Preface

This thesis is the result of my year spent in the Master's program in International Development Studies at the Institute of Urban Planning and Alpine Geography of Grenoble (IUGA). It was written at the end of a 6-month internship at the UMR Innovation of the French National Research Institute for Agriculture, Food and Environment (INRAE). This final report is entitled "Historical and comparative analysis of the institutionalization of agroecology in French public policies". The choice of a subject on agroecology was a response to a long-standing motivation, that of enriching my knowledge on agricultural and food issues. A research work on agroecology allowed me to study in more detail the multiple agricultural, food and environmental issues to which the concept is attached.

As the subject was more specifically about the integration of agroecology in public policy texts, I was also able to improve my knowledge of the architecture of the French agricultural institutional apparatus. Finally, this research work succeeded in bringing together legal and political reflections -the representation by texts of the institutionalization of a new agricultural model -as well as questions related to development itself -agroecology as a new agricultural development project. This Master's thesis consists of both traditional parts and an article that constitutes the core of the work (chapters I to VI). It is the result of a six-month research project in which my supervisors played a fundamental role at every stage of the process, from the definition of the subject to the writing of the dissertation. I wrote the entire report with their support, exchanging ideas and suggestions, and taking into account their comments during the proofreading process.

It should be noted that this research has been conducted in French. Thus, some words, expressions, concepts and documents from the research results have been retained in French, for consistency and clarity purposes. Untranslated French forms are written in this report in italics.

Presentation of the institute and the research project

The subject of agroecology, although it emerged independently late in French research [START_REF] Bellon | L'agroécologie en France : L'institutionnalisation d'utopies. L'agroécologie en Argentine et en France : Regards croisés[END_REF], is now one of the six major themes studied by INRAE 1 .

INRAE is a French public institution resulting from the recent merger between the National Institute for Agricultural Research (INRA) and the National Institute for Research in Science and Technology for the Environment and Agriculture (IRSTEA), which took effect on 1 st January 2020. The decree merging the two establishments specifies that INRAE's main missions are to "carry out, organise and coordinate, on its own initiative or at the request of the State, all scientific and technological research in the fields of agriculture, food, forestry, environment, water, biodiversity, bioeconomy, circular economy, and sustainable land and risk management in the aforementioned areas of competence" 2 . Under the joint supervision of the Ministry of Higher Education, Research and Innovation (MESRI) and the Ministry of Agriculture and Food (MAA), INRAE prides itself on being the first institute in the world to be specialised in agriculture, food and environment 3 . Thanks to this position, the institute claims to be able to contribute to the "necessary transitions" 4 , namely the agroecological, nutritional and energy transitions. As for its organization, INRAE is composed of 14 scientific departments spread over 18 regional centres. It has 268 research, service and experimental units 5 .

The joint research unit (UMR) Innovation and Development in Agriculture and Food, based in Montpellier, is one of them. Its mission is mainly to analyze the innovation and development process in agricultural and food systems, from understanding the objectives of stakeholders in innovating to analyzing the effects of these innovations on development 6 .

Several of the research projects carried out are therefore related to agroecology, which is seen 1 « About us », www.inrae.fr/en/about-us, accessed August 30, 2021. 2 Article 2 of the Decree of 10 October 2019 on the organisation and operation of the National Research Institute for Agriculture, Food and the Environment. 3 « Europe / World», www.inrae.fr/en/europe-world, accessed August 30, 2021. 4 Ibid. 5 « About us », ibid. 6 « The Unit », www.umr-innovation.fr/en/the-unit, accessed August 30, 2021.

as an example of 'situated innovation', i.e. innovation that takes place in specific action situations where actors innovate to meet development challenges 7 . This internship is part of the TERRAE project, an acronym for "Dispositifs nationaux TERRitorialisés de politique publique pour l'AgroEcologie" ("National territorialized public policy mechanisms for agroecology"), funded by the Occitanie region. Several internships and post-doctoral contracts have resulted from this project and aim to document the regional variation of the policies carried out under the French agroecological project. It should be noted that this project involves both researchers and officials from the DRAAF Occitanie, a coherent partnership for an institute placed under the dual supervision of the Ministry of Research and the Ministry of Agriculture, but which is not the rule everywhere. Thus, some regional players are more inclined to encourage the agroecological transition than others 8 .

As mentioned above, agroecology has gradually appeared in INRA documents, until it gained legitimacy in 2010 when it was enshrined in the " Document d'orientation Inra 2010-2020 : une science pour l 'impact " (2010). The 2010s saw the affirmation of agroecology within an institute that had also the will to strengthen relations between science and civil society. Thus, a dialogue around agroecology was developed with citizens and certain agricultural actors, such as France Nature Environnement or the Confédération Paysanne [START_REF] Ollivier | Dossier : Perspectives franco-brésiliennes autour de l'agroécologie -Aux frontières de l'agroécologie. Les politiques de recherche de deux instituts agronomiques publics français et brésilien[END_REF]. This new orientation policy for agroecology at INRA comes at a time when research projects on this topic are being strongly encouraged, particularly through substantial funding. Michel Griffon, Deputy Director General of the French National Research Agency (ANR) between 2008 and 2011, emphasizes that financial and human investments in agroecology have been "extremely important in the scientific and political legitimization of the concept" 9 . Finally, this internship entitled "Historical and comparative analysis of the institutionalization of agroecology in French Public Policies" is part of a movement of massification of the study of agroecology in the research world, whether in terms of publications or institutions that take up the subject [START_REF] Nicot | The European networks of research, education and training stakeholders in agroecology[END_REF]. Hopefully, this thesis will make a contribution, however small, to the state of knowledge on the subject. 7 Ibid. 8 Report "Déclinaison régionale du Projet Agroécologique pour la France", CGAAER, October 2020. 9 Interview, August 2021. Today, agroecology is a new object of agricultural public policies that is being deployed at all levels. While, at the European level, the Commission has been trying to encourage the greening of the CAP since several reforms (Deverre & de Sainte Marie, 2008a), it was at the international stage that agroecology was expressly enshrined, when the FAO, after the submission of an important report [START_REF] De Schutter | Agroécologie et droit à l'alimentation[END_REF], organized a Global Dialogue on the issue comprising two international symposia (2014 and 2018) and a series of regional meetings (A. Loconto et al., 2018). The introduction of agroecology at the FAO was encouraged by France, which had previously adopted this political framework and made it the spearhead of its new agricultural policy. The "Agroecological Project for France" (PAE, Projet Agroécologique pour la France), led by the Socialist Minister of Agriculture, Mr. Stéphane Le Foll, was officially launched in 201210 . It was then adapted at the local level by linking several preexisting policies (MAEC, DEPHY farms) or new ones (GIEE, PAT), in order to reconcile agriculture and ecology and to integrate agroecology into the territories and farms. This process of putting agroecology into policy has not been without contestation, between actors with different visions of agroecology and in different social arenas (Bellon & Ollivier, 2018;[START_REF] Lamine | Dossier : Perspectives francobrésiliennes autour de l'agroécologie -Alliances et controverses dans la mise en politique de l'agroécologie au Brésil et en France[END_REF]A. Loconto et al., 2018). The FAO, "cathedral of the Green Revolution" according to its own Director-General11 , has long refused to open the debate on agroecology, even though social movements had already taken up the issue and were pushing for its recognition (A. M. [START_REF] Loconto | Une définition politique « globale[END_REF]. In France, the agroecological project came up against both the criticism of the FNSEA, which was hostile to the "ecological" aim of the program [START_REF] Arrignon | La mise en politique de la biodiversité : Éclairages pluridisciplinaires[END_REF], and that of farmers' associations, which conversely regretted the "technico-economic" vision 12 of agroecology that emerged from the government project. These controversies surrounding the implementation of agroecology as a political project reflect the multiplicity of visions of this notion on the part of actors who carry sometimes opposing agricultural projects. Agroecology thus acquires a different meaning depending on the actors who take hold of it and is subject to a continuous process of redefinition according to the interests and values of the groups that support it, despite the long-standing work of stabilizing its foundations and the pre-existence of historical actors carrying the notion (Bellon & Ollivier, 2018).

