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“Of all nations, of any consideration FRANCE is the one which hitherto, has
of fered the fewest points of which we could have any conflict of right ad
the nost points of a comunion of interests. From these causes, we have
ever looked to her as our natural friend, as one with which we never could

have an occasi on of difference”.

Ladi es and Gentlenen, | wi sh these words have been pronounced a few weeks
ago at the United Nations General Assembly by your President. But | am
sorry to say that they were not. President BUSH is not President JEFFERSON;
President CHIRAC is not Louis XVlI; 2003 is not 1780. And you mght be
informed —-if you eat sone Freedom fries, if you have heard of CREDT
LYONNAIS or if you - that situation is slightly different today than 200
years ago! Myving nenories of the Independence War and sniles of August
1944 let place for angry faces, difficult dial ogue, perhaps great divide.

This tine may be the worst we have never known since a long tinme: | do not

care. | should even say that it notives ne, as

I am not an historian, either a French proselyte making Frenchification of
the American History; | amnot a part of the French Conspiracy (there is a
| arge debate about this in this country, from JOHN ADAMS ideas of a foreign
and hegenonic influence), or to remind you that British |law conmes from the
Nor mands, who were French !: you know Paul Henri BENJAM N remark regarding
Americans: “No doubt you have English blood; but the English thenselves



admt that the purest and the best of their blood is Norman, which neans
French”. | am not representing official French position.

I am a sinmple citizen, pilgrim of the Franco-Anerican friendship. |
believe — and | came from FRANCE today for that reason — that FRANCE was,

was, is and will be the United States “cl osest friend.”

Actually, | really decided to cone in June 2003 (2") when | saw in the
Internet a US survey. The question was: How inportant is FRANCE as a US
ally? I was shocked by the response: very/20% somewhat/ 36% not at all/
42% That nade nme very sad; this was enough to convince nyself to spend

ni ghts and weekends to prepare a |lecture !

There are classical nmneans to remnd French presence in American
contenporary life: cuisine, fashion, ladies, perfumes and soccer (somne
days), Louisiana, Statue of liberty inaugurated in 1886, nmade by the French
in PARIS (scul ptor Auguste BARTHOLDI) and given by the city of PARIS to the
city of New York (what is nore a world symbol of America, Pronise |and and
Freedom in the world than this statue?), WASH NGTON DC. designed by the
French Engi neer Pierre-Charles LENFANT, the Treaty of Septenmber 3d 1783
which ended War in America signed in PARI'S, the Anerican Acadeny of Arts
and Sciences founded by QUESNAY de BEAUREPAI RE, ROCHAMBEAU s compani on in
arns, WIlliam STRICKLAND who |earned the technique of the suspension
bridges from the French; | also could renenber the French influence in
different fields: architecture: la “maison carrée de N nmes” which inspired
the State Capital at Richnmond, the city of Versailles and the Mall of
Washi ngton DC., “l’'Hotel de la Légion d Honneur” and MONTICELLO, |a Bourse
du Commerce a PARIS and the University of VIRGANA, all French nonunents
which strongly influenced the Jeffersonian architecture, paintings: John
TRUMBULL, Sanmuel MORSE, GCeorge HEALY in PARIS; the Barbizon school, the
| npr essi oni st s, CORCT, MONET, so many French influencing Anerican

pai ntings! W could spend a long tine on that.

And what to say of French words, used so often in this country : “vis-a-
vis", “touché”, “chic", “rendez-vous”, « en route », “créene de la crene”,
“bi zarre”, “coup d' Etat”, “torts", “porte cochére”, “concours d'él égance”,
“ laissez-faire”, “cliché” etc.”. Anyway, | am not sure it was enough to

make that |ecture in French !



Anyway, | did not cone to talk about French truffles or French cars, but
about denocracy !

Wiy denocracy ?

You should be the devil's advocate and say: are you sure to be the nost
qualified to speak of denocracy ? You were the French American Enpire, at
its apogee when LOUIS XIV died (1715; we held nost of this country), wth
unhappy nmenories of intolerance and despotism you may recall what an
Anerican soldier conming fromthe French and Indian War said two and a hal f
century ago: “People do not |ike French; when we neet nen whom we disli ke,
we call them French !". You could remind me our own difficulties to reach
true denmocracy: US has the same Constitution and same institutions since
1787, in spite of one civil war, tw world wars, intense political and
social crises. And our country FRANCE changed its institutions not |ess
than 16 times (without the nodifications); since the 18" century and
absol uti st nonarchy, we had three constitutional monarchies (1791, 1814 and
1830), two Emperors (1804 and 1852), Maréchal PETAIN and not |ess than five
republics! You could say: your police did cooperate with the German Nazis
to send thousand of Jew sh people to death ! Wi are you French to talk
about denocracy with your bloody Revolution, which sent to death at | east
250. 000 innocent people, the King LOUS XVI and his wife the Queen MARI E-
ANTOl NETTE, with your NAPCLEON, described in terrible words by THOVAS
JEFFERSON: “Attila of the age.destroyer of ten nillions of the human race...
great oppressor of the rights and liberties of the world..unprincipled
usurper, wthout a virtue, no statesman, knowi ng nothing of conmmerce,
political economy or civil government”. Wio are you to tal k about denocracy
wi th Monsieur LE PEN, extrenme right candi date, who reached about 5 mllions
vote at the presidential election !

Wio are you European -as said recently Jean-Francois REVEL in a remarkable
book dealing with French Anti-Americanism where the two mgjor genoci des of
human history came from comunismand fascismare not born in the U S!

These coul d be good questions maki ng the French hunbl e and di senchanted...
For all these reasons, | amnot here to propose any nodel or exanple but to

remind you only one thing: French-Anerican exchanges rely since the very
begi nning on a sinple idea: nutual influence.



One lecture could be given on Anerican influence: the passion of the French
for exoticismof AMERICA is not new. La Nouvelle France, Louisiana, Canada,
Jacques CARTIER, fishernen, explorers, etc...So many French came here since
centuries. And you know how great was the influence of Anerican Revol ution
(“le Vent d Arérique” as said Caude MANCERON) on French thinkers and
politicians |ike TALLEYRAND, SEYES, CONDORCET or M RABEAU, as LAFAYETTE and
JEFFERSON i nspired the French declaration of rights in 1789.

As said ROBERT BADINTER, it was a “fascinating intellectual feed-back”, a
ki nd of cross-nurturing French thinking inspiring Anerican Foundi ng Fat hers
and Anerican exanple having a strong influence on French who were dreamn ng
of a True Constitution making protection for Freedom Civil rights were the
bridge between the two countries: Anerican declaration of independence,
including a declaration of rights, had a crucial influence on the French
declaration. And the 17 articles voted by the Constituent Assenmbly were
i mediately published in the U'S, where they triggered the addition of the
10 first anendnents to the Constitution of 1787. JEFFERSON was very
notivated by the link between the two Revolutions: “A failure there would
be a powerful argunent to prove there must be a failure here”.

Renember the enthusiasm of the French for the Insurgents was |just
incredible, especially anmong the old French Nobility: we admred their
daring, courage and energy. The LAUZUN, FERSEN, NQAILLES, SEGUR, etc... had
only one dream fight for freedom in AMERI CA. Between 1760 and 1790, 26
publ i cations about Anerica were translated into three European |anguages.

Renember the fascination of the French for the American independence, when
they portrayed the “wild” American soldiers as Turkish Mors, dressed in
pant al oons and turbans, when French soldiers cane back to their provinces,
turning into passionate propagandists of new ideals ! Just because of
Anmerica, we knew that freedom and civil rights were not utopia ! As said
Robert R PALMER, we lived together “the Atlantic Revol ution”.

I will speak today mainly of the origins of the American denocracy. |
propose to you a short ride through Franco-American history of the early
years, that we will have to confront with contenporary issues.



THE FRENCH PARADOX HELPI NG AMERI CA ON
| TS WAY TO DEMOCRACY

The alliance was a matter of ideas, comerce, diplomacy and nilitary
i ssues: Anmerican denocracy is born with independence and independence was
brought by the French.

FRANCE AT WAR

French Arnmy was involved as early as 1777 in the Wst Indies, then at the
siege of SAVANNAH in 1779 with Admiral d’ ESTAING Bu you know that nmilitary
and naval force cane later, in 1780, led by ROCHAMBEAU and his officers
(LAUZUN, CHASTELLUX, VIOMENI L, CUSTINE, etc.).

