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FRENCH RELATIONS / DJIBOUTI SHELL

Subpoint A) Uniqueness

1.  A new chapter in France-US relations has been opened with the recent offer of mediation in Iraq.  But France is a wily country; they can change on a whim.

Robert Marquand, Aug 23, 2007 staff writer Christian Science Monitor “With surprise visit, France changes its tack on Iraq” Christian Science Monitor csmonitor.com/2007/0823/p01s01-woeu.html AC
PARIS - Partly to restore strained ties with ally America, and partly to deal itself into the strategic game on Iraq, France is opening a new chapter in the Persian Gulf.
In the European nation most publicly opposed to the Iraq war, media reaction in Paris on both the left and right appears to support new French offers to mediate among Sunni, Shiite, and Kurdish factions – whose strife is paralyzing Iraq's day-to-day governance.

The offers were put forward by Bernard Kouchner, whose surprise visit to Baghdad this week was the first by a French foreign minister since 1988. They signal a significant change in France's tack on Iraq, offering the kind of diplomacy France used to inspire dialogue among ethnic and religious factions in Lebanon. They also come amid warmer US-French ties under President Nicolas Sarkozy, who vacationed in New Hampshire this month.

France's sudden shift on Iraq "is almost as spectacular as the refusal of France to take part in the American intervention in Iraq," noted the left French daily Le Monde. "It is time to stop lecturing the Americans about their errors and start contributing to a solution."

In Baghdad Monday, Kouchner said "the Americans will not be able to get out of difficulty [in Iraq] alone," adding that "Europe must play a role ... and I hope that other foreign ministers will come and visit Iraq." Kouchner, a popular left-wing politician in Sarkozy's right-wing government, said after his visit that "the Americans in Iraq seem unable to see what surrounds them," speaking of the ever-more complex and violent interethnic conflict.

Foreign minister's credentials a plus

Analysts here say that a central factor in France's ability to quickly enter the Iraq fray is Kouchner's own credentials. He developed policies to protect Kurds from Saddam Hussein's army after the first Gulf War, has close relations with Iraqi President Jalal Talabani, and played a pioneering role in the concept of "humanitarian intervention" in the 1990s.

Kouchner, who cofounded the Paris-based "Doctors Without Borders," is also seen as unconnected to French business and political circles that were closely involved with Mr. Hussein.

While a proactive position on Iraq by Paris is a significant step in Mr. Sarkozy's professed design to regain French traction in international affairs, the French role is purely diplomatic. No troops, major resources, or significant political capital are being committed. As such, the French public has not reacted sharply pro or con to news of a modest role in Iraq.
"This is a symbolically important indicator that the French want to be a positive presence rather than a spoiler. But no hard questions are [on the table]," says François Heisbourg, special adviser to the Foundation for Strategic Studies in Paris. "If Sarkozy said he was sending 10,000 troops, people would go to the streets. But Kouchner, who is extremely popular, has gone to Iraq to signal that France will help if help is called for, and blessed are the peacemakers. Who can think badly of such positioning?"
US-France diplomacy suffered considerably after former President Jacques Chirac tried to create an international consensus against the US-led invasion of Iraq. French initiatives after 2003 were often blocked by the White House, and French influence in Europe itself was hamstrung by France's "no" vote on an EU constitution.

Sarkozy's diplomacy

Since being elected president in May on promises to reassert France's proud internationalist tradition, Sarkozy has conducted an astounding array of diplomatic initiatives. He put France squarely into the effort to create a European constitution, helped Libya end its isolation by brokering a deal to release six Bulgarian nurses and a Palestinian doctor, held a conference on Darfur with Chinese and American envoys, got a Frenchman named to head the IMF, continued France's central role in Lebanon, is taking a role on Kosovo independence, and has worked ardently to unfreeze US-French relations.

"We are clearly turning a page here ... it is a new chapter in French-American relations," the No. 2 US diplomat in Paris, Mark Pekala, told cable TV network France 24 earlier this month.