Although controversial, the notion of agroecology has been chosen to be the banner of the new French agricultural policy [START_REF] Jolly | Institutionnaliser l'agro-écologie-Trajectoire d'une politique d'écologisation de l'agriculture[END_REF][START_REF] Musson | De quoi l'agriculture écologiquement intensive est-elle le nom ? Une analyse du changement institutionnel à travers l'approche discursive[END_REF]. The PAE, an instrument of this policy, has been institutionalized in an original way compared to previous agricultural policies implemented by the state. On the one hand, since the modernization laws of 1960 and 196213 , the agricultural sector was indeed mainly governed by "top-down" policies, taken at the European level and secondarily at the national level, which introduced primarily incentive and normative mechanisms and, more marginally, contractual measures [START_REF] Bosc | Les transitions agroécologiques en France : Enjeux, conditions et modalités du changement[END_REF]Deverre & de Sainte Marie, 2008b;Muller, 2000a). However, the French agroecological policy, by encouraging local initiatives and a project-based organization without restrictive measures, promotes a different logic. It is a bet on the collective and on the territory that is made by a policy which, if it refuses to be considered as a top-down administrative instruction, is voluntarily presented as "a direction, an ambition and a structured and partnership-based action plan"14 . Thus, the French agroecological policy appears through a singular political program as an undertaking to institutionalize at all administrative levels a multifaceted concept, that of agroecology. Therefore, the objective of this article will be to analyze the conception of governmental agroecological policy through its texts.

To answer this question, we analyzed the framing documents of the French agroecological project, i.e. the institutional texts issued by public policy actors in the field of agroecology, published between 2008 and the present. These documents were then subjected to a lexicometric analysis that allowed us to identify the themes mobilized by the French agroecological policy during the different phases of its implementation and at the different scales studied.

After detailing the theoretical and methodological framework of this research, we present the characteristics of the agroecological project in terms of the forms taken by public policies and the definition of agroecology itself, at the national and regional levels. We then discuss the lessons learned and the contradictions raised by the institutionalization of agroecology, particularly with regard to the mode of governance chosen by the French policy and the place it reserves for the social dimension of agroecology. Finally, we examine the scope of the agroecological program and whether it can constitute a new frame of reference (référentiel) for French agricultural policies.

II. Theory a. How is the institutionalization of agroecology problematic?

The use of the term agroecology at the top of the French government is surprising. For a long time, the concept has had an engaged and militant character, which has been used by scientists and social movements to protest against the dominant agricultural model supported by the central government [START_REF] Bosc | Les transitions agroécologiques en France : Enjeux, conditions et modalités du changement[END_REF]. The use of such a vocabulary by the Ministry of Agriculture may therefore be questionable, unless it is seen as another attempt to redefine a term that is sufficiently polysemous to serve multiple interpretations [START_REF] Derbez | Les Mobilisations Collectives pour l'Agro-Ecologie (MCAE) à l'épreuve de leur opérationnalisation : Variations sur le thème de l'agro-écologie[END_REF].

The polysemous nature of agroecology has already been illustrated several times in the course of the many movements to qualifiy an almost century-old concept. Several research publications [START_REF] Doré | Les mondes de l'agroécologie[END_REF][START_REF] Ollivier | Pour une histoire de l'agroécologie en Europe[END_REF][START_REF] Stassart | Chapitre 1. L'agroécologie : Trajectoire et potentiel. Pour une transition vers des systèmes alimentaires durables[END_REF][START_REF] Wezel | Agroecology as a science, a movement and a practice. A review[END_REF] trace the history of the term and attribute the first mention to the Russian agronomist Bensin in 1928. From the 1930s until the late 1960s, several scientists including Klages (1928), Azzi (1928), Tischler (1965) and Hénin (1967) used agroecology to apply the principles of ecology to agriculture. From a concept confined to the natural sciences, agroecology was gradually appropriated by social movements in the 1970s in response to the excesses of the Green Revolution. Finally, under the influence of American agroecologists and sociologists (Altieri, Gliessman, Francis), the field of agroecology was extended to the entire food system and thus combines the production dimension with the distribution and consumption dimensions [START_REF] Francis | Agroecology: The Ecology of Food Systems[END_REF]. This brief chronology shows us the constant movement of requalification of a concept that, over time and with regard to the actors who appropriate it, expands to the agri-food system as a whole while advocating the defense of an alternative agricultural development model.

Agroecology was first established as an alternative framework [START_REF] Stassart | Chapitre 1. L'agroécologie : Trajectoire et potentiel. Pour une transition vers des systèmes alimentaires durables[END_REF], opposed to the technological model of intensification. Initially seized by science, the concept was then promoted by social movements from the 1960s onwards, which gave it its engaged and even anti-state character [START_REF] Arrignon | La mise en politique de la biodiversité : Éclairages pluridisciplinaires[END_REF]. Agroecology developed particularly in Latin America, where peasant agriculture, trade unions and local associations used the concept to call for an alternative to industrial export agriculture. Driven by these movements, it also influences and is nourished by the farmers' own practices. Agroecology was thus, until recently, a concept contained in science, social movements and practices15 [START_REF] Wezel | Agroecology as a science, a movement and a practice. A review[END_REF]. How did the state appropriate the concept? The French agroecological project launched in 2012, as well as the "10 elements of agroecology" published by the FAO (2018) illustrate the consecration of agroecology on the political level. In their article, [START_REF] Bellon | Institutionalizing Agroecology in France : Social Circulation Changes the Meaning of an Idea[END_REF] add the political and economic dimensions to the triptych that originally constituted agroecology. By making an alternative concept the basis of its new agricultural policy, the Ministry of Agriculture seems wanting to profoundly modify its software and switch to a new agricultural référentiel.

b. What is a public policy?

According to Muller, a public policy's référentiel corresponds to "the image of the reality on which one wishes to intervene" [START_REF] Muller | Les politiques publiques[END_REF]. This image, also referred to as the "cognitive field", depends on the perception that the actors have of the system to be regulated.

For example, the definition of an agricultural policy depends closely on society's representation of farmers (the small-scale farmer, the entrepreneurial farmer, etc.) and the role of agriculture (food-producing agriculture, sustainable agriculture, export agriculture, etc.). It is therefore on the basis of representations of the place and role of a given sector within a given society that the référentiel will be established. More precisely, the purpose of a public policy référentiel is to resolve a discrepancy in the existing representations between a sector and the society. For example, the misalignment between the environmental and climatic changes underway on a global scale and the low consideration of these phenomena by certain sectors (industry, transport, agriculture) has led to the establishment of specific policies to try to reduce it.

Nevertheless, good management of the global-sectoral relationship does not necessarily mean the formation of a new agricultural référentiel. Muller teaches us that the development of a policy référentiel requires the construction of a cognitive field that includes all the knowledge that the actors deem relevant in order to make the policy possible and controllable. This process of unifying knowledge is composed first of a phase of explanation of the changes that affect reality, and then of an operation of construction of operational algorithms that allow the transformation of the system whose evolution has been observed. Finally, the third phase corresponds to the integration of these algorithms into values, which, if they are imposed, notify a change of the global référentiel. Applied to the new French agroecological policy, the process of unifying the cognitive field represents the moment when the State becomes aware of the global changes and chooses to respond to them by defining a new, more appropriate agricultural model.