The decision had been taken in VERSAILLES -the City where | live- during
winter 1780. W brought troops -5034 exactly-, canons, food, clothing,
15.000 nuskets. The Anerican continental arnmy was poor and in bad
conditions. The French was not nuch better, with 2000 troops, over 5.000,
ill and unfit for service; some had no shoes or no shirts. They did not
speak English, did not understand how the Revolutionary Arny could function
on a battlefield. But it was the French corps, joining the glorious
American rebels: without that army, no victory would have been possible.
They camped not far from here in Connecticut: BOLTON, EAST HARTFORD,
DANBURY. The French fleet made by six ships left on May 2" 1780 and sail ed
i nto NEWPORT on July 10, 1780.



See this picture of Generals at the Battle of YORKTOMN (Septenber 28 1781),
final major battle of the Revolutionary War: how nmany Anericans ? One:
George WASHI NGTON. How many French ? Three: ROCHAMBEAU, de GRASSE and
LAFAYETTE ! The allied arny was nade by 9000 Americans and 7800 French (the
first expedition made by ROCHAMBEAU -5500- and the second made by the
Mar qui s de SAI NT-SI MON — 3500-.

And wi thout peace between Britain and United States, LAFAYETTE woul d have
sent with the Spanish in 1782 an Armada of 25.000 troops ! (alnmost the
26.000 of French men who fought during the Civil war, on both sides, with
about 60% wi th the South).

About 2000 French soldiers died in Anerica.

The War of Independence in itself was a political revolution. And with a
strange paradox, we gave “des épées d'aristocrates aux idées nouvelles et a
| a République” ! (swords fromMNobility to fight for Republican ideas !).

You know the story: let's go quickly to the reasons of the French support.

The first response is very common: the French had to take a revenge agai nst
Britain after the Seven Years war, which was a true disaster for us and
made us inferior in power to England (1756-1763); this is the “Canadi an
project”, consisting of a recovery of Canada from the English. “Plant the
French flag in the heart of that insolent nation” after the 1763 |oss of
Canada. To be clear, you did not |ike Red Coats; and we did not too.

No doubt that it is not easy for the French King to fight against another
nmonarchy, to fight for freedom and independence (its opponents ideas), to
back a cause which may be losing, and to spend nmoney which would be so
necessary to France itself!

But there is another reason

But the French brought nore than boats, men and weapons: ideals! May we say
that French brought Revolution? Not in the French approach: George
WASHI NGTON never used the word Revol ution. The purpose of Anerican Founders
was to establish a new social order, new united nation, new institutions to
be an instrunent of liberty, especially in the economic and social field
(abolition of taxes, ). The Founders were | ooking for new political system
t hrough their own thinking, through foreign experiences, through authors of



classical antiquity, through the major figures of European Enlightnent. And
the French brought ideas, to nmen who were avid of political philosophy.
(French always believe they are right; you know FRANKLIN s report of a

conversation between two French ladies: “I do not know why, but when |
di scuss with ny sister, | amalways right”!).
MONEY

Pierre Augustin de Beaumarchais, a man of letters and an adventurer was born in Paris in
1732. The son of a clock-maker, Beaumarchais was introduced into society by the banker
Paris-Duverney. Knighted by the King at age 29, Beaumarchais became famous for his plays
The Barber of Seville, and later The Marriage of Figaro. Mozart based two operas on these
comedies. For several years, Beaumarchais conducted secret missions for the Count of
Vergennes, the King's Secretary of State and a great champion of American independence. In
December of 1775, Beaumarchais wrote to Louis XVI to request money for the American
Revolutionaries. For two years, more than three million pounds were discreetly passed on to
Hortalés & Compagnie, a front company created to filter money to the Americans. The
Spanish, happy to support those fighting the British, aso gave a million pounds. The money,
used to buy guns and ammunition, was delivered to the Continental Congress in the beginning
of 1777. Because of his involvement in another arms smuggling affair, Beaumarchais was
exiled at the start of the French revolution. He didn't return to France until 1796, where he

died three years later.

| DEAS: THE LEGACY OF THE FRENCH ENLI GHTIVENT

These ideas mainly came from the Philosophes, small group of French
writers, who published “L' Encycl opédi e’ between 1751 and 1776. They are not
revol utionaries, just having the goal to make society nore just and nore
rational; they are always brilliant, often inpertinent. They are the
Enli ghtenment thinkers, dedicated to the exercise of rational thought.
Their names are DI DEROT, VOLTAIRE, ROUSSEAU (actually ROUSSEAU is a Sw ss
citizen), CONDORCET... They question by reason authority in politics and
religion; they believe that truth can be found with an enmpiric search in



science, arts, literature and education. The Encycl opedia was transl ated
into English and brought to Arerica its ideol ogical foundation.

VWhat are these new ideas? (new but quite present in the western cultural
mlieu of this tine). W would need nore time and | have to sheep over sone
particular issues to go to the essential:

Slavery: it is probably the very comobn econom ¢ and social issue raised by
the two countries in the same way: end the slave trade and emancipate
sl aves. The St DOM NGUE i ssue —French HAI Tl |sland- between August 1791 and
1803, with the slave insurrection and the independence proclained in 1804
under the |eadership of Pierre TOUSSAINT L' OUVERTURE, was a great issue for
JEFFERSON: he sent arns and supplies to the rebels, not only because he
feared a French foothold too close to the U'S, but also because of the
i deal of liberty and freedomfor all menkind.

Constitution: you may know the Second Enpire joke: a man enters an

Aneri can Bookshop and asks: do you have a French Constitution ? | am
sorry Sir, but we do not sell newspapers... Ckay, we are not an exanple of
constitutional stability: | already said that we changed our Constitution
not |less than 16 tines since the French Revolution. But we have sone ideas;
and the question is: did the French have any influence on Anerican
Constitution ? You wll get a comoDn response everywhere: “The
phi | osophi cal basis of the Anerican revolution are to be found in the works
of English philosopher John LOCKE (1632-1704)". The sanme is generally said
of the Declaration of Independence. Ckay: no doubt that Anerican |aws and
institutions are based on British spirit of self restraint and on conmon
law. | even read (JAMES BECK) that Britain is the principal source of
Anerican Constitutional History...

But the French Enlightennent brought one main idea: the Constitution in
itself. A said Bernard BAYLIN, “the word constitution and the concept
behind it was of central inportance to the colonist’s political thought;
their entire understanding of the crisis in Anglo-Anerican relations rested
upon it”".

Actually, these people may forget that the Anmerican Constitution is the
ol dest and the best illustration of a French idea: the separation of powers
made by MONTESQUI EU: one executive power (President), one legislative
assenbly (Congress), one judiciary power (Supreme Court). French ideas were
di scussed during the PHI LADELPHI A convention, as nodification of the



Constitution by Judiciary power. W will talk about MONTESQUI EU | ater; but
let’s nention here that the Great Assenbly voted the possibility given to
Judiciary Power to <cancel a state or federal Ilaw which wuld be
i nconpatible with the constitution. At the same tine, the Parlianent of
PARI S was fighting to get the power to cancel illegal |aws.

Anot her French influence nmay be found in the great “concision” of the
Constitution: French like short and strong sentences... After 81 days and
nore than 300 hours of debate, the Constitution was nmade only with 81
sentences ! As said Lord BRICE, “the American Constitution, including
amendrments, can be read within 23 mnutes” !.

Liberty: this is the main concept, in the French liberal thinking, which
remai ns the best for ever: “Liberty is the right to do everything the |aws
permt”. It means that liberty is | ess independence than solidarity

Equality wunder law. “love of denocracy is love of equality” said
MONTESQUI EU. Equality is everywhere in the Enlightnments, and it is now one
of the major principles of US denocracy: “Equal under law' is witten on
the building of the US SUPREME COURT. On that poit of equality, FRANCE was
the nessenger, but also the counter-exanple: Nation of 20 mllion, wth
nore than 15 million of poor people, paying taxes, and half-mllion
Nobi lity and Clergy, with many privil eges, except fromtaxes..;?

I ndividual rights: the separation of powers was not without link with the
protection of individual rights. In other terns, in the French approach,
the separation of powers has to deal not only with the structure of the
government but also with the civil rights, individual liberties.