2.  The French mediation effort is the best way to secure Iraq.  This is critical in the time leading up to the report by David Petraeus.

Steve Huntley, Aug 26, 2007, Editor of the Editorial Page of the Chicago Sun-Times. Under his leadership, the Sun-Times editorial page staff was awarded Peter Lisagor Awards for exemplary journalism in 2004 and 1997 and the Sarah Brown Boyden award for editorials from the Chicago Journalists Association in 2006 Chicago Sun-Times, suntimes.com/news/huntley/528162,CST-EDT-HUNT26.article AC

This is why Iraqi Prime Minister Nouri al-Maliki and the leaders of the factions should accept the French offer of mediation, be it through a conference or some sort of shuttle diplomacy.

The mediation idea came from Bernard Kouchner, a co-founder of Doctors Without Borders and the left-wing politician picked by right-wing President Nicolas Sarkozy to be foreign minister. He proposed getting Shiite, Sunni and Kurdish leaders together for a mediation conference outside of Iraq, a repeat of a meeting he organized last month for Lebanon's factions.

The offer reflects European interests in seeing stability in Iraq and the belief that the United States can't achieve that. "Everyone knows the Americans will not be able to get this country out of difficulty alone," Kouchner said.

The French newspaper LeMonde called France's change of heart on Iraq "almost as spectacular as the refusal of France to take part in the American intervention." This left-wing paper also declared, "It is time to stop lecturing the Americans about their errors and start contributing to a solution." The New York Times said the new French effort was welcomed as well by British and German diplomats.

Obviously Europe believes that Bush was on to something when he said in a speech last week that a U.S. withdrawal could produce disastrous results for the Iraqis, the Middle East and the West. Kouchner told Newsweek that Iraq is "a crisis that threatens all of us."

The French offer of diplomatic mediation -- France won't get involved militarily -- opens the possibility of a new multilateral, international diplomatic initiative at a time when brave U.S. troops are achieving some success on the ground.

In only three weeks, Gen. David Petraeus delivers his progress report on the surge, launching a titanic battle on Capitol Hill over the future course of Iraq policy. If the Iraqis don't seize this opportunity from the French, or otherwise demonstrate progress toward reconciliation, Bush will have a hard time persuading Americans that we shouldn't change course.
Subpoint B) Brink:  Despite improvement in relations, the deal is not done.  If areas of disagreement arise, Sarkozy may renege. 

The Daily Star, Aug 28, 2007 Lebanon newspaper, “Sarkozy needs to lay the groundwork to achieve his goals in the Middle East” dailystar.com.lb/article.asp?edition_id=1&article_id=84847&categ_id=17 AC

Sarkozy's remarks suggest that although he hopes to repair France's frayed relations with the United States, he does not aspire to be George W. Bush's sycophant, as many had feared. The French president demonstrated that he is willing to openly express areas of disagreement with Washington, as he did by openly contradicting Bush's hardened stance on Iraq and calling for a timetable for a US withdrawal. Sarkozy also showed a noticeably different approach toward countries like Syria and Iran, two states that he hinted had much to gain by modifying their behavior. In this regard, Sarkozy demonstrated that unlike his heavy-handed American allies, he is far more willing to use carrots, instead of just sticks. Such an approach is likely to prove more successful in this part of the world than Bush's method of trying to bully and intimidate his adversaries into submission.
Subpoint C) Increased American action toward Djibouti is perceived as a deliberate attempt to undercut French influence.