However, does agroecology constitute a new agricultural référentiel? Several French agricultural policy guidelines have followed one another since the beginning of the 20th century (Muller, 2000a[START_REF] Muller | Les changements d'échelles des politiques agricoles[END_REF]. From a "maintenance référentiel" under the Third Republic, which aimed to keep farmers in the countryside and maintain rural balances, French policy was modernized after the Second World War. This new "modernization référentiel" saw farmers become more professional and organize themselves into unions to defend agricultural expansion before the State. The nascent co-management system (named cogestion) reached its peak in the agricultural orientation laws of 1960 and 1962, which overturned the French agricultural architecture. With the first reforms of the CAP in the 1980s, the compromise between the State and agricultural organizations was called into question, and the latter were then forced to accept measures negotiated on a supra-national scale. At the same time, the modernization référentiel, considered as a hindrance to the advent of an open economy and a true liberalization of exchanges at the global level, gave way to a new "market référentiel", which has since become the basic reference system for agricultural policies. However, a gap between the agriculture marketisation logic and French society is being felt, and is materialized in particular in the new environmental concerns, the local demands, the persistence of alternative forms of agriculture and the withdrawal of the State [START_REF] Arrignon | La mise en politique de la biodiversité : Éclairages pluridisciplinaires[END_REF]. The emergence of agroecology and its appropriation by the French government thus seems to be both a response to this "référentiel crisis" and an attempt to build a new one.

III. Method

The methodological choice of approaching the question of the institutionalization of agroecology in France through public policy texts brings to light the key actors and texts that favored the political implementation of this concept and allows us to chronologically retrace the design of its implementation.

In order to analyze this evolution of agroecological policy, the chosen method implied first to build an adapted corpus of institutional texts. We chose to limit our selection to public policy texts containing the occurrences "agroécologi_" or "agro-écologi_" (noted "AE"). This choice was made in order to take into account the different spellings of the word (with or without hyphens), as well as the frequent use of the adjective "agroecological" to describe entities. Thus, we often find the expressions "agroecological approaches", "agroecological practices" or "agroecological transitions". The texts were selected from among those published by traditional public policy actors and, more specifically, agricultural and food policy actors 16 .

They were collected from the websites of these institutions, from the legal portal "Légifrance", as well as during various interviews and email exchanges with some of these actors. However, some texts in which the sought occurrences appear were excluded from the final corpus, either because they do not enter into the process of constructing public policies on agroecology, or because they contain too few references to agroecology in relation to the overall weight of the text (number of pages and words). These exclusions -59 texts were excluded -are justified by the overall coherence of the corpus, which would be overwhelmed by texts with no real connection to the subject or containing too few references to the subject in relation to the relative weight of the text. The selected corpus includes the following categories of texts:

government plans (22 texts), regulatory and administrative acts (36), CASDAR calls for projects and reports (17), France Stratégie analyses (2), CGAAER reports ( 14), CEP analyses (17), laws (2), proposals and bills (10), parliamentary reports from the National Assembly and from the Senate (7), CESE notices (5), reports from scientific and research institutes commissioned by the executive or legislative powers (7), calls for projects and applications 16 These actors include the Ministry of Agriculture and Food, France Stratégie, the General Council for Food, Agriculture and Rural Areas (CGAAER, an internal body of the MAA), the Centre for study and outlook (CEP, also linked to the MAA), the National Assembly and the Senate, the Economic, Social and Environmental Council (CESE), and certain scientific and research institutes at the national level; the Regional Directorate of Food and Forestry (DRAAF) and the Occitanie Regional Council at the regional level.

from the DRAAF Occitanie ( 17), other documents of interest from the DRAAF Occitanie ( 5)

and documents of interest from the Occitanie Region (2). In total, the corpus includes 163 texts.

The texts selected show a time frame that extends from 2008 to the present, with a number of references to agroecology that increases sharply in 2013 (see Figure 1), the day after the launch of the PAE at the "Produisons autrement" conference. The chronological analysis of the texts has made it possible to precisely define the period in which agroecology was put into policy and thus to more accurately transcribe the history of its implementation. 2 0 0 8 2 0 0 9 2 0 1 0 2 0 1 1 2 0 1 2 2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6 2 0 1 7 2 0 1 8 2 0 1 9 2 0 2 0 2 0 2 political actors who participated in the construction of this program17 . These discussions allowed us to clarify the texts that guide and define French public policies on agroecology, and to shed light on the role of certain key actors and institutions in the formulation of these policies.

The 163 selected texts were then processed using the Iramuteq software, whose acronym stands for "Interface de R pour les Analyses Multidimensionnelles de Textes et de

Questionnaires", in order to perform a textual analysis of the corpus [START_REF] Ratinaud | IraMuTeQ : Interface de R pour les Analyses Multidimensionnelles de Textes et de Questionnaires[END_REF]. The [START_REF] Reinert | Les « mondes lexicaux » et leur 'logique" à travers l'analyse statistique d'un corpus de récits de cauchemars[END_REF] analysis proceeds by successive partition of the corpus and allows to reveal classes of statements that group together segments of texts with similar vocabulary. These classes constitute recurrent semantic universes that structure the discourse produced in the texts by the various speakers. Each class is thus interpretable by the terms that constitute it as well as by the meta-data with which it is statistically associated (using the chi2 measure). We thus integrate several illustrative variables, such as the author of the text, the year of publication and the type of text in question. For example, we attempt to analyze the evolution of vocabulary related to French agroecological policies over time. We also discriminate between texts according to the actors who issue them in order to observe the differences in discourse according to this characteristic. The textual analysis of the corpus has made it possible to distinguish classes that describe both the singularity of public policies on agroecology and the framing of agroecology by public policy actors.

IV. Results

After several exploratory iterations, we chose to adopt a configuration that produces a partition of the corpus with 12 classes, allowing a detailed analysis of the corpus based on significant classes that appeared to be recurrent, and therefore robust, during these iterations (see Figure 2). While the first block focuses on the instruments and procedures of public policies on agroecology (classes 12, 1, 5, 4, 8, 10), the second describes the issues and objectives of agroecology as institutionalized by the PAE (class 7, 3, 2, 6, 9, 11). These two blocks refer to Muller's analysis (1995) and focus both on the cognitive and normative aspects (first block on the left) and on the instrumental dimensions of the public policy (second block on the right).

From this analysis of the corpus, we wish to show that the French agroecological project results

in a new public policy based on non-normativity (a) and where agroecology is revisited from the perspective of performance (b). Although these characteristics are found in a similar way at the regional level, the translation of the PAE in the territories is impoverished (c). These texts, mainly initiated by the Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Forestry (MAAF), multiplied in the years following the launch of the PAE and were characterized by their low level of normativity. The normativity of a policy is one of the three dimensions of a public policy analysis according to Pierre Muller, along with the cognitive and instrumental dimensions [START_REF] Muller | Les politiques publiques[END_REF]. According to Muller, the normativity of a public policy is expressed through the establishment of standards that define the gap between the perceived reality and the desired reality. Depending on the desired model, these standards can, for example, impose a change towards a more economically efficient agriculture or force a stronger integration of the environmental issue in agriculture. However, this prescriptive dimension is not very present in the French agroecological policy, as the implementation of the PAE is rather in the form of "projets" and "plans", for which "orientations" and "stratégies" are defined (class 4). There are few binding measures and quantified objectives that would require farmers to achieve a specific and tangible goal. The absence of verbs expressing an obligation (devoir, falloir) in this class also confirms the desire to avoid any structural constraints in the PAE. In it is no longer the State that imposes on farmers but the farmers who choose to include their action in a normative framework materialized by specifications ("cahier des charges"). It is also within this class that the verbs of obligation are found, which reflect more the administrative procedures to be respected for the success of the calls for projects rather than political norms enacted directly by the State.