State secularismand religious freedom quite a paradox for a country which
under Louis XV revoked the “Edit de NANTES', that had established
religious tolerance, making 200.000 protestants |eave the country.. But
sone French were in favour of religious freedom VOLTAI RE, LAFAYETTE.

Uni versal suffrage:
Education: it is a main idea: knowedge is a prerequisite to w sdom and

proper exercise of human rights. Self governnment, safety and happi ness need
first education.




It can be said that Anmerican denocracy is the beautiful fruit of French
intellectual life, of the Enlightenments, les Luniéres, |'Illlumnisnmo, the
Aufkl rung. More than this, AMERICA was the very unique occasion to enforce
these new ideas in a young country- we French still see United States as
the paradi se of youth, self-reliance, optimsmand efficiency- in a country
with nore future than past. Al French observers agree to say that your
country brought the proof that republican governnent was possible, even
with a large country and big population. Utopia became reality. You becane
our “legacy”, by a “philosophical experinent on a grand scale, in order to
ascertain the possibility of mankind governing thensel ves” (Horst ROSSLER).

How di d these ideas cone to Anericans ?

But note that the main instrument at this time is already conmunication

like the stone age of globalization: books, letters, cafés (Café PROCOPE in
PARIS, the world's first coffee house established in 1686, VOLTAIRE
FRANKLI N, ROUSSEAU, BEAUMARCHAI S, etc...frequented the café to talk, debate

t hi nk, discuss.), alnmanacs, papers (they grew up at the end of the XVillth
century and there were 38 in the nmainland colonies by 1775), masonic
societies, clubs, “salons littéraires” (Madanme de LAMBERT, WMadanme du
DEFFAND, Madane GEOFFRIN, Madame de TENCIN, etc.) and above all panphlets
in America. Conmunication of ideas is the main issue. And in a certain way
XVII1th Century was much nore cosnopolite than the XIXth Century.

But communi cation and nutual influence is not like a mracle: it is the
men’s doing, intellectual people, mlitary officers and deci si on- makers.
This is the reason why it is necessary to neet these men on both sides of
the water.

« VOLTA RE

Seventy years ago, in a small book named “qu’' est-ce que |'Anérique ? —what
is Anerica ?- Professor ANDRE SIEGFRIED, who is one of the nost prom nent
French Thinkers in political science, said that the very essence of
European Spirit is the “esprit critique”, search, understand, nmeasure and
revolt is necessary. He gave PROVETHEUS as the symbol of independence and
i ndi vi dualism of European Spirit. PROVETHEUS is facing the rink at the



ROCKEFELLER CENTER in NYC —-ny favourite place- and nobody better than the
French Phil osopher VOLTAI RE can enbody the cult of reason and critic.

I'd like to remind you that after the treaty of PARIS signed in 1763 ,
whi ch opened the doors to French influence, VOLTAIRE was read and received
consi derabl e comment, praise or anathema... Many copies of the “Dictionnaire
phi | osophi que” were sold. “There has never been a perfect governnent,

because nmen have passions; and if they did not have passions, there would

be no need for government”. “ltisdangerousto beright when the government iswrong."

Who nore than the American Founders did enforce the fanmobus words of
VOLTAIRE: “Injustice in the end produces independence (TANCREDE, |11, 2).

VOLTAIRE was read by the first Anmericans; he was optinmistic about them
witing in the Lettres Philosophiques that Pennsylvania and the Quakers
“had brought into existence that golden age of which nen talk so nuch and

whi ch has probably never existed anywhere”

VOLTAIRE would have |oved the special place of Reason within Anerican
cul ture.

« ROUSSEAU (1712-1778)

Few peopl e have equal ed ROUSSEAU s influence in political thought. But sone
hi storians said that Foundi ng Fathers knew very few about him

Actually, there is something which cones from ROUSSEAU (cf. |e CONTRAT
SCClIAL)is precisely the necessity of Founding persons to settle a new
political reginme Many of the founding principles of Anerican denocracy cone
from ROUSSEAU s thought: freedom as self-inposed |aw of reason, socia

contract to achieve liberty and well-being, sovereignty, rightness of
general will, equality, and optimsm!. Condidence in libert and optimsm
are very present in ROUSSEAU s thinking, as they are in founding of
Aneri ca.

As Harvard professor Irving Babbitt noted in 1924, "The conmandi ng position
of Rousseau in the denocratic novenment is at all events beyond question."..
No doubt that ROUSSEAU had been read by the first American politicians.



Anyway, the Founders were nore concerned about abuses of popul ar
government, whil e ROUSSEAU had sonetime passion for unlimted government

power ...
MONTESQUI EU

Nobl e background |i ke nost French Phil osophes, |awer, President of the
Parliament of BORDEAUX (it was an “hereditary office” at this tinme),

wi ne nerchant — difficult to avoid in BORDEAUX... active in witing and
politics: MONTESQUI EU worked all his life |long against the French
absolutismand for a new formof governnent for his country. He was well
educated, very clever person -“ everything interests ne, everything
surprises nme”- and careful to others: Do you know who was MONTESQUI EU s
Godf at her ? A beggar, chosen by his father just to remind himthat poor
people are his brothers !

By MONTESQUI EU, you may know the “Persian Letters”, satirical portrait
of French (American love the story of these two Persian gentlenen),
particularly PARIS civilisation. You know the exquisite words of
MONTESQUI EU: “Do you know why French al nost never speak of their wifes ?
because they are afraid that other men know them better than they do
t hensel ves..”. STENDHAL said that MONTESQU EU is “la féte de |'esprit”,

the celebration of spirit... But you should another book, the essential
for denmocracy: The Spirit of the Laws. Laurent VERSINI said this book is
one of the nost inportant and intelligent in universal literature. It

was actually an extraordinary nodern book, which had a considerable
i nfluence on human nations. MONTESQU EU is generally regarded as the
Founder of Mdern Political Science. He said about that book: “lI can say
that | have worked on it nmy whole life”. And he added something noving
and very encouraging for students: “I was given sone |aw books when |
left ny College; | sought their spirit, | worked, but | did nothing
wort hwhil e... Anyone else working as hard as | did would have done
better”. Like LA BRUYERE or MONTAIGNE (French noralists), he put all he
knew into one book. It is a “conplex nosaic” said Pr COHLER, a “rococo
pai nting”...

As many French -this is a part of the French paradox- , MONTESQUI EU had
a stronger influence abroad than in his own country (see the Anerican
constitution and the French evolutions through ROBESPIERRE or
NAPOLEOQN..) .
The Spirit of the Laws was published in FRANCE in 1748 and only two years
later in English in 1750. You may know that a special Comentary and Revi ew
of the book was composed in 1811 by DESTUTT de TRACY (1754-1836). Do you
know who did the translation again, w th observations of CONDORCET: a
retired President of the United States, Thomas JEFFERSON hi nsel f!.

Beyond the typol ogy of the governments nade in the book —begi nni ng of
soci ol ogy-, Anericans were very interested in the two main i deas which were
presented in this analysis concerning the nature and wor ki ngs of

gover nnent .



The first MONTESQUI EU assertion is that forns of government will invariably
differ according to the political and social climte and circunstances
whi ch they have to deal with. He concluded from analysis that despotic rule
is best in large enpires as to maintain control and order, especially those
in the "hot climates." As for denocracy, he concluded that small city-
states would be the best situation for it, because it would be sinpler to
mai ntai n and govern, with general agreenent of the popul ace being easier to
achieve. | amnot sure that M BLOOVBERG woul d agree with that !

MONTESQUI EU second assertion, the nost inportant of the treatise and the
nost serious is the fact that a balance and separation of powers is needed
for an efficient and successful government. The main idea is: it is an
eternal human experience that every man who has power is inevitably
conducted to abuse of it. Howto limt the power ? Wth other powers which
can nake a balance; limt the power by power; only power can stop power.

It is sinple; it is a piece of genius, it is eternal ! Then cone the
qguestions of tensions between the powers, of delimtation of the territory
of each, of borders and checks. But precisely, the tensions make the
bal ance. The practice has to enforce the theory. And even today (ABA
Meeting in San Franci sco 2003), when Anerican |awers are wondering if sone
provisions of the Patriot Act are conpatible with the separation of powers,
they deal with MONTESQUI EU s ideas!. Power against power. The issue is the
sane today with public institutions or private entities (see/ BARNES- OXLEY
and watchdogs to linmt power.)).