Christopher Deliso, 2003 Feb 24 freelance journalist and travel writer who has been reporting on the Balkans since 2001. He holds an MPhil with distinction in Byzantine Studies (Oxford University) Disaster Par Extraordinaire?  The American Adventure in Djibouti Antiwar.com, antiwar.com/orig/deliso68.html AC

When NATO pulls out of Macedonia next month, it will hand over peacekeeping duties to a French-sponsored EU military force. This is a sign of how little the Balkan seems to matter to America today. However, when it comes to the neighborhood where France maintains its largest foreign military presence – well, that's another story. According to an AP report of 30 September 2002, the swashbuckling French Foreign Legion keeps up a colorful presence in Djibouti:
"…France still maintains 2,850 military personnel in Djibouti, 25 years after independence. Foreign Legionnaires in tight khaki shorts and white 'kepi' caps amble through town when they're not out on grueling exercises. French soldiers with shaved heads and tattoos pack the bars and restaurants at night. They're often joined by some of the 1,000 German soldiers who have been in Djibouti since January as part of the U.S.-led war on terrorism. The Americans seem to stay home at night."
The fact that there's no nightly "Djibouti call" for the American grunts probably owes to the perceived importance of their mission – one which may well change as the situation develops. Their European counterparts, on the other hand, are not eager for a war over Iraq, one that would certainly increase the chances of terrorist retribution. If the US troops are all like the epistolary Marine cited yesterday, chances are that they – and their Brown & Root servants – are hunkered down in the bar back at Lemonier.
The American move to Djibouti can therefore be interpreted as an attempt to undercut, and perhaps eliminate French political and military influence – a tactic that has been used in other theaters, notably in Georgia, where last spring the US sent military trainers. There, the move was perceived as a challenge to Russia – again, the formerly dominant regional power.
In Djibouti, also, the former colonial masters aren't there just for show. French generals have been known to issue stern warnings to neighboring states, particularly Eritrea, regarding France's commitment to the territorial integrity of its tiny protectorate. According to military buffs, the Foreign Legion contingent in Djibouti is made up of experts in urban warfare and amphibious operations. Nevertheless, informed commentators believe that America's long-term goals are at odds – deliberately – with French interests. As Mustapha Hassouna, a political and diplomatic analyst with the University of Nairobi reminds, "…the US is taking over territory that was the political turf of the French. Whether it has France's tactical approval is open to question."

Subpoint D) Iraqi collapse causes violent extremism, a mideast war, and collapses US hegemony. 

Ali-Asghar Kazemi March16, 2006—(Professor, International Relations, Islamic Azad University, Tehran) “A Worse Case Scenario,” www.bitterlemons-international.org/previous.php?opt=1&id=124 JoJa