If the government has chosen not to compel or impose, it is because it is betting above all on an agroecological transition through the diffusion of knowledge (class 1). The Ministry is therefore betting that the knowledge capitalized by some farmers on agroecology will be shared with others and that this dissemination movement will expand to create new professional standards. Class 1 also reveals that this transfer of knowledge is carried out through "réseaux"

and "groupes" of farmers, in the form of "collectifs" and "partenariats". This partnership dimension of the French agroecological project aims to involve a wide range of stakeholders The various policies initiated and the architecture of the PAE will then be evaluated (class 5). Here, it is precisely an "évaluation" of the "pertinence" and "cohérence" of the PAE "au regard" the "objectifs" of the program that is raised. This class reveals once again the nonnormative nature of the French agroecological project. Indeed, several documents regret the absence of simple and measurable "indicateurs" that would allow the evaluation of the stated objectives. While the various PAE evaluation documents point out this lack, they do not propose new, more precise result indicators and are content to make "recommandations". In an expected way, this class emerges rather late in the process of institutionalizing agroecology (2016 and 2017), at a time when the different policies have already been implemented. Class 5 can therefore be understood as an evaluation of the effectiveness of French public policies on agroecology at a time when some of these policies have failed 20 . In the end, it appears that it is only the forms taken by agroecological policies that are evaluated, and not the characteristics of governmental agroecology itself.

b. An agroecology focused on performance

A look at the other block of 6 classes revealed by the textual analysis of the corpus shows us the specificities of agroecology instituted by the governmental project. As shown by previous work [START_REF] Arrignon | La mise en politique de la biodiversité : Éclairages pluridisciplinaires[END_REF][START_REF] Ollivier | Dossier : Perspectives franco-brésiliennes autour de l'agroécologie -Aux frontières de l'agroécologie. Les politiques de recherche de deux instituts agronomiques publics français et brésilien[END_REF], this analysis confirms that agroecology is institutionalized under the angle of performance (classes 3 and 11). Class 3 thus contains a lexicon relating to the achievement of results, through action verbs (approcher, viser, améliorer) and adjectives that qualify these results (économe, systémique, viable). The notion of performance is thus at the heart of the French agroecological project. But it is above all the notion of "performance économique" that is found, the expression being mentioned 356 times in the corpus, i.e. more than the environmental (205 times), social (66 times) and health (5 times) performance. Agroecology is not the only type of agricultural model that requires economic performance. Class 11 provides information on other types of "high-performance agriculture", particularly the organic and conservation agriculture, for which several instruments for measuring their performance are mentioned (hectare, rentabilité, rendement).

This performance imperative can be found in several reports commissioned prior to the formulation of the PAE by Stéphane Le Foll and the MAAF, in particular the report prepared by Marion Guillou, whose title "Towards doubly efficient agriculture to reconcile competitiveness and respect for the environment" ( 2013) is unequivocal21 . Thus, "double performance" (which includes economic and environmental performance) is present 145 times in the corpus and "triple performance" (which includes the social dimension) 108 times.

This performance logic also spreads to the various issues addressed by the French agroecological project, which are the food issue (class 6) and the climate change issue (class 2). Food, which has become a strong focus of the PAE, particularly since the General States of Food (EGA) organized in 2017 under the Macron government, extends the logic of performance that structures Stéphane Le Foll's PAE. This is particularly visible in the evocation of the food "marché" which is often "mondial", and where "concurrence" between actors dominates. In a context of performance imperatives, the mention of the word "crise" in the corpus is not insignificant either. Indeed, a food crisis would have the consequence of freezing the ultimately productivist software of the PAE. The "crise" is therefore not perceived in its social dimension in terms of food insecurity but above all as an obstacle to the proper development of the globalized food market22 . Class 2 also reveals a vocabulary in which climate change constitutes a threat to the environment, but also to the economy. Thus, the "changement climatique" puts farmers in front of new "risques" and "aléas" (climatic, economic and health) while leading to price "volatilité". This class also includes certain action and obligation verbs (faire, falloir, aller) that indicate the need to act in the face of this situation, both environmentally and economically.

Finally, the strong representation of a lexicon linked to dual economic and environmental performance within the PAE masks the absence of another term that is specific to historical agroecology, from the American pioneers to social movements. Indeed, the social dimension of agroecology is very rarely present in the classes. The change from double to triple performance, precisely in order to integrate the social aspect of agroecology into the PAE, did not lead to a re-evaluation of the social performance objective. Thus, the occurrence "performance sociale" is found rather weakly and in only two classes of the textual analysis (see Figure 4). for the other two components of the triple performance, namely environmental performance (199) and economic performance (587). Conversely, if the same analysis is made within class 5, which focuses on the evaluation of the PAE as a public policy, the result is very different.

Indeed, the "performance sociale" is the first to appear within this class (101), while "performance économique" (7) and "performance environnementale" (19) are much less present. The social dimension is therefore not really taken into account in the definition and issues of agroecology, which would explain why it is highlighted in the evaluation documents 0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700
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Performance sociale Performance environnementale Performance économique published after the launch of the PAE policies. In fact, in view of the underestimation of the social parameter, which has been denounced by certain associations, the architects of the PAE chose to reinject the social dimension into the texts and policies carried out during the examination of the project. This dimension is also present in the calls for GIEE projects published by the DRAAF, where the desire to achieve certain "social performance objectives" is mentioned.

The analysis of other occurrences also shows the low consideration of the social character of agroecology institutionalized by the PAE. An analysis of the occurrence "travail" shows us, for example, its absence from the classes relating to the characteristics and issues of agroecology, whereas a deep reflection on the work of farmers is usually carried by agroecology. The word "travail" is only present in class 5, which deals with the evaluation of public policies, and is only used for "travailler à une meilleure mise en oeuvre du PAE". The same is true for "connaissance", "compétence" and "savoir-faire" of farmers, on which agroecology wishes to rely in order to diffuse its agricultural practices. While these occurrences are quite logically part of class 1, which deals with knowledge transfer and the partnership component of the PAE, they do not appear in the other block, which focuses on the definition of agroecology.

c. An impoverished agroecology framework at the regional level

The analysis of the 23 texts of the corpus published at the level of the Occitanie region provides information on the way in which agroecology is implemented in the territories (see Figure 5). The two blocks, relating to the forms taken by public policies on agroecology and the characteristics of agroecology as put into policy by the PAE appear in a similar way as in the overall analysis (see Figure 2). These similarities can be easily understood with regard to the chronology of the implementation of agroecology in France. Indeed, the political initiative in agroecology is first carried by the government, especially following the "Produisons autrement" conference of 18 December 2012. It was only afterwards that the agroecological project spread to the regional level, from 2015. The first regional text included in the corpus is a call for GIEE projects for 2015 in the Midi-Pyrénées region 23 . It is therefore the national frameworks for public action that are imposed on the decentralized levels of the State. However, even if the non-normative dimension of the policies carried out and the way in which agroecology is instituted from the point of view of performance are two parameters that can also be found within the regional analysis, the framing of the PAE at this administrative level is impoverished. This impoverishment is found both in the first block of classes relating to the characteristics of regional agroecology, and in the second one which concerns the form taken by the PAE at the territorial level. The study of the first block (classes 5, 4, 6) reveals an agroecology logically characterized by its territory of implementation, marked by the "montagnes", the "méditerrannée" or the "causses" (class 5). At this level, the main challenge of agroecology is the protection of the regional "biodiversité" (class 4) and the "autonomie" of "intrants" (class 6). Although these specificities are typical of the regional analysis, the fact remains that the diffusion of the PAE in the region has been weakened. Indeed, apart from the preservation of biodiversity, the region does not identify other PAE targets, as was the case at the global level, notably on the food or climate issue. Moreover, the new mention of agricultural autonomy is used here to qualify autonomy at the farm level, whereas this criterion is used in a great number of calls for GIEE projects precisely for the creation of collectives. Therefore, the government's bet on the collective comes up against regional authorities that still think in terms of the farm.

