











The idea of a “Western” approach such as you find it in America
is far better than the nationalistic approach which, unfortunately,
has too often characterized European education. The idea of
“Western” civilization is based not on a reactionary ideology but
on a very stimulating, if sometimes naive ideology of progress.

If you favor a “non-Western” approach to education to favor the
learning of other great civilizations—Chinese, or Islamic, for exam-
ple—that is an arguable notion, although you can’t learn everything
at once. But if it’s to argue that the memoirs of a Guatemalan peas-
ant, or of an obscure American feminist from Minnesota in 1880 is
a cultural “fact” as important as any other, I find that grotesque. In
French culture it’s the same thing. To give equal footing to the
most prodigious works of French culture and to some obscure pro-
duction from the French-speaking Pacific islands is something I
can’t agree with.

PA: Can one consider oneself a “cultural pluralist” and still hold to
the idea of “Western civilization™?

ELRLD: What I liked about the “Western civilization” idea was
that it was nonprovincial. American universities are the least provin-
cial in the world, intellectually speaking. They have been charac-
terized by a prodigious openness, by the greatly varied specializations
of their scholars, by their “secular” character and their openness to
many currents of thought: Marxist, feminist, gay-lesbian, etc. I be-
lieve this nonprovincial character of the American university
should be maintained, and that we should remind ourselves that the
idea of Western civilization was a sign of that openness.
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