While the likelihood of an uncontained civil war in Iraq does not seem that high, the collapse of the fragile regime and widespread chaos throughout the country is still a plausible scenario. The collapse of Iraq could produce a number of decisive short and long-term consequences at the national, regional and international levels. At the national level, the most urgent outcome of the crisis is the mounting of new obstacles to the formation of a Shi'ite-led government based on one that has been accused of an anti-Sunni attitude and incompetence in maintaining law and order. Outgoing PM Ibrahim al-Jaafari is already under serious pressure from all sides, including secular Shi'ites and the Kurds, to withdraw his candidacy for the premiership. The Sunni faction in the parliament (with 44 seats) may harden its position regarding participation in a national unity government and the legitimacy of the political process. The situation could either lead various factions in Iraq to pursue their own cause and establish independent governments in some sort of loose federalism, as the Kurds have already done, or precipitate the fall of the entire country into the hands of extremists. This latter would be indeed the most horrible outcome, unleashing Muslim fundamentalist forces throughout the greater Middle East. Of course, Sunnis would oppose the partition of Iraq, but Shi'ites ultimately would not mind forming their own government aligned with Iran in the southern region of Iraq. This could, in turn, upset the delicate ethnic and religious balance in neighboring countries. At the regional level, the victory of terrorist groups could further fuel anti-American sentiments among traditional societies and impel Muslim fundamentalists to destabilize the entire region. This could lead to total transformation, including structural changes, in the Middle East political landscape. This would in turn put the fate of regional energy resources in the hands of extremists. Though this development might not please the West and many other countries, the Iranian hard-line government would at this point in time see it as a God-given opportunity. As a matter of fact, of all Iraq's neighbors Iran's national interests would be most heavily affected by political, strategic and structural changes in Iraq. With their long history of rivalry, hostilities and war, the fall of Iraq could produce a number of challenges and opportunities for Iran. The major opportunity would be the total frustration of American designs for "regime change" in Iran through some kind of intervention. The most threatening challenges could be the susceptibility of Iranian Kurds and Arabs to appeals to join with their peers in a disintegrated Iraq. Evidently, then, the continued turmoil and insurgency in Iraq offers immediate benefit for Iran, since the United States may not be tempted to use hard power against it in the foreseeable future. But at the same time, if the chaotic situation continues and passes a certain threshold, Sunni extremists could even endanger Shi'ite Iran. Among other states, Saudi Arabia has been at the top of the list of targets of terrorists and fundamentalist groups for some time. The small states of the Persian Gulf are also most vulnerable to such political upheaval. Eventually, Middle East peace plans and the democratization process would become targets and victims of the rise of fundamentalism. Under such circumstances, Israel should look for a safe place on the globe, since its nuclear deterrent would be no match for terrorism. At the international level, the fall of Iraq could deal the most serious blow to US strategy in the Middle East and end American hegemony in the entire world. If the United States and allied forces in Iraq fail to contain and manage the crisis, we should expect immediate repercussions in the form of a domino effect in other countries, beginning with Afghanistan. The proliferation of radicalism could easily affect North Africa in the West and Muslim states in East and South Asia, including Pakistan, India, Bangladesh, Malaysia and Indonesia. Those in the United States and other parts of the world who push for a quick withdrawal of American troops from Iraq are evidently not conscious of these and other catastrophic ramifications.
CONSULT FRANCE SHELL

COUNTERPLAN TEXT:  The United States Federal Government will enter into genuine, binding consultation with France on the issue of ____________________.

OBSERVATION ONE:  COMPETITIVENESS
Subpoint A) The CP is non-topical:  it adds the element of consultation and the actor of France, neither of which occur in the resolution.
Subpoint B) The CP is mutually exclusive:  because the 1AC does not include consultation in the time before passage of plan, any permutation is an act of severance of the immediacy of plan and should be rejected.  Further, any permutation would be net-disadvantageous to the CP alone.
Subpoint C) The CP is net-beneficial because it avoids the DA(s) to the plan.

OBSERVATION TWO:  SOLVENCY

Genuine, binding consultation with France will check back French perception of US unilateralism and hegemony and eliminate tensions between the two.
Metzgar, 2001 Emily program officer in the Institute's Research and Studies Program. Her work includes U.S.-Russian relations, Northeast Asian and African issues, and general American foreign policy. Metzgar coordinates the Institute's Future of Europe Project and Russia Working Group as part of the Institute's ongoing examination of post-Cold War relations between Europe and the United States. Previously, Metzgar was a Foreign Service officer with the U.S. Department of State, serving at the American Embassy in Beijing. Before joining the State Department, she graduated from the George Washington University's Elliott School of International Affairs with a master's degree in international politics. While at GW, Metzgar was editor-in-chief of International Affairs Review, the journal of the Elliott School of International Affairs.  “French Negotiating Style” US Institute for Peace, usip.org/pubs/specialreports/sr70.html AC
The entrenchment of the U.S.-dominated international system in the post-Cold War era has led to more frequent tension between the two countries. Divisions over Middle East policies and competition over the direction of European security are representative of disagreements between France and the United States.

The French rankle under American leadership in the international arena. Believing that the United States too often fails to genuinely consult with its European allies, France frequently challenges the United States, contributing to the French reputation as a spoiler in international affairs. France seeks international legitimacy by adopting positions in opposition to the United States. It prefers not to passively accept American positions or American unilateralism, but rather to achieve its ends by occasionally allowing negotiations to fail or by making what it perceives as an independent decision rather than acting out of loyalty to the United States.