The second block (classes 1, 8, 7, 3, 2) also reveals a diluted translation of the PAE at the territorial level. Class 8 on the dissemination of the agroecological policy does not mention the "accompagnement" of farmers or the "transfert" of "pratiques" and "connaissances", which are found at the global level. This class thus appears to be a very weak attempt to respond to the national desire to diffuse the PAE at all territorial administrative levels. The presence of a small number of program partners in this class (Chambres d'agricultures, APCA,

COREAMR 24 ) and the absence of alternative agricultural development structures (CIVAM, RAD) confirm this idea. To complete this picture, it should also be noted that this block of classes distinguishes the two most common types of calls for projects, namely those relating to the DEPHY Farms and Groups 30 000 of the Ecophyto plan (class 7), and those relating to "Groupements d'intérêt économique et environnemental" (GIEE, class 2).

This alteration of the agroecological project in its translation at the regional level is also apparent in the surprising absence of the economic performance of agroecology, in favor of a re-evaluation of social performance. For example, the term "double performance" is not present in the corpus, unlike "triple performance", which includes the social dimension of agroecology.

Conversely, class 7, which deals with the issue of plant protection products, includes many occurrences of the words "travail", "savoir-faire" and "connaissance", all of which being related to the social aspects of agroecology. These results are mainly explained by the chronology of the regional documents. Indeed, more than 70% of the texts (17 out of 23) were published from 2018 onwards and thus follow a period when PAE policies have been evaluated

and corrected (see Figure 3, class 5). Several reports published at the national level between 2016 and 2017 effectively reported a lack of consideration of the social dimension of agroecology within the PAE. The actors of the French agroecological project were then incited to an update of their software, including more strongly the social axis in agroecological policies.

As mentioned earlier, this social incentive was first carried out at the national level before spreading to the regional one.

V. Discussion

Having studied the results of the textual analysis of the French agroecological project, it is now time to explore its scope and contextualize it with regard to the political and institutional environment. Thus, we will see that the Ministry's focus on the non-normative and the territory does not necessarily lead to a bottom-up political approach (a). We will then analyze that the strong focus on the performance causes a deterioration in the social dimension originally attached to historical agroecology (b). Finally, it will be determined whether agroecology constitutes a new référentiel of the agricultural sector (c).

a. A policy with a limited bottom-up approach

The specificities of the French agroecological policy are numerous. The PAE is presented as a non-binding policy, disseminated through the practices and knowledge of farmers, and benefiting from multiple and varied partners. Governmental communication also emphasizes the territorial dimension of the agroecological project, which allows territorial actors to be empowered while justifying a certain withdrawal of the State [START_REF] Arrignon | La mise en politique de la biodiversité : Éclairages pluridisciplinaires[END_REF]. These different characteristics of the French PAE are reflected in the historical principles of agroecology, which emphasize traditional knowledge and local practices of farmers, while relying on the collective and self-organization. While the government is trying to remain faithful to the original characteristics of agroecology, is the PAE a real "bottom-up" approach to agricultural development, i.e., a process of political construction that spreads from the bottom to the top? The bottom-up logic claimed by the government is not, in practice, really one, and suffers from several paradoxes.

First, while the objective of the PAE is to encourage bottom-up approaches (creation of farmers' groups, revaluation of local practices), the French agroecological project embodies a top-down approach precisely because it is part of a governmental program [START_REF] Lamine | La fabrique sociale de l'écologisation de l'agriculture[END_REF], which imposes a bureaucratic logic of framing actions and controlling resources. The participatory dimension of the PAE, where farmers are encouraged to form collectives and reduce their use of phytosanitary products, is therefore paradoxical as these incentives are contained in programs and calls for projects launched by the state. Farmers participate in the agroecological project only within the limits formulated by the government. The PAE partners in the territories did not seek either to detach themselves from political action at the national level in order to establish new policies. Thus, as previously stated, neither the DRAAF nor the Regional Council of Occitanie took the initiative for the PAE at the regional level but only followed the State's orientations in terms of agroecology. The content of the texts found at the regional level and their low number confirm this observation25 . Yet, since 2013, the Regional Councils have been managing the Regional Rural Development Programs (PDRR), financed thanks to the European EAFRD, which constitute a lever for the agroecological transition. The PDRRs contain compulsory measures and others whose opening is left to the free appreciation of the regions. While some regions are therefore more advanced than others in terms of agroecological transition, the problem remains that of the government's top-down approach.

Indeed, while the PDRRs are now managed by the Regional Councils, which have their own political orientations, the Ministry of Agriculture disseminated in 2014 a methodological guide 26 proposing possible measures to be included in the PDRR, while the regions had already drafted their own programming document27 . Moreover, the polysemous, even deliberately vague, nature of agroecology favors the inclusion in the PDRRs of measures that do not target agroecology as such, but rather projects aimed at organic farming or "double performance".

This vagueness surrounding the definition of agroecology by the PAE is also at play in the dispersion of actions of the PNDAR, another rural development program, financed by the CASDAR [START_REF] Filippi | Le PNDAR, outil de politique publique au service de la transition agro-écologique : Analyse au prisme des projets de coopération agricole[END_REF]. The State, by its desire not to precisely qualify the agroecological project or to issue normative policies, caused a fragmentation of the measures carried under the PAE, which ultimately resulted in an "agroécologie à la carte " (Bosc & Arrignon, 2020a). The alleged withdrawal of the State from the implementation of the PAE is therefore illusory and above all masks an agricultural cogestion that, even when renewed, still exists.

Although the Ministry claims to want to rely on farmers, their skills and know-how, the PAE was nevertheless instituted and administered by the classic actors of French agricultural policies, according to a cogestion system. This system, which appeared in France in the 1960s (Muller, 2000a), describes the development of agricultural policies through the joint action of professional agricultural leaders and state representatives [START_REF] Hervieu | Sociologie des mondes agricoles[END_REF]. Comanagement is, directly or indirectly, at the origin of the reformulation of the French agroecological plan [START_REF] Jolly | Institutionnaliser l'agro-écologie-Trajectoire d'une politique d'écologisation de l'agriculture[END_REF]. Indeed, the Ministry of Agriculture and the majority farmers' union set the tone of the agroecological project, through ambivalent but uninterrupted relations.