VWhere is MONTESQUI EU in the thoughts of Foundi ng Fathers?

But the French gentleman al so influenced the Federalists, who were supposed
to be closer to the British tradition: First, MONTESQU EU s influence can
be found in JEFFERSON and Anti-Federalists thinking: they took very
seriously MONTESQUI EU s account of the social conditions that nmake
denocracy possi ble. The idea was that US Constitution would encourage civic

Vi rtue.

He can be found mainly in the Federalist Papers, published during w nter
1787 and spring 1788 by Al exander HAM LTQON, Janmes MADI SON and John JAY
MONTESQUI EU appears as the author of a machinery to nake a reality for the

government of laws and not of nen.

Federalist n° 9: HAMLTON finds in MONTESQUI EU a strong support to

confederate republic. He quotes The Spirits of the Laws and says: “I have



thought it proper to quote at length these interesting passages, because
they contain a |lunm nous abridgenent of the principal argunents in favor of

t he Uni on”.

Federal i st n° 47: MADI SON quot es MONTESQUI EU agai n, before exam ning the
Constitutions of the Anerican States: “Fromthese facts by which

Mont esqui eu was guided it nay clearly be inferred, that in saying "there
can be no liberty where the |l egislative and executive powers are united in
t he sane person, or body of magistrates," or "if the power of judging be
not separated fromthe | egislative and executive powers," he did not mean
that these departnents ought to have no partial agency in, or no control

over the acts of each other”.

Federalist n° 51: MADI SON explains that the way to Denocracy is to connect
power with the people’'s vote and he adds the necessity of checks and
bal ances;

Federalist n° 78: regarding judiciary departnent, HAM LTON uses MONTESQUI EU
again: “Fromthe three powers above nentioned, the Judiciary is next to
not hi ng” .

MADI SON under st ood from MONTESQUI EU t hat bal ance of powers is very
necessary, and that it is a result of both of the division of power and of
its sharing.

Agai n, the theories of MONTESQUI EU regarding limtation of power were
appropriate to the Anerican experience for a very sinple reason: fear of
power and its limtation was the main concern of the Founders, who believed
that essential characteristics of power are aggressiveness and propul sion
to expand beyond | egitimate boundaries. MONTESQUI EU was soneti nes
criticised, for exanple by by STEVENS, young NEW JERSEY | awyer, who wrote:
“he woul d have been an Anerican and now living, | would stake nmy life on
it, he would have formed different principles” or MJRRAY who sai d that
MONTESQUI EU “never studied a free denocracy”.



THE ACTORS OF THE FRANCO- AMERI CAN ALLI ANCE: A

FRENCH VI EW

1 THE FRANCOPHI LE AMERI CANS

They are many, still today. | would like to nention today the very first
Presi dent, George WASHI NGTON, and two Founding Fathers who lived in PARI S

at

a very crucial tinme for the Anerican denocracy: Thomas JEFFERSON,

Benj ami n FRANKLI N and Benj ami n FRANKLI N.

*+ CGECRGE WASHI NGTON

As French, we try to forget —and | think we did- that our Mnister, le
Chevalier de COULON DE JUMONVILLE, had been killed on May 28, 1754, as
he was bringing nessage at the frontier of the ALLEGHANYS, with ten of
his fellows, by a British group of Soldiers, whose Conmmander was a man
naned George WASHI NGTON...

It remains very inportant to the French that WASH NGTON was not a King
as sone del egates of the Great Assenbly proposed, but a true President,
the very first President of the first nodern republic in the world, the
| argest denocracy never achieved. W |ove WASH NGTON perhaps just
because you American were able to do what we could not achieve so fast:
a nodern and peaceful denocracy. In a way, he is too great to belong to
one nation only; he served his country, but he also served humanity.
Wien GEORGE WASHI NGTON took his oath of office as the first President
(April 30 1789), FRANCE was preparing to plunge into bloody revol ution,
chaos and terror...

You know that WASHI NGTON never travelled to FRANCE, he did not speak
French. But he read French authors and |oved some French. The nost
popul ar is LAFAYETTE. Washi ngton naned him “ny adopted son”. “I love him
as my own son” says Washington | a letter to the French Anbassador on
Christmas Eve 1779. He was fond of the young French officer, so
generous, so dynamic, so rebellious !. You know WASH NGTON had great
correspondence with the French Oficer and |ong conversations. You
probably already read one of these letters: they are noving pieces of
friendship, admration, respect nutual gratitude and |ove. WASH NGTON
was confident in the French (“The British will never beat the French
Arny”; he knew their own interests but truly cherished the French hel p.

You may know the beautiful words of CHATEAUBRI AND about Washington
“ Search in the plains where flashed the sword of Washington. What find you there? Tombs? No;
you find a World. Washington has left behind him the United Sates as a trophy of his battle-
fields.”



Washington had a key with him. Do you know where it came from ? From the BASTILLE
fortress, symbol of roya absolutism; the key had been given to him by LAFAYETTE (who
ordered the demolition of that fortressin the days following the 14™ of July 1789.

« BENJAM N FRANKLI N

Many French students of your age know the “College FRANKLIN' in PARIS,
which is a Jesuit High School in PARIS (quite amazing to give the name of a
Mason to a catholic school), but they might know |ess about FRANKLIN
hi msel f. Anyway, FRANKLIN remains one of the nost popular “American in
PARI S". W& |love FRANKLIN;, at some time of our History, it was even possible
to tal k about “Franklinomania”:

Let's renmenber: in 1776, Congress appoints three comni ssioners Silas DAEN,
Arthur LEE and Dr FRANKLIN “to transact the business of the United States
at the Court of FRANCE". FRANLIN | eaves PHI LADELPHI A the 26'" of Cctober and
30 days later arrives in Brittany, in QU BERON (the place where | go for
summer holidays since 30 years.). He is about 70. He arrives in PARIS the
21t of Decenber, noved to PASSY, a charming village at this tine, which is
now a part of the city and remained at this place during the whole of his
residence in FRANCE until July 1785. About 9 years in PARI S !

From FRANKLI N, you know what he did for Anerica when he was in PARIS first
as Conmm ssioner and then as Anbassador: negotiations with the Court of
FRANCE to raise nmoney (two millions of livres loan fromthe royal treasury
to be repaid after the war) and nunitions of war, to get recognition of
i ndependence and sovereignty of United States, to sign the two 1778
treaties, to sign the Treaty of PARIS (Septenber 3d 1783, actually signed
in VERSAILLES; by this treaty, Geat Britain formally acknow edged the
i ndependence of the United States)etc...Ellen Cohn, editor of the Papers of
Benjamin FRANKLIN, said “French support was due entirely to FRANKLIN'.
FRANKLIN made the entire country in favour of Anerica: LA LUZERNE,
ROCHAMBEAU, LA FAYETTE were like idols for the brilliant French Youth !

FRANKLIN was highly regarded by the French, who loved his great |earning
and sinplicity of life. We loved his country squire appearance, clever and
adroit Anerican Farmer. The 20'" of March 1778, he was introduced to the
King in VERSAILLES (we still renmenber that day in VERSAILLES (this is a
part of the Anmerican story of the Royal city): “"He was acconpanied and



followed by a great nunber of Americans and individuals from various
countries, whom curiosity had drawn together. H's age, his venerable
aspect, the sinplicity of his dress, everything fortunate and remarkable in
the life of this Anerican, contributed to excite public attention. The
clapping of hands and other expressions of joy indicated that warnth of
ent husi asm which the French are nore susceptible of than any other people,
and the charm of which is enhanced to the object of it by their politeness
and agreeable manners. After this audience he crossed the court on his way
to the office of the nmnister of foreign affairs. The nultitude waited for
himin the passage, and greeted himw th their acclamations. He net with a
simlar reception wherever he appeared in Paris." From that time both
Franklin and the other Anerican conmnissioners attended the court at
Versailles on the sane footing as the anbassadors of the European powers.
Madame Canpan says that on these occasions Franklin appeared in the dress
of an Anerican farner. "His straight, unpowdered hair, his round hat, his
brown cloth coat, fornmed a singular contrast with the |aced and enbroi dered
coats, and powdered and perfumed heads, of the courtiers of Versailles."