MEDIATIONS SOLVE IRAQ

Kouchner mediations can work.

New York Times, 2007 Aug 21 Reversing Course, France Seeks an Active Role in Iraq By KATRIN BENNHOLD, nytimes.com/2007/08/22/world/europe/22france.html?n=Top%2FNews%2FWorld%2FCountries%20and%20Territories%2FFrance&_r=1&oref=slogin&pagewanted=print AC

PARIS, Aug. 21 — After years of shunning involvement in a war it said was wrong, France now believes that it may hold the key to peace in Iraq, proposing itself as an “honest broker” between the Sunni, Shiite and Kurdish factions there.

During a three-day visit to Baghdad that ended Tuesday, the French foreign minister, Bernard Kouchner, said the time had come for France, and Europe, to play a greater role in Iraq.

“I believe this is the moment. Everyone knows the Americans will not be able to get this country out of difficulty alone,” Mr. Kouchner told the French radio station RTL on Tuesday before returning to Paris.

“This is about having an opinion and knowing what positive things one can do and what role France can play in this region,” he said, adding that Iraq was “expecting something” from France.

The shift was one of the most concrete signs yet of the thaw in French-American relations after the election in May of President Nicolas Sarkozy, whose administration no longer feels bound by the refusal to play a role in Iraq that characterized the reign of his predecessor, Jacques Chirac.

The United States broadly welcomed Mr. Kouchner’s visit to Baghdad this week, saying it was evidence that the world was increasingly intent on bringing stability to Iraq. British and German diplomats also hailed greater French involvement in the country.

A senior official close to Mr. Kouchner said that France sought a role in political mediation in Iraq, and that it had no intention of entering the military conflict.

One of the options under consideration, the official said, would be a peace conference that would bring Shiite, Sunni and Kurdish representatives to one table, modeled on a similar gathering Mr. Kouchner organized for Lebanese factions last month. Such a conference could be organized in France or in one of Iraq’s neighbors, said the official, who declined to be identified because the issue was still under discussion.

Another possibility was for Mr. Kouchner to embark on shuttle diplomacy among the factions, the official said.
The French move carries the personal mark of Mr. Kouchner, who was one of the few French politicians to back the forcible removal of Saddam Hussein before the American-led invasion in 2003, and whose longstanding relations with Kurdish and Shiite leaders have earned him credibility in the region. During his visit to Iraq, he held talks with religious and political leaders, including Prime Minister Nuri Kamal al-Maliki and President Jalal Talabani, whom he has known for three decades.

“France in general and Bernard Kouchner in particular are uniquely placed to be an honest broker in Iraq,” the French official said.

He did not rule out the possibility that France would at some point help train more Iraqi security forces or that French companies might participate in the country’s reconstruction as part of a larger European initiative, but he stressed that this was not the focus of the current proposal.

Mr. Kouchner’s trip, the first to Iraq by a French minister since the invasion, renewed interest in reports that the French oil company Total may seek a stake in Iraqi oil fields. This month, the French news media reported that Total and one of its American rivals, Chevron, were seeking to jointly explore Iraq’s fourth largest oil field.

But Mr. Kouchner’s office said that no oil executives had accompanied him to Iraq and that economic interests were not the focus of the trip.

Previously, France had limited its involvement in postwar Iraq to forgiving almost $5.5 billion in debt that Iraq owed it and using its permanent seat on the United Nations Security Council to vote for a greater role for the international body.

Selling the idea of increased involvement in Iraq to the French people may prove difficult. Even within Mr. Kouchner’s Foreign Ministry, some diplomats remain skeptical of his initiative, warning that it could put France at greater risk of a terrorist attack.

As one diplomat explained, “The prevailing view in a significant part of the French diplomatic community is that mediation in Iraq is futile and that the civil war needs to run its course and hand a decisive victory to one faction before the violence can end.”