For example, one interviewee states that the FNSEA discussed with the Elysée Palace to promote a conciliatory minister at the Agriculture Ministry28 , while Stéphane Le Foll made sure to maintain dialogue with the majority unions by using expressions such as "double performance" or "agroecological transition" [START_REF] Arrignon | La transition agro-écologique : Une politique de développement durable comme les autres ? VertigO[END_REF]. Nevertheless, as is the habit of socialist governments, the PAE has tried to open up the management of agroecology policy to new actors. Beyond formal or informal consultations [START_REF] Jolly | Institutionnaliser l'agro-écologie-Trajectoire d'une politique d'écologisation de l'agriculture[END_REF], the public policy documents contained in the corpus reflect this and come from many institutions that each had a role to play in the development of the PAE. For example, the CESE hosted the inaugural conference of the parliamentarians also contributed to some aspects of the PAE31 . However, despite the shift to a "pluralized" cogestion [START_REF] Lamine | La fabrique sociale de l'écologisation de l'agriculture[END_REF], the construction of the PAE is entrusted to classic actors and institutions of agricultural policies, which embody less a form of rupture than a will to combinate the different majority branches. The opening up of cogestion is therefore limited to certain partners, while other more alternative actors are excluded. The marginalization of the latter and the absence of their demands in public action documents has led to disputes, particularly concerning the weak social dimension attributed to agroecology by the government.

b. An agroecology stripped of its social dimension

On the sidelines of the first International Symposium on Agroecology organized at the FAO on 18 and 19 September 2014, a collective for a peasant agroecology denounces the government project whose sole purpose is to "consolidate an agricultural policy with a predominantly export vocation" and within which "social issues are not taken into account."

Instead, the collective demands a "social and ecological agriculture anchored in the territories"32 . These protests are taking shape in a context where the French agroecological project is being elaborated around a lexicon focused on performance and far removed from the original agroecological principles. As a militant concept carried by social movements, agroecology is becoming "depoliticized" through contact with the State (Bellon & Ollivier, 2018), which strips it of its social character and gives it an appearance more likely to please the dominant players of the agricultural sector.

The loss of the social orientation of agroecology originates in the assumed desire to federate the agricultural worlds. Thus, the vocabulary of the PAE centered around the notion of performance, and in particular the emphasis placed on economic performance, made it possible to reassure the FNSEA about the program's objectives [START_REF] Arrignon | La mise en politique de la biodiversité : Éclairages pluridisciplinaires[END_REF]. The Ministry goes even further in the economization of agroecology, presenting it as an additional guarantee of competitiveness for farmers, rather than as a means of preserving the environment [START_REF] Arrignon | Chapitre 8 . Le plan français de transition agroécologique et ses modes de justification politique : La biodiversité au secours de la performance agricole[END_REF]. Social issues are initially absent from the ministerial software, as they are also absent from the content of the Loi d'avenir (LAAAF), enacted on 13 October 2014. In it, agroecology is not qualified as such, it is the "agroecological production systems" that are defined as "systems favoring the autonomy of farms and the improvement of their competitiveness, by maintaining or decreasing economic profitability, improving the added value of productions and reducing the consumption of energy, water, fertilizers, phytopharmaceutical products and veterinary medicines". This inclusive definition of agroecology is also part of the government's peacemaking strategy, which aims to reconcile the interests involved by avoiding cleavages [START_REF] Lamine | Dossier : Perspectives francobrésiliennes autour de l'agroécologie -Alliances et controverses dans la mise en politique de l'agroécologie au Brésil et en France[END_REF][START_REF] Lecole | La PAC et l'environnement : Freins et leviers pour la transition agroécologique[END_REF].

The dismantling of the social function of agroecology is moreover visible in the choice and chronology of the lexicon used by the government. Thus, it was only a year and a half after the official launch of the PAE that Stéphane Le Foll, during a press conference on 17 June 2014, added to the agroecological project the social dimension that it lacked, shifting the government's communication from a "double performance" objective to that of "triple performance" 33 . This late addition reflects the real aim of the PAE, within which the social and protest dimension is only secondary. In this sense, a comparison between France and Latin America, the original territory of agroecology, is interesting. In Latin America, agroecology is indeed a political struggle that raises strong egalitarian demands and carries a real desire for social change (Bosc & Arrignon, 2020a). These characteristics, expressed in France by social movements, were immediately dismissed when agroecology was established as a new agricultural development policy. We can also wonder about the government's choice of the term "agroecology", as it follows several attempts to qualify a new agricultural public policy. Thus, after "sustainable development" 34 , "agriculture with high environmental value" (HVE, agriculture à haute valeur environnementale) and "ecologically intensive agriculture" (AEI, agriculture écologiquement intensive) 35 , "agroecology" was chosen by Stéphane Le Foll as the standard for the new French agricultural policy. However, before the "Produisons autrement" conference of 18 December 2012, very few public policy documents mention the term agroecology: the AE occurrence appears only 31 times in 5 public policy documents. The occurrences searched for refer either to agroecological practices or to international documents that use the term (IAASTD report 36 , De Schutter report 37 ). None of them refers to the establishment of a French agroecological policy. Thus, it seems that Stéphane Le Foll has adopted a vocabulary that had never been used in French agricultural policies, and has lightened its social dimension in order to please the major actors of the agricultural sector.

However, this absence of the social dimension in the French agroecological project must be moderated. Although social forms of work are not effectively implemented in the PAE, the Ministry has nevertheless made an effort to enhance the status of certain key players in the territories, particularly certain agricultural and rural organizations (CIVAM, CUMA, FNAB).

These structures, with greater financial capacity, have been given greater weight on the local scene and have been able to disseminate the agroecological project more easily among the actors in the territory. 34 The concept of sustainable development was included in Article 6 of the Charter of the Environment, which was incorporated into the Constitution in 2005. 35 These two expressions were developed by Michel Griffon following the Grenelle de l'environnement in 2007. 36 Report "Agriculture at a Crossroads", International Assessment of Agricultural Knowledge, Science and Technology for Development (IAASTD), 2009. 37 Report "Agroecology and the Right to Food", Report presented to the 16th session of the UN Human Rights Council by Olivier De Schutter, 2011.

c. Agroecology as a new agricultural référentiel?

If Stéphane Le Foll wishes to bring together agricultural worlds with divergent interests, it is because he sees the PAE as a break with previous agricultural policies. This desire for a paradigm shift has been energetically supported by the Minister and his cabinet, who have endeavored to disseminate this new model within the agricultural world, as confirmed by this Ministry staff member: "At the start of the agroecological project, we did an enormous amount of teaching ("pédagogie"). For example, we had steering committees, in the first few years we had ten a year, especially with the agricultural profession and research. This was to make people understand what we were getting at, because at the beginning the word agroecology did not necessarily appeal, and I think that now it is found almost everywhere. 38 This teaching has borne fruit, as the polarization between actors linked to agroecology is less marked today than when the PAE was launched, in particular due to the appropriation of agroecology by many actors carrying contrasting agricultural alternatives (Bellon & Ollivier, 2018). Some actors critical of agriculture have thus moved closer to more neutral actors by being integrated into the program's architecture and into the policies conducted under the PAE. The General States of Food, organized in 2017 under the new political majority, brought together the whole of an agricultural sector that had little to object to an agroecology that had become consensual.

Philippe Mauguin, the former director of Stéphane Le Foll's cabinet, co-chair of a workshop, confirms: "What was striking was to see how far we have come, the consensus on the need for agroecological transition which is total and almost immediate between all the parties. I said to myself, in a few years, the debate on the need to commit to this agroecological transition has been partly won 39 ." In addition to having been instituted in a new agricultural policy, agroecology has thus become part of the everyday language of the sector and of civil society.

It is therefore possible to question the extent of this change in order to determine whether it can be considered as a transformation of the agricultural référentiel.