By the way, do you know how our Queen MARI E-ANTO NETTE named FRANKLI N:
“1" Anbassadeur électrique” (the electric Anbassador) !.Wwen FRANKLIN |eft
PARI S, JEFFERSON said: “the village of PASSY lost its patriach”.

He was also realistic: in a letter dated September 14, 1767, he says:
“There is, in short, both at WVersailles and Paris, a prodigious
m xture of nagnificence and negligence, with every kind of elegance

except that of cleanliness, and what we call tidiness”.

What did Benjam n FRANKLIN get fromthe French and from FRANCE, regarding
Denocracy ?: he |l earned French, read and spoke a little (perhaps mainly
fromFrench | adies; he was quite a ladies's man...He was interested in
paper naki ng, ball oons,

By the way, do you know why Americans have no British accent: because
Benj ami n FRANKLI N went to PARI S !

The | odge of the Nine Sisters —there is a great debate about the influence
of Masonic organi zations in the two revol utions- was the nost pro.



e Thomas JEFFERSON

| do have a chimmey in ny office; over the chimey is a portrait of THOVAS
JEFFERSON. Most of the French visitors who cone to nme ask the sane
question: who is this gentleman with that aristocratic bearing ? Sonme say:
is he your predecessor ? My response is always the sane: “he was a great
American, probably the greatest denocrat in Anerica, alnost French, at
least the nost Francophile anong the Anerican Presidents, brilliant,
curious |like a French Encycl opedist, , ..

JEFFERSON and t he French Revol ution: he supported the French Revol ution,
but not the bloody one. He allowed his residence to be used as a neeting

pl ace for the rebels | ed by LAFAYETTE. But he did not |ike the madnen, the
ROBESPI ERRE, DANTON, MARAT, etc... JEFFERSON was too civilized: “and was
ever such a prize won with so little innocent blood? My own affections have
been deeply wounded by sone of the martyrs to this cause, but rather than
it should have failed, | would have seen half the earth desol ated. Were
there but an Adam and Eve left in every country, left free, it would be
better than as it nowis”.

On the Anmerican side, 55 del egates attended the Constitutional Convention
in PH LADELPHI A in 1787, well-educated nen, strong political experience, 35
| awyers among them natives of the 13 colonies, wi thout any French

educati onal background...\WWat did the French influence on then? The response
is that these nmen heard of the XVIIIth century's enlightenments, especially
of the brilliant French intellectual life! They knew the necessity to built
nodern denocracy from European new i deas.

No doubt that JEFFERSON influenced the French: the author of the
Decl aration of |Independence often consulted with LAFAYETTE during the
drafting of his declaration of rights in July 1789, before it was presented
to the National Assenbly; he was present at the nmeeting of the Estates
General in VERSAILLES;, he had great correspondence with LAFAYETTE, the
French Witer Madane de STAEL (1766-1817), the Marquis de CHASTELLUX, . No
doubt that JEFFERSON succeeded by using the French in his doctrine of
agrarianism the LOU SIANA Purchase in 1803, which doubled the US
territory, is one if the nost brilliant enforcenment of this doctrine:
| andownership is the best neans to protect freedom and independence. No
doubt that JEFFERSON, who opposed a strong central governnent for the
United States, did not agree wth the French “Colbertisni (strong

centralized governnent).



He was the nost Francophile of your presidents, for some reasons.

First, the young Virginian grew up with French: he learned and read French
at the College of WIlliam and Mary from M DOUGLAS by the way, the first
Anerican chair of French was founded in this college..and was decried as a
hot bed of infidelity!); he studied |aw saying that “an acquaintance wth
the Latin and French |anguages is absolutely necessary”, as a foundation;
he was interested in French History, witing about the nurder of HENRY the
IV by RAVAILLAC

Then he wites French in his English letters or speeches, using French
words |ike adieu, ennui, belles lettres, dénouenent, belle assenbl ée, coup
de gréace, quoting RACI NE, MONTAI GNE, DESCARTES and VOLTAI RE,

He has regul ar correspondence with French |i ke CHASTELLUX, LAFAYETTE,

He educated MARTHA in saying: “From 3 to 4, read French”. Actually, MARTHA
spoke French as well as English.

He was a Parisian for about four years, as Benjanin FRANKLIN s successor
(not replacing) as Anerican Mnister to FRANCE: arriving at PARI'S on the 6'"
of August 1784, leaving on the 26'" of Septenber 1789, dealing with
America's comerce -you had corn, the French were hungry- (disette de
| "hiver 1788), but living with the French. The Hdtel de LANGEAC on the
CHAMPS ELYSEES was |like a Franco-Anerican Salon, mxing Anmericans and
French as BUFFQON, MALESHERBES, VOLNEY, LA ROCHEFOUCAULD, CONDORCET,
BEAUVARCHAI S, etc...

He loved the French people with all his heart and he enjoyed the
intellectual and artistic circles into which he had been introduced by
FRANKLI N and LAFAYETTE, |oved shining PARIS with its theatres, concerts,
bookstalls, architecture, Garden of Plants, Bois de Boul ogne, scul pture,
paintings and ladies...l am sorry Mria COSWAY was not French... He |oved
VERSAI LLES. Do you know which was his first visit in FRANCE, before
di scovering PARIS: the “Machine de MARLY", extraordinary nachine near
LOUVECI ENNES, built under LOUS XIV, to bring water from the SEINE to the
gardens of VERSAILLES ! He loved French daring and happiness..Maybe
sonetinmes he was not critical enough, saying of the French:” | have never
yet seen a man drunk in FRANCE, even anong the |owest of the people”.
JEFFERSON was |ucky or blind... But he respected nore the French than the



British: “It nust be the quantity of animal food which renders their

character insusceptible of civilization”.

Wiy was he inspired by the French, why was he closer to the French ?

- he was not a federalist |ike Al exander HAM LTON: nore freedom

- he was an agrari an;

- he was representing the aristocratic elite of the South; and he
probably had a philosophical and cultural approach of life
close to the French: happiness of |ife and el egance.

- he reads and shares MONTESQUIEU s constitutional ideas (he
annotated The Spirit of the Laws);

- the enotional side of his character (see the extraordinary
di al ogue between head and heart) was quite appropriate to
French sensibility; he probably had the desire to recreate in
Anerica the French “douceur de vivre",

- last but not least: he loved French countryside and w nes,
especially the BORDEAUX. The CHATEAU HAUT BRION still today
mentions the visit of THOVAS JEFFERSON...

| think JEFFERSON was also a critical observer: he said our country would
be nost enviable with a better religion and a better governnment; he was
quite critic with LOUS XVI- not very clever — and Marie-Antoinette —pride
angel - what he saw of the vaunted scene of Europe only deepened and
intensified his denocratic Anmericanism as the concentration of French
properties in a few hands stinmulated his love of equality. n a way, the
French bloody experience of Revolution was I|ike a counter-exanple..
JEFFERSON t hought that bloody disorders might be avoided if LAFAYETTE and
ot her noderate | eaders woul d have been fol |l owed.

I1-2 THE AMERI CANOPHI LE FRENCH

I will not talk today about the nmen who frightened WASH NGTQON, JEFFERSON,
FRANKLI N and Governor MORRIS, theorists and politicians, all madmen who
unfortunately did a part of the French revol ution, bringing nurders,



terror, savagery..\W had at this tine — and they did not conpletely
di sappear frompolitical French universe- quite extraordinary inbeciles and
fanatic politicians: the DANTON, ROBESPI ERRE, MARAT, FQUQUI ER-TI NVI LLE and
Anbassador GENET used to belong to the Jacobin tyranny and paranoi a.
Unfortunately, as LAZARE CARNOT said, NAPOLEON al so refused to becone a
French WASHI NGTON, to transformhis victory into a constitutional order
dedi cated to Liberty. These French have nothing to do with denocracy,
nothing to do with our comon heritage, nothing to do with Anmeri ca.

e LOUIS XV

It was not an easy job for a King to support a revolution, even beyond

the ocean. But he did. Louis XVI Please renenber that this unfortunate

King who died under the French cruelty and frenzy is the one who made
possible the nilitary help to the American insurgents.

