségoléne Royal unveiled her ‘Presidential Pact’, do you believe the
battle (for the presidency) is becoming a battle between two social projects?

[&]Sarkozy: Yes. We now know where Madame Royal's project is headed... It's a return to
the era of (former socialist Prime Minister Lionel) Jospin. The values Madame Royal puts
to the fore are those of state handouts and mollycoddling, egalitarianism and levelling. She
retains the 35 hour week, she doesn’t encourage work, she still doesn’t say if she favours
overhauling taxes, but we know she wants to overhaul spending. Where is the
modernisation we were promised? Where are the new initiatives? Where is the evolution
of French socialism towards European socialism?

Les Echos: Madame Royal develops the idea of ‘donnant-donnant’ (two-way co-operation).
It's not exactly mollycoddling, is it?

Sarkozy: She may put it thus, but what conclusion does she draw? None. It's the same for
the reform of the state. It's the same for public debt. She judges the level “unsustainable”
but what does she announce? More spending. When | talk about rights and duties, | am
precise: no minimum benefits without working in exchange; no papers to stay in France
long-term if one can’t write, if one can’t read, if one can’t speak French; no increase in
minimum pensions without consolidation of the pension system. It's going too far: Mme
Royal promises us a 5 per cent increase in the most modest pensions, while the socialist
party wants to challenge the Fillon law (which in 2003 prolonged the period of pension
contributions and aligned public sector salaries on those of the private sector). How can
one reasonably say to the French people ‘I am going to increase pensions and
simultaneously dismantle the way they are funded’'? We are dealing with two different
systems of logic: mollycoddling on one hand, responsibility on the other.

Les Echos: When it comes to costing your (Presidential) programmes, you both face the
same criticism: plenty of spending and little detail on the cost savings!

Sarkozy: | will of course respond to that charge, but there is no point in getting into the
detail of the proposals if you don’t understand the logic that binds them. The cornerstone
value of my programme is work. The strategy that gives credibility to everything | do is to
say to the French people: “You are going to earn more because we are going to work
more’. And that is how, collectively, we are going to encourage wealth creation. | want to
make France the country of innovation and audacity.

Les Echos: In your programme, is it coherent to want simultaneously to reduce national
insurance contributions by €68bn over 10 years and reduce the state debt to 60 per cent of
gross domestic product by 20127

Sarkozy: | didn’t pick the €68bn figure by chance. That reduction will allow us, over 10
years, to reduce the pressure of our tax and national insurance charges to the average of
the EU15. You can't claim to be European and simultaneously impose higher charges than
the rest. Is it compatible with the debt reduction objective? There are the figures, but above
all, there is the logic. My strategy is to think we will reduce our deficits and our debt the
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day we reinstate (the value of) work.
Les Echos: How much does your programme cost, and how would it be paid for?

Sarkozy: My programme will cost €30bn over five years, of which €15bn comes from
reductions in taxes and charges. But | want to add two key points that must be understood.
First, it is not the same thing to spend to assist, and to spend to invest. €9bn for research
and innovation are not the same as €9bn spent to create new rights without matching
responsibilities. On the one hand, there is investment, on the other mollycoddling. Then,
you have to realise that lightening national insurance charges and taxes on overtime will
bring in Value Added Tax receipts. But since you're asking me about the financial balance
of my programme, | will tell you more. My aim is to redeploy around 5 per cent of the
€590bn of public spending that can be redeployed. There are considerable sums available.
| wonder, for example if one couldn’t modify the aid connected to the 35-hour week to give
more to companies that create jobs and have a dynamic salary policy.

Les Echos: What would be the first sign of commitment to debt reduction?

Sarkozy: The implementation of the principle that we would not replace more than half of
the civil servants who retire. During the past 20 years, France has created a million public
sector jobs. | would make reform of the state a key presidential project. We have to
successfully merge the tax department and the public accounts department; merge the
unemployment insurance agency, Unedic, and the job-finding service, ANPE; merge the
state’s intelligence services. | would encourage the ministries to do so via a supplementary
budget, topped up by privatization receipts, which would provide additional funds to
ministers who undertake structural reforms. In accordance with the law | introduced and
Parliament approved, the capital structure of (state-controlled energy group) Electricité de
France can change.

Les Echos: It is said you want to divide up the finance ministry?

Sarkozy: | am reflecting upon the reorganisation of the Ministry of the Economy and
Finance. There would be, on the one hand, the management of the government accounts
and social security, which it would be logical to bring together. And on the other, | would
like a ministry of Economic Strategy or even — let’s dare to say the word — of production so
that France could have a real response to globalisation.

Les Echos: If you are elected, what would your calendar be?

Sarkozy: My first priority would be the modernisation of social democracy, for reforms have
always failed because that wasn't taken into account. The first pillar of that modernisation
would be the right for anybody to stand at the first round of the elections to professional
bodies. | would push for a wide-ranging and equal negotiation to see how best we can put
that in place. Secondly, | want to clarify once and for all the respective domains of the law-
maker and the social partners. Our present system doesn’t work. | would like the social
partners have an effective and systematic period of six to eight months to find, within their
field of responsibility, answers to the questions they face about workers’ rights.

Les Echos: Will (your proposed) unified work contract be part of this negotiation?