According to Muller, a change of agricultural référentiel occurs when there is a gap between a sectoral référentiel and the global référentiel. The sectoral référentiel corresponds to the image one has of the place of a particular sector in society, whereas the global référentiel is defined as the general representation around which sectoral representations are articulated 38 Interview at the General Directorate for the Economic and Environmental Performance of Enterprises (DGPE), Ministry of Agriculture and Food, April 2021. 39 Interview, June 2021. [START_REF] Muller | Les politiques publiques[END_REF]). Thus, it seems that the agricultural sector, which has been locked into a market logic in line with trade liberalization since the 1980s, is out of step with the image that French society has of its relationship with the world, where the environmental issue, the emphasis placed on territories and the withdrawal of the central State are shacking up the global référentiel. Agroecology, like multifunctionality in its time, has thus benefited from the destabilization of the global-sectoral relationship to institutionalize itself within a new agricultural public policy since, according to Muller, "the purpose of every public policy is to take charge of the misalignments that may occur between a sector and global society" [START_REF] Muller | Les politiques publiques[END_REF]. The arrival of agroecology at the top of the French government also took advantage of the window of opportunity offered by a political changeover. A change in agricultural policy had indeed been prepared upstream by the left, particularly within the Saint-Germain Group40 .

The arrival of this new political majority then exacerbated tensions between supporters and opponents of the new agricultural model being promoted. Conflicts during a period of transition between two référentiel are frequent and intense, and can be explained by the fact that they involve both ideas and "the very existence of the groups in question as actors, through the image they have of themselves and the acceptance of their place in the world" [START_REF] Muller | Les politiques publiques comme construction d'un rapport au monde[END_REF]. In order to avoid excessive tensions, the Ministry implemented a strategy of conciliation between agricultural actors, using an appropriate vocabulary. For example, the expression "agroecological transition", which evokes a smooth change in the agricultural system and not a rupture, has now become the norm [START_REF] Arrignon | Les transitions socio-écologiques peuvent-elles changer l'agriculture? NAAJ -Revue africaine sur les changements climatiques et les énergies renouvelables[END_REF]. The word "transition" is also used elsewhere in the political landscape, for example in the title of the Ministry of "Ecological and Solidarity Transition", instead of the former Ministry of the Environment.

With the introduction of a new agroecological policy, is the market référentiel being replaced by a new "sustainable agriculture référentiel" [START_REF] Muller | Les changements d'échelles des politiques agricoles[END_REF]? This is far from certain, as the reference to the market remains prominent in the French PAE, symbolized by the strong focus on the notion of performance, particularly economic performance. Similarly, the desire not to constrain and to give responsibility to agricultural actors also resembles a market logic, where the State expects farmers to "regulate" the agroecological project themselves by disseminating it to the greatest number. While it is true that the PAE mobilizes several new issues at once (pesticides, food, climate) and has an assumed will to rely on local knowledge and territory, it still fits into a productive paradigm that does not allow it to be deeply differentiated from the market referential in force since the 1980s [START_REF] Arrignon | La mise en politique de la biodiversité : Éclairages pluridisciplinaires[END_REF]. This is not the first time that the different aspects of the PAE mentioned have been translated into public policies. Indeed, favoring a bottom-up and systemic approach and promoting the territorial scale and farmers' collectives are characteristics found in some previous policies, such as those related to land management contracts (CTE) and multifunctionality. It appears that it is only their articulation within the same agricultural policy that is a novelty, not their presence as such [START_REF] Lamine | La fabrique sociale de l'écologisation de l'agriculture[END_REF]. Moreover, compared to these former policies, the instruments deployed by the PAE (GIEE, DEPHY Farms) are soft law solutions based on the belief in the knock-on effect of information and knowledge [START_REF] Arrignon | Chapitre 8 . Le plan français de transition agroécologique et ses modes de justification politique : La biodiversité au secours de la performance agricole[END_REF]. We can therefore doubt their real effectiveness, whereas the CTEs had made it possible to generalize the principle of contractualization to the agricultural profession [START_REF] Léger | Le Contrat Territorial d'Exploitation : La rencontre difficile d'un instrument à vocation territoriale et de la tradition sectorielle de la politique agricole française[END_REF]. In short, the French agroecological policy appears to be an aggregate of measures already adopted in the past and within which a strong productivist logic persists. Under these conditions, the establishment of a "new" agricultural référentiel is therefore uncertain.

VI. Conclusion

This research reveals the process of institutionalization of agroecology in France, through its main instrument, the "Agroecological Project for France" launched in 2012 by the government. The result is that agroecology, a vocabulary initially remote from any political endeavor, has been seized by the French state, which has made it the basis of its new agricultural policy and deployed it at all administrative levels of the territory. The placing of agroecology on the political agenda in France reveals a double transformation, that of public policies in their forms -the non-normative character of the PAE being assumed -and that of agroecology in its definition itself -with an inflection on economic performance to the detriment of the social factor. The normative vagueness and the withdrawal of the social parameter are added to the particularly polysemic nature of agroecology, which finally causes an erosion of the PAE in its dissemination at the regional level. It then becomes clear that French agroecological policy carries certain contradictions. First, the top-down political approach announced by the Ministry is hampered by the need to unite the agricultural community in a context of renewed cogestion.

Then, there is the announcement of an "agroecological" project that should include a strong social dimension, in accordance with the principles and values of agroecology, while in reality economic performance predominates.

While the French agroecological project could be a means of operationalizing an ideology from above, it turns out that the ideology in question is not one. The governmental agroecology does not in fact carry the original idea of agroecology as defined by science, practices and social movements [START_REF] Wezel | Agroecology as a science, a movement and a practice. A review[END_REF], nor does it represent a new model that would distinguish itself from previous agricultural policies implemented in France. French agroecology thus brings together a mixture of various ideologies, where "the logic of greening agriculture and the commodification of the environment are intertwined without it being possible to decide on the outcome of the process" [START_REF] Arrignon | La mise en politique de la biodiversité : Éclairages pluridisciplinaires[END_REF]. This vagueness contained within the PAE itself reflects on farmers who find themselves disoriented by the various contradictory incentives formulated by the agroecological project [START_REF] Bonny | Ré-écologiser l'agriculture, enjeux et défis de l'agroécologie[END_REF]. It is therefore possible to draw a parallel between the French agroecological policy and the policy aimed at institutionalizing family farming in Argentina, both of which were introduced without really challenging the productivist agricultural paradigm. In both cases, "the fragmentation of the agricultural sector from the point of view of public policies seems to be a response to the contradictions generated by the injunctions to remain competitive in a globalized economy and those that call for the territorialization of public action and the taking into account of the environment" [START_REF] Gisclard | L'institutionnalisation de l'agriculture familiale en Argentine : Vers la reformulation d'un référentiel de développement rural[END_REF].

As for the question of whether the agroecological policy constitutes a change of référentiel, it seems for now that its ideological proximity to the market référentiel prevents any change in the agricultural cycle. The new French agroecological policy, in its attempt to reconcile the economy and ecology, is ultimately situated in an in-between situation that characterizes society as a whole, where the injunctions to greater general "écologisation" [START_REF] Lamine | La fabrique sociale de l'écologisation de l'agriculture[END_REF] clash with the objectives of productivity and competitiveness that are still in force. The PAE is therefore the right translation within the agricultural sector of the logics that underlie global society: claiming to want to change everything, without really changing anything.

Afterword

This thesis and the internship associated has provided me with valuable lessons both from the point of view of the object of study and of research methods and techniques. Thus, the subject of the institutionalization of agroecology in French public policies allowed me to explore in more detail several issues related to agricultural development and the architecture of the French agricultural system as such. This experience also taught me a lot about the research process, especially in the delimitation of the subject and the choice of research questions, the initiation to quantitative research via the Iramuteq software, the preparation and conduct of interviews, and the writing of the final report. On this last point, learning how to write a scientific article and the multiple codes it requires is a real added value to this experience and will undoubtedly help me in the rest of my journey.