Louis XVI was not an inbecile; he was sinple, good, honest, sonetines
weak and had true synpathy for the Anerican Revol ution: renember that

the KING against the opinion of his cabinet, accepted that FRANKLIN

published in FRANCE a collection of the Anmerican States Constitutions.
FRANKLIN even gave one as a gift to the KING in VERSAILLES and he

accepted ! A King was hel ping insurgents against another king! He knew

the danger for a King and his Court to support the struggle of a people
agai nst another King, even British !

Renember that this King accepted to spend a |lot of noney for Anerica
two billions of livres, about four tines the annual budget of the French
State !. At this tine, FRANCE had a national budget far higher than any
other country (about 25 times the United States budget... which is
di fferent today).

But a few years later, the country went bankrupt, which precipitated the
French revolution. That bankruptcy happened, in part, because of the
earlier support to Arerica (see the first nation's budget declaration by
NECKER in 1781, labelled as “blue tale” just because the Mnister forgot
to nmention the war's expenses..).

Anyway, the French help and victory made the King popular. In a way,
Louis XVI is the one who nade the Anerican independence and denocracy
possi bl e. He di ed because of the

»  CONDORCET

He was al so a “Marquis”, nmenber of the French Nobility, born in 1743 the
sanme year than Thomas JEFFERSON) and died at the age of 51 (committed
suicide in prison, to escape the crazy and radical French “Jacobi ns” or he
nm ght have been nurdered.).

He both was mathematician (his first public distinctions were gained in
mat henatics at the age of 19), economist, politician and phil osopher. He



was a friend of TURGOT, the “Contrdl eur general des Finances” of FRANCE, of
VOLTAI RE and d’' ALEMBERT. CONDORCET was a menber of the French Acadeny. He
wote a very interesting book dealing with the intransitivity of majority
decisions: still today, you will hear of CONDORCET paradox: it is possible
for a mpjority to prefer A over B, another majority to prefer B over C and
another majority to prefer Cover A all fromthe sane el ectorate and sane
set of ballots. He al so designed a nethod to sinulate pairw se el ections
between all candidates in an election, all things which are used in the
Anerican denocracy !

CONDORCET was a noderate and G rondist: his phil osophy was one of progress;
he chanpi oned human rights, equality between nen and wonen, abolition of

sl avery, and young AMERICA. He was a friend of THOVAS PAINE, who lived in
FRANCE for 10 years and was one the unique Anerican citizen el ected nenber
of the French “Convention”. Together, they attenpt to wite a French
Constitution. He was a man of unfluence as said ELI SABETH BADI NTER

What di d CONDORCET do for Anmerican denocracy ? Actually, CONDORCET did not
only study the influence of America on the French Revol ution (De

[ "influence de |la Revolution d' Angérique sur |'Europe, 1786); he nade the
Aneri can Constitutions popular. He wote the nost inpressive text never
done about BENJAM N FRANKLI N (before the French Acadeny of Sciences on
Novenber 13, 1790:

 LAFAYETTE (1757-1834)

G lbert du MORTIER, Marquis de LAFAYETTE, “our Marquis” as you say: inspite

he is one of nmy fellow conpatriot, | should talk today about “Your
Mar qui s” .

W could spend days and days talking about the extraordinary life of
LAFAYETTE. Lets’ talk HARLO G LES UNGER, who recently wote a wonderful
book naned “LAFAYETTE'. The words he uses are great: “hero anong heroes,
champi on of individual liberty, abolition, religious tolerance, gender

equality, universal suffrage, free trade. He had no personal interest, just
serve Anmerica and liberty! Hs friends were naned George WASH NGTQN,
Benj amin FRANKLIN, Thonmas JEFFERSON, MADI SON, Al exander HAM LTON, Quincy



ADAMS, etc...He was a true giant anong Foundi ng Fathers”; he was French, and
you know he is now Amrerican, since the Congress

You know the life of the brave French young knight forsaking fortune -he
was one of the richest aristocrats in FRANCE (with an annual incone of
about 1,5 MIlion USD 2003), friends and fanmly to fight for Liberty.

Hs life

G lbert du MORTIER was born on September 6, 1757 in Auvergne, France. H's full given nane was
Mari e Joseph Paul Yves Roch Glbert du Mntier. Hs father died when he was 2 years old, and
when his nother and grandfather died 11 year later, he inherited a large fortune. Lafayette,
who cane froma long line of solders, studied at the Mlitary Acadeny in Versailles and becane
a captain in the French cavalry at age 16. In 1777, Lafayette purchased a ship, and with a
crew of adventurers set sail for America to fight in the revolution against the British.
Lafayette joined the ranks of Anerican insurgents as a mmjor general and was assigned to the
staff of soneone you may know. GCeorge Washington. He served with distinction, |eading Arerica
forces to several victories. Lafayette arrived in Philadelphia in 1777. He was appointed a
maj or general by the Continental Congress, was wounded at Brandywi ne, shared the winter
hardshi ps at Valley Forge and was a key strategist in the Yorktown canpaign that led to the
British surrender.

He also was instrumental in securing French aid for the struggling Anerican forces. On a
return visit to France in 1779 Lafayette persuaded the French governnent to send aid to the
Anericans. After the British surrender at Yorktown, Lafayette returned hone to Paris. He had
becone a hero to the new nation. At hone he cooperated closely with Anbassadors Benjamin
Franklin, and then Thomas Jefferson in behalf of Anerican interests. After 1782 Lafayette
becane absorbed with questions of reform in France. He was one of the first to advocate a
Nati onal Assenbly, and worked toward the establishment of a constitutional nonarchy during the
years leading up to the French Revolution of 1791. These efforts cost him nuch of his support
fromthe French nobility. As commander of the French National CGuard, Lafayette was forced to
use force to put down crowd violence. By the 1791 he had |ost nost of his popularity with the
people. In 1792 he tried unsuccessfully to curb radicalism agai nst the nonarchy. The King and
Queen woul d not accept his assistance, and the troops he tried to turn on the Paris nob woul d
not follow his orders. He was denounced as a traitor and fled the country. Lafayette returned
to France in 1800 and found his personal fortune had been confiscated. In 1815 he was el ected
to the Chanber of Deputies. As one of its vice presidents, he worked for Napol eon's abdication
after the Battle of Waterloo. Lafayette becane a focal point of resistance to the Bourbon
kings. In 1830 be became the |eader of a Revolution that dethroned the Bourbons. He refused
the popul ar demand that he becone president of the new republic, and instead hel ped make Louis
Philippe the constitutional nonarch of France. Just before his death in 1834 he began to
regret his support of Philippe and support the nove to a pure republic in France. He was the
first foreign dignitary to address Congress in 1824. Upon his death on May 20 1834, both the
House and Senate draped their chanbers in black. On August 6, 2002, he becane the sixth
honorary US citizen by bill of Senator John WARNER of VIRG N A

As former French Anbassador Francois BUIJION de L'ESTANG said a few years
ago, LAFAYETTE was a man of vision, the spokesman of political noderation



Sone renmar ks

- Arebellious: it is probably the first characteristic of the man. Born in
a noble family, mlitary officer, married to Adri enne de NOAILLES (March 14
1774: he was 16 and she was 13), he was entering one of the nost
prestigious French family, he starts his life by violating the King' s order
not to leave for America; the second LAFAYETTE departure was with the
King’s blessing. But not the first one. LAFAYETTE has been the nost hated
person in Europe, as said the Archishop of TOULOUSE, “the nobst dangerous
man of there all”; he dangerously opposed NAPOLEON too; in a way, he
enforced the principle of DANTON: “Daring, daring, daring, always daring
I, During LAFAYETTE's last trip to America and long stay in MONTICELLO
(1825), JEFFERSON said: “God forbids us to be nore than twenty vyears
wi t hout a good rebel lion”.

- the man of two worlds: he was both French and American, devoting his life
to cement Anerican relations with FRANCE, French Nobl e and Anerican Founder
I. Nobody wll never know whether he was feeling nore French or nore
Anerican. But his double belonging is amazing: he is the only conmander of
the Continental Army who speaks both English and French; he walks in the
streets of VERSAILLES wearing the uniform of an Anerican major Ceneral !
(can you imagine the stir); he is making influence on the French (VERGENNES
and the King) in 1780 to send a naval and massive nmilitary force to
Anerica, later to get financial help to the very young nation; he
introduced many American in PARIS (introducing “mon am anéricain” was
quite chic... But he also influenced Americans: by conspiring with FRANKLIN
against Britain, by asking Washington to pronote a new constitution to
strengthen the federal union (interesting to understand that Washington's
ideas to have a true Constitution may cone from the French), by discussing
with his close friends JAMES MONRCE and JAMES MADI SON... CHASTELLUX wil
wite about LAFAYETTE letters: “The private letters from him have
frequently produced nore effects upon sone states than the strongest
exhortations of Congress”. His third child, who is French, is naned George-
Washington (It is quite surprising that the French Etat-GC vil accepted such
a first name !). He tries to chanpion trade between the two countries: he
knows that free trade and free comerce are part of denocracy.