Sarkozy: Clearly, along with work-related social security; the two make up flexible security.
There’s no question, for me, of going ahead without consultations. | will fix objectives,
including that of a unified work contract (to replace open ended and short term contracts
now widely used). For me, this contract isn’t about ideology: it is a way to overcome the
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effects of the existing CDD (fixed term) and CDI (open ended) contracts, and the injustices
that arise from them. There will be a dialogue to put this in place. Thirdly, | want
commitments to minimum service standards (during industrial disruption) in transport and
other public services. It is the pro-rata for having a monopoly. On this issue, there would be
a law as early as June. Fourthly, | want to propose that there be a secret vote in
companies, universities and the civil service after eight days of strike action.

Alain Madelin and the Socialist Party say this risks being unconstitutional in respect of the
right of the individual to strike. This risk does not exist. If 90 per cent of workers vote to
return to work, the other 10 per cent can remain on strike. However, they would not have
the right to mount pickets.

Les Echos: Would the issue of overtime be subject to consultation?

Sarkozy: The principle of exonerating overtime from tax and national insurance is not
negotiable. On the other hand, | would pay close attention to what the trade unions have to
say about guaranteeing that overtime working is voluntary. | do not want to make the same
errors made by Martine Aubrey (who as employment minister introduced the 35-hour
week) in reverse. From summer onwards, | would open to negotiation the following
guestion: ‘How do we protect the worker who doesn’t want to work overtime?’

Les Echos: Would that not favour those with jobs, without creating new jobs?

Sarkozy: What creates jobs? It is activity. If we raise the purchasing power of people who
earn €1,200 or €1,500 (per month), the additional earnings will pass straight away into
consumption, it isn’t hoarded. Activity creates growth which creates jobs. That’s what all
successful countries have done. The alpha and omega (beginning and end) of economic
growth today is work and knowledge.

Les Echos: How much time would the social partners have for negotiations?

Sarkozy: The summer. We must be ready in the autumn. That must be true too for
research and university reform. | would draw up during summer 2007 an autonomy statute
for French universities: autonomy of decision making, autonomy over courses, autonomy
over the selection of students, for the recruitment of teaching staff. Universities that choose
autonomy would have access to new funding. We are the only nation in the world that
does not encourage corporate sponsorship. But no university would be obliged to become
autonomous. Among the big presidential projects, | would set the objective that, in each
region, there should be a campus on a European scale, with a library open on Sundays,
lodgings for researchers and students, and sports facilities. The state would invest
massively. | would create the conditions for a real guidance service, which covers all
careers opportunities. | am convinced that selection is currently something that happens to
you when careers guidance and evaluation are inadequate.

Finally, the last priority for the summer would be justice and security, with fixed minimum
penalties for repeat offenders, the reform of penal rights for minors, and the (reform of)
magistrates’ responsibilities.

Les Echos: Would the proposed 50 per cent cap on income taxes, including the
Contribution Sociale Généralisée, be put into effect in the summer?

Sarkozy: It will be put in place when it can be. You can’t do the same thing with growth of
1.5 per cent and growth of 3 per cent. My tax priorities are the exemption of overtime from
taxation, the exemption from inheritance tax of almost all households, and tax relief for
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interest payments on household mortgages. The aim is simple: we have to give back to the
middle class the opportunity to become home-owners. With low inflation, real interest rates
are high. | favour a high level of tax relief, even though there would undoubtedly have to
be a ceiling.

Les Echos: You have always said you are not against social VAT. Is that still the case?

Sarkozy: | watch with interest what is happening in Germany. Everyone said it would be a
disaster. But there have been neither price rises nor a recession. It is important to know
that. | would study this option.

Les Echos: What do you think of the idea, advocated by (socialist MP) Dominique Strauss-
Kahn, of a tax on expatriates, immediately re-named “Johnny Tax” (after expatriate singer
Johnny Hallyday)?

Sarkozy: I've rarely seen a stranger idea than that which consists of taxing those who carry
French culture and French economic interests beyond our frontiers, at a time when
everything is being done to encourage French people to be mobile, especially within
Europe. That’s absurd ! How could one distinguish between those who leave for tax
reasons, to study, or for whatever other reason? | hope Dominique Strauss-Kahn is feeling
brave when he seeks to explain to the entrepreneur who is off to work in Central or
Western Europe to conquer new markets that he will have to pay an additional tax.

On the other hand, | want to raise clearly in this campaign the issue of morality in financial
globalisation. We didn’t create the euro for it to result in capitalism without ethics or
scruples. | am extremely troubled by speculative movements. Who can accept that a
hedge fund buys a company with borrowings, makes a quarter of the staff redundant to
repay the loans, and sells the business piecemeal? Not me. In that economy, there is no
wealth creation. The capitalist ethic, is that he who creates wealth earns money, and he
who creates lots of wealth earns lots of money. That's normal. On the other hand,
speculation isn’t normal. Capitalism won’t survive without respecting a minimum of ethical
rules. The eurozone should be at the forefront of this thinking.

Les Echos: Do we need coercive measures?

Sarkozy: If | am elected president of the Republic, | will ask the finance minister to
propose, at the European level, a measure to reinforce the morality and security of
financial capitalism. In this respect, taxation of speculative movements seems to me an
interesting idea if it were introduced at a European level. | want to make France a country
which rewards wealth creation, but which also knows how to strike predators.

Les Echos: Ségoléne Royal also spoke very harshly last week about ‘rapacious money’
and ‘financial and media conglomerates’

Sarkozy: | won’t pretend her speech didn’t make me smile, to say ho more, coming from
someone who, to my knowledge, has not been ill-served by the media.
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