The plan initially conceived in March evolved as the internship progressed. Given the small number of documents published on agroecology at the regional level, the analysis focused more strongly on the national level, even though a comparison between the two scales was made. Another reason for this was the difficulty in making interviews with personalities who were involved in the construction of the PAE at the regional level. Furthermore, the discovery of Pierre Muller's theory of public policy made me decide to integrate the issue of the référentiel more fully into this work. Finally, the translation into English of a research work done entirely in French was complex. I hope, however, that this work is readable and understandable. 
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  who did not necessarily have a say in the implementation of previous agricultural policies and in the face of the State-agricultural profession pair. Thus, in addition to the farm advisory structures (class 1), class 10 provides information on the plurality of stakeholders concerned by the PAE, from traditional agricultural stakeholders (ACTA, APCA, Coop de France) to research institutes (INRA, IRSTEA 18 , CIRAD), agricultural development structures (ONVAR) and Ministry of Agriculture departments (DGPE, DGAL). These actors are mobilized to facilitate the diffusion of agroecological knowledge and to promote the implementation of the various policies conducted under the PAE in the territories. This is the case, for example, of the "DEPHY Farms" network and the "Groups 30,000", two instruments resulting from the Ecophyto plan (launched in 2008 and renewed in 2015 and 2018) that involve several actors (Chambres d'agriculture, DRAAF) and rely entirely on the dissemination of knowledge among farmers. Indeed, the DEPHY network gathers pilot farms that aim to create, identify and share good practices related to the reduction of the use of pesticides. The Ecophyto 30,000 Groups have the same objective and aim to increase the density of the DEPHY network by multiplying by ten the number of farms involved in a voluntary approach to pesticide reduction. If this public action instrument is finally one of the few to present a quantified objective (30,000 committed farms), it is not accompanied by prescriptive measures but only tends to "disseminate the results obtained on the different farms of the network" 19 .
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  agroecological project; the Centre for studies and outlook (CEP), attached to the Ministry, published several analyses aimed at clarifying and evaluating the PAE measures; research institutes such as Agreenium and INRA 29 , inherited preparatory work for the 2014 "loi d'avenir pour l'agriculture, l'alimentation et la forêt" (LAAAF), as did the CGAAER 30 ;
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National Conference "Agricultures: Produisons Autrement", Economic, Social, Environmental Council, 18 December 2012.

"At the first international symposium in 2014, I said that we were going to open a window in the cathedral of the Green Revolution by placing the perspective of agroecology at the heart of the debate on the future of food and agriculture", José Graziano Da Silva, opening of the 2 nd International Symposium on Agroecology, 3 April 2018 (cf.[START_REF] Loconto | Une définition politique « globale[END_REF].

Statement " L'agroécologie ne peut être que paysanne!", www.confederationpaysanne.fr, 17 September 2014.

The "Loi d'orientation agricole" of 5 August 1960 was supplemented by the Law of 8 August 1962.

"Rapport annuel sur l'agro-écologie", Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Forestry, 2014 (cf.[START_REF] Arrignon | La mise en politique de la biodiversité : Éclairages pluridisciplinaires[END_REF].

It should be noted that there is a strong link between these three dimensions, with science blending with movements and practices, and vice versa. For example, Miguel Altieri founded the Latin American Society of Agroecological Scientists (SOCLA), while Stephen R. Gliessman spent nine years in Costa Rica and Mexico working with social actors.

Interviews were conducted with the following actors: Simon Miquel and Catherine Foyer-Benos (DRAAF Occitanie), Aline Boy and Brigitte Midoux (DGPE, Ministry of Agriculture and Food), Marc Dufumier (Professor Emeritus at AgroParisTech), Philippe Mauguin (CEO of INRAE), Bertrand Hervieu (President of the French Academy of Agriculture) and Michel Griffon (Researcher at CIRAD).

INRA and IRSTEA merged on 1 st January 2020 to form INRAE.

" Ecophyto : objectif 30 000 exploitations agricoles ! ", Ministry of Agriculture and Food, 1 st February

 20 The Ecophyto plan, launched in 2008 and aiming for a 50% reduction in pesticide use by 2018, has instead seen an increase in the consumption of plant protection products during the first five years of its application (cf.[START_REF] Guichard | Le plan Ecophyto de réduction d'usage des pesticides en France : Décryptage d'un échec et raisons d'espérer[END_REF].

Report by Marion Guillou " Vers des agricultures doublement performantes pour concilier productivité et respect de l'environnement ", Agreenium-INRA, May 2013.

It should be noted that the numerous occurrences of the word "crise" are also related to the recent health crisis, which is mentioned in several documents of the corpus.

DRAAF Midi-Pyrénées, " Appel à projets 2015 en région Midi-Pyrénées ", 6 February 2015. The law of 16 January 2015 on the delimitation of regions, regional and departmental elections merges the Midi-Pyrénées and Languedoc-Roussillon regions to create Occitanie (law that came into force on 31 December 2015).

The Regional Commission for the Agricultural Economy and the Rural World (COREAMR) was set up by a decree of 23 April 2015 to exercise its advisory powers vis-à-vis the regional prefect for the recognition of GIEE.

Only 23 texts were selected from the Occitanie region, 21 from the DRAAF, 1 from the Regional Council and 1 from the Regional Chamber of Agriculture.

"Guide méthodologique pour la mobilisation du FEADER en faveur du projet agro-écologique", Ministry of Agriculture, Agri-Food and Forestry, May 2014.

Analysis "Regional rural development programmes (PDRR) and agroecology", Centre d'étude et de prospective, May 2018.

Interview, August 2021.

Report by Marion Guillou " Vers des agricultures doublement performantes pour concilier productivité et respect de l'environnement ", op. cit.

Report "Evaluation de la politique de développement agricole ", General Council for Food, Agriculture and Rural Areas (CGAAER), 15 May 2014.

Report by Dominique Potier "Pesticides et agro-écologie. Les champs du possible", submitted to the Prime Minister Manuel Valls, 22 December 2014.

Statement " L'agroécologie ne peut être que paysanne !", op. cit.

" Agro-écologie, la double performance devient triple ", www.campagnesetenvironnement.fr, 17 June 2014 (cf.[START_REF] Arrignon | La mise en politique de la biodiversité : Éclairages pluridisciplinaires[END_REF].

The Saint-Germain Group was an informal discussion group created by Stéphane Le Foll to discuss agricultural issues. According to Bertrand Hervieu, who was one of the twenty or so people in the group, the idea of the Saint-Germain Group was "to prepare a possible return of the left" (Interview, July 2021).
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List of abbreviations

For convenience purposes, abbreviations are listed in French and translated in both French and English. The objectives of an interview are:

-To shed light on the evolution of the definitions and lexicon associated with the term agroecology.

-To identify the role of the different institutional texts that orient and define the national public policies of the State and the Occitanie region in terms of agroecology.

-To shed light on the historical evolution of public policies resulting from these texts in the implementation of agroecology at the national and regional levels.

-To reflect on the future of agroecology within French public policies.

THEME 1

Definitions

What is your definition of agroecology?

How has this definition evolved?

What are the differences between your personal definition and that of the state?

THEME 2

Actors and texts

Which actors have contributed to the emergence of agroecology in France?

What are the texts that marked a turning point towards agroecology?

Was the word agroecology used prior to the launch of the PAE in 2012 in public policy documents?

Why did you choose the word agroecology specifically when launching the PAE?

Since 2012, how has the consideration of agroecology evolved within the state? THEME 3

Public Policy

What do you think of the ordering of public policies resulting from these texts?

What do you think about the effectiveness of public policies on agroecology? What are the main obstacles to agroecological transition?