- A suffering man: “LAFAYETTE was obsessed with recreating the America he
loved in the France he | oved” says UNGER Triunph and tragedy said Charles
Eugene CLAGHORN...But he coul d not succeed: social reforns, republican self-
government, true denocracy canme |long after LAFAYETTE. Worst, he had to ask
protection to the U 'S from his own country. He was crushed by the wheel he



put in notion. You may renenber the letter from ADRI ENNE LAFAYETTE to
WASHI NGTON:  “1 expect everything fromthe people in whose |and he hel ped to
forma nodel of that liberty of which he is now a victinf. LAFAYETTE had no
chance to introduce Anmerican-style denocracy in FRANCE neither individual

liberty.

- A Republican: you may know the response of the King Charles Ill when he
heard of LAFAYETTE plans to seize JAMAICA from SPAIN. “No, no, | do not
want him here; he will turn it into a Republic”. LAFAYETTE was a true

denocrat, pleading to free slaves; he was the very first to propose a
French Bill of Rights on July 12 1789, giving the American Constitution as
an exanmple. “The constancy of his love for liberty has been al nost unique
in the history of manki nd” (Ral ph Wal do EMERSQON) .

- A generous man: MAUREPAS, French Mnister, said that if LAFAYETTE had his
way, he would have sold all the furniture of VERSAILLES to underwite the
American cause ! He was a man in quest of honor, glory and freedom not
sel -interest or noney.

- A Denocrat: as Secretary of State in 1778 (who could renenber in 2003
that one of the predecessors of COLIN PONELL was French !), as Mjor
general, as friend of WASHI NGTON, FRANKLIN and JEFFERSON, LAFAYETTE wor ked
for a united nation: he pleaded for federal union (PH LADELPH A 1784) and
friendship between states, at a time these states were acting like
i ndependent nations...

A few weeks ago, as | was preparing ny lecture, | went to the “Cineti ére de
PI CPUS", which is a cenetery in PARIS. Here is the grave which houses the
remains of “Your MARQUIS, his wife Adrienne and their son, GCeorges-
Washi ngton. There is a flag on the grave: it is not the French one; it is
American, replaced with a new one every year by the U S Anbassador to
FRANCE. It is a very noving place. The soil is French and Anerican. It was
shi pped back by LAFAYETTE hinself in 1825; it comes from the Brandyw ne
Valley in Virginia, where he first fought in Anerica as he was about your
age ! This was LAFAYETTE's will: enter into eternity with the two countries
he | oved so much, FRANCE and Ameri ca.

* CHATEAUBRI AND

He was a founder of romanticism in French literature: |ove stories,
nel ancholy, exotic descriptions, inmagination and noving.. You may know
The Genius of Christianity or Menoirs from behind the tonb. M nister of



Foreign affairs in 1823, Anbassador to LONDON in 1822, he visited United
States in 1791. He was fascinated by the unique American experience: “La
liberté anéricaine est la fille des lum éres et de la raison”.

« TOCQUEVI LLE

I nnovative and pragmatic, the political institutions of the young Anerican
nation attracted the brightest mnds of Europe. Among them was a French
| egal expert whose penetrating analyses remain relevant today. Charles
Alexis Clérel, the Count of Tocqueville, was born in 1805. H's career as a
Justice Magistrate began in 1827 at Versailles. In 1831, he was sent to the
United States to investigate its penal system There he studied the
institutions and ways of life in the new nation. Tocqueville published his
observations as Denocracy in America, between 1835 and 1840. It enjoyed
i mredi ate success in France as well as in England (Tocqueville married and
practiced law in England). The acuity of its analyses and its al nost
cl airvoyant comentary, made Denocracy in Anerica an i nmedi ate cl assi c.

To this day, it remains an extrenely accurate study of the Anmerican
political system Tocqueville was one of the first political thinkers to
point out the potential danger of the ‘'dictatorship of the mjority'
inherent in a denobcracy. He also insisted on the inportance of an
i ndependent press and judiciary. Elected to the prestigious Acadéne
Francai se, he was a |iberal nenber of the opposition to the governnent, and
deputy from the Manche region of northern France. As such, he defended the
freedom of education and free trade. After the 1848 Revolution, he was
elected to the Assenbly and charged with drawing up the constitution of
France's Second Republic. Many aspects of this constitution bear his
trademark and were clearly inspired by the Anerican exanple. |In particular,
it calls for presidential elections by universal suffrage every four years
and the separation of the powers of government. As deputy at the
Legislative Assenbly of 1849, and Mnister of Foreign Affairs, of
Tocquevi |l | e opposed Napol éon I11's coup. He went into exile first to Italy
and then to Gernany. In 1859, he died in Cannes in the south of France.



The Anerican success

Revol ution led in the New Wrld spanned Anerican denocracy;

The French paradox

As a witness of the French revolution — he was Mnister to FRANCE from
..Thomas JEFFERSON al ready doubted the French people could duplicate the
Anerican exanple of republican government.. Actually, it was easier to
establish new social order in the former British colonies than it was in
FRANCE.

One of the great questions we have to deal with is the follow ng: Anmerica
and France started from the sane phil osophes, sane ideas, same purposes...
But results were so different! One Constitution on one side, 16 one the
other side; peace and denocracy on one side; war, blood, violence and
passions on the other side; stability and disorder, felicity and perpetual
vi brati on woul d have said Al exander HAMLTON ! Fromcrisis to crisis,

The response has to be found in the different spirits of our nations —-we
can see that still today- but also in the circunstances.

You had to make unity from of confederation of states; you had federalists
and anti-federalists but you did agree on the same values: sovereignty,
republic, separation of powers, civil rights, with a strong reluctance to
the State. You were fortunate: you had great Founding Fathers, intelligent
peopl e, reasonabl e, peaceful (peace is ny passion said JEFFERSQON).

W had a different situation: very old nonarchy, state religion and rich
catholic official church, privileges, centuries-old inegalitarian |egal
system suffocating traditions, discrimnations between people, strong and
united state...and no GEORGE WASHI NGTON but nadren |i ke ROBESPI ERRE, MARAT,
SAI NT- JUST or DANTON, bureaucracy, huge arnmy (nore than 100.000 troops).
And we had for centuries a tradition of despotism power coning from Cod
and not from the people. Wirk was different, much nore difficult, even if
i deas were the sane at the very beginning. The Anerican experinmentation of
denocracy was not possible in France... W did our Revolution, but contrasts
between A d Wrld and new ideas were too strong and French behavi our too
vi ol ent: about 500.000 people died of it; among them were at |east 100.000
children! And 1 million went to jail.\We regret every day our treasures,



destroyed by the Revolution. Still today, it is possible to cross in this
country people who would |ike to plant heads on pikes...

Revol ution led in the Ad Wrld genocidal political ideologies, comunism

fascism nazism.. Revolution in FRANCE was not only ideas, but blood: you
shoul d rem nd thousands of victims who died under “LA TERREUR'. A few weeks
ago, | did a very noving visit: the cenetery of PICPUS in PARS, where

between June 14 and July 27 1794, 1300 people were buried after
guillotined, just because they did not share the sane ideas than the

gover nnment ...
Sone tried to introduce American nodel of Denocracy in France; but they did

not succeed. LAFAYETTE again, was declared an eneny of the State |just
because he quested for constitutional nonarchy.

CONTEMPORARY | SSUES

e« The war to IRAQ FRANCE was in favour of diplomacy and diplomacy
only: UN resolution 1441 (disarmament without a war, nobody wll be
able to say whether the resolution would have been successful or
not); we knew the growing place of US in Mddle East since 50 years;
and | think many French were doubting about the real purposes of
Anerica. Perhaps we were not efficient enough before the UN or too
arrogant.). Anyway, The French D plomacy thinks that the Pal estinian
issue is the main origin of terrorism Regarding the issue we have to
deal with today, one thing is clear: if denocracy can be brought to
Iraq by the war (President BUSH quite often nentioned such a goal),
nobody can criticize such a result ! Anyway, a true friend can be
demandi ng, perhaps has to be ! W may also be keen on defendi ng our
own interests, as every other nation would be, as Anerica would be.

e International or foreign standards: this is a great debate ? Does
Anerica have to take into consideration universal values, especially
as they are protected by the international law (great issue of Les
rencontres de PETRARQUE in MONTPELLIER in July 2002) ? Does Anerica
have to use foreign | egal concepts ?



e The “Convention for European Union”: it is quite anazing to see that
the convention which is meeting in 2003 under the presidency of
former French President A SCARD d' ESTAING to work on a Constitution
for Europe is not very far from the convention which nmet in
PH LADELPH A from My 25, 1787... Sane issues are discussed:
federalism subsidiarity, checks and bal ances, etc... Even before the
convention, we knew that the principle of "subsidiarity” made by the
Treaty of MAASTRICHT (1992) was not far from the Anmerican idea:
everything that does not belongs to the Federation belongs to the
States. The problemis that European integration always goes further,
especially with the case law of the European Court of Justice:
primacy of E.U law is the main purpose, alnost everywhere... To give
you an exanple, about 60% of |aws adopted |ast year by the French
| egislator were E.U | aws !

e How is FRANCE ? N ce country to live, excellent food, beautiful
architecture, exquisite countryside...But nenber of Europe which could
be on decline very low denography (1.4), low inmmgration, |ow
conpetitivity (30'" world rank), still heavy taxes, |ow investments,
etc.. Result for Europe: 12% of the world gross product in 50 years !
(recent study of Institut Francais de Relations |nternationales).

e \What makes us closer ?

- FRANCE is nore and nore getting to a Judiciary power, even if
our Constitution still nentions “Judiciary authority” and not
power (since the Mnarchy, the French fear power of Judges -see
| aw 16-24 August 1790); our contenporary analysis of separation
of powers becones closer to the American one;

- Judicial Review becones a reality in our country with the case-
| aw of the Conseil Constitutionnel:;

- we have no Comon Law but case-law is having a

- US SUPREME COURT

Concl usi on

The American Nation was grateful to the French: nore than 600 villages,
towns, cities, mountains, counties, |akes...were nanmed LAFAYETTE in Anmerica
(not a single comunity in France, except one street in Paris and one in
Versailles).

TREASURE FRANCO- AVERI CAN RELATI ONSHI P

Ri chard PERLE, the chairman of the PENTAGON' s Policy Advisory Board until
quite recently, (I met him he |oves FRANCE and has a house in PROVENCE.)
was wong when he said — February 2003) that FRANCE is no |longer an ally of
the US. He was wong: we are the oldest and the closest friend of vyour
country. US has never been at war with FRANCE (not far in 1798 and 1799,
when the Anerican Ship Constellation had to fight with the French Ship



|"Insurgente); it was with BRI TAIN, GERMANY, | TALY, SPAIN... but never with
us. It mght be possible, as said Colin POAELL, that we need *“conjugal
t herapy” ...

But don't you think that the best couples are the ones who know the
di fference between the people. W are grateful to Anerica for freedom and
decisive role in final victory in 1918 (136.516 Americans died for freedom
in Europe) and 1944 (405.399 died). W do not forget. W will never forget.

And today, we are with you in the war against terrorism Remenber the words
of President CH RAC on Septenmber 11: "France will be in the front line in
the conbat against international terrorist networks, shoul der to shoul der
with Anerica and its ally for ever." On the Iraq issue, we did disagree.
But as French Anbassador Jean-David LEVITTE said to your country in
Florida: “You wanted FRANCE and the French people to be a free people and
i ndeed we express our views on world affairs as a free people !".

Believe that we are friends, or at l|east, as said ROBERT DARNTON from
PRI NCETON UNI VERSI TY, believe that our misunderstandings are creative... But

continue to cherish and built our friendship, which was not born from
nothing or given by Heaven, but built by founders, politicians, soldiers,

sonetines who gave their life to common ideal ...

Continue the great wok and please avoid the clichés (freedom fries,

etc..)..

KEEP AND DEFEND DEMOCRATI C VALUES

One of the big issues | like to deal with is: since two centuries, were
FRANCE and AMERICA noved by ideals and true friendship or by common
interests, or perhaps by both ? The utilitarist approach can been found on
both sides of the Ccean, since years and is quite conmon: ANDRE TARDI EU,
French Hi gh Conmi ssionner in WASH NGTON in 1917-1918, presuned to be an
Aneri canophile, said that relations between US and FRANCE are rul ed by one
sigle law. the law of interest. And JOHN ADAMS said... But there is another
way to approach our relationships, which is based on nmutual confidence and
affection. Remenmber the words of LA FAYETTE aboard LA VICTORE, his own
ship, in 1777: “I bring with me nothing, but ny heart and good wll. The
happiness of AMERICA is intimately connected with the happiness of all
manki nd” .



W had a comon eneny: BRITAIN, we |loved freedomin the Enligthment. Stil

t oday, business, technology (Europe is far from US in research expenses)
can make people close. Denocracy also nmakes the two people close: nobody
nore than French thinkers since TOCQUEVI LLE are nore interested in Anerican
politics (perhaps because of our difficulties to make stable politics and
soci al happiness in our country !).

But this is not essential: essential is that we share the same ideal. It is
not accident that American woman and Frenchman, El eanor ROOSEVELT and René
CASSIN together wote the Universal Declaration of Human rights. As said
former Anbassador BUJON de LESTANG “the religion of liberty is the clue to
the very profound and indestructible bond which, throughout two centuries
of history, has wunited France and the United States, and gives the
relati onship between our two countries its unique character”. It is true
that we did not have the sane approach of political philosophy: to be
sinple, you thought that society was good and power dangerous; we thought
that society was corrupted and power regenerating ! But | hope you are now
convinced that we share the essential: supremacy of the Constitution, sane

uni versal i sm

Is it necessary to say “W are European” as sonme Anerican said in 1940 or
“W are Anerican” as proclained the Chairman of LE MONDE (Jean-Marie
COLOVBANI) on Septenmber 11 2001 ? W say in FRANCE: “Le mieux est |’'ennen
du bien” (Best is the enenmy of good). | would prefer to say: “Wat we share
is stronger than what can separate us”: we have conmon denocratic val ues,
common search of |iberty.

But make no nistake: not all values are good for denocracy. Make a
difference between tolerance and relativism It is necessary to respect
different ideas; but it is nore essential to reject any other concept which
has nothing to do with our philosophical foundations, the principles
tal ked about before.

A few nonths ago, | met the Honorable United States Justice Anthony
KENNEDY. He said to our Assenbly after | spoke to him that “the work of
Freedom is never done”. He was right. This work has to be renewed at each
generation. W tal ked about the past; but denocracy is your future too. It
is our future, our comon heritage. It is precious and nay be conprom sed
at anytime. Do you think that fundanmentalists who attacked your country on
Septenber 11 respect denocracy ?. Do you believe that the extreme right



candidate at the second round of the French presidential election of 2001

had the purpose to bring denocracy ?.

Please, | would like to ask you a favour: do not remenber anything from ny

| ecture, but only one question, one response and one advice.
The question is: what do Amrerican and French share and cherish the nost 2.
The response is: the spirit of liberty and the pursuit of happiness !

Try to be free and happy; and remenber MONTESQUI EU s advice: “To do great
things, it is not necessary to be a genius and to be over the nen. Just be
with theni.
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But the eternal problem between us is not the Atlantic Ccean...It is another
Ccean naned “ignorance”, the abyss that has to be effaced... As said Paul
Henri BENJAMN, “You believe we are very old. W believe you are very
young. W are both wrong

Because you are young: you may know the age of LAFAYETTE when he decided to
fight and bleed for liberty; he was 19!

Because future generations must continue the unending struggle to translate
denocratic faith into denocratic practice.

I have no doubt these are very serious issues. Even today, French el egance
is everywhere: “The contrast between French elegance and Anerican
pragmati sm should nake a fascinating show !” (San Francisco Chronicle,
August 2003, about the Annual Pebble Beach Concours d'Elégance in
California).