Political opponents of the French leadership jumped at the opportunity to criticize Mr. Kouchner, a founder of the aid organization Doctors Without Borders and a former United Nations administrator for Kosovo.

Jean-Pierre Chevènement, a former Socialist minister and former presidential candidate, accused Mr. Kouchner of “repenting” before President Bush for France’s opposition to the war and said the trip risked destroying France’s diplomatic standing in the Arab world.

Nonetheless, in the French news media a cautious consensus is emerging on both sides of the political divide that it might be in the French interest to take a role in Iraq.

“France owed it to itself to return to Iraq,” the conservative newspaper Le Figaro said in an editorial on Tuesday. “You can shut yourself off for four years in the conviction to have been right, but that doesn’t increase the role our country plays on the international scene.”

Or, as the left-leaning Le Monde put it, “It’s time to stop lecturing the Americans about their errors and start contributing to a solution.”

FRANCE KEY FOR AFRICA

Now is the time to let France help in Africa.

Nile Gardiner, May 9, 2007, Ph.D., is Director of the Margaret Thatcher Center for Freedom, a division of the Kathryn and Shelby Cullom Davis Institute for International Studies, at The Heritage Foundation. Maria Verbanac and Peter Cuthbertson assisted with research for this paper.  “The Sarkozy Revolution: Five Recommendations for the New French President” The Heritage Foundation, heritage.org/Research/Europe/wm1448.cfm AC
Fifth, place human rights at the center of French foreign policy.For many decades, the French government and French companies have operated foreign and investment policies without consideration of human rights concerns. These range from extensive dealings with Saddam Hussein's Baathist dictatorship in Iraq to highly unethical investments in Asia and the Middle East. In addition, France has ignored EU travel bans on African despots, such as Zimbabwe's Robert Mugabe.[10]
Under Nicolas Sarkozy, France should adopt a foreign policy that places human rights at its heart. A good start would be a government-backed ban on French investment in Burma, currently ruled by a brutal military junta, and French support for European sanctions against the dictatorship. France's Total Oil, the fourth largest producer in the world, is the biggest foreign investor in Burma, generating an estimated $200 million to $450 million in annual revenue for the Burmese regime.[11] Paris should also back tougher sanctions against the Sudanese government in Khartoum, which is responsible for mass ethnic cleansing by Janjaweed militias in the Darfur region, and support the establishment of a NATO-enforced no fly zone to halt the genocide.

Sarkozy's electoral victory provides an excellent opportunity to overhaul French policy toward Africa, a goal Sarkozy alluded to in earlier speeches. Paris has long viewed its former territories in Francophone Africa (as well as former Belgian colonies) as neo-colonial playgrounds for advancing French economic, political, and strategic interests. Jacques Chirac did nothing to support the cause of liberty and freedom on the African continent. 
The new French regime should acknowledge and apologize for the role played by François Mitterrand's government in providing safe haven for the Hutu militias responsible for the 1994 Rwandan genocide, the darkest episode of modern African history.[12] The mass extermination in the killing fields of Rwanda must never be repeated, and it is important that the French government take responsibility for any part French officials played in protecting and even arming those who carried out the slaughter of 800,000 Tutsis. If Sarkozy opens the archives revealing the full secrets of France's activities in Rwanda, it would be a huge gesture signifying a fresh start for French foreign policy.

Conclusion

The world will benefit from a humbler France, shorn of the arrogance and hostile anti-Americanism of the Chirac administration and standing up to dictators instead of feeding them. A France that seeks to play a constructive role internationally can serve as a useful ally for the United States and the United Kingdom, especially in the global war on terrorism. In contrast, an inward-looking, insecure France that constantly lashes out will prove an increasingly difficult thorn in America's side.

Nicolas Sarkozy is a unique figure on the French political scene, but it remains to be seen whether he can bring about the change in both domestic and foreign policy that is so badly needed to restore France's battered image. While Washington policymakers should strongly support efforts by the new French president to reform France's moribund economy and repair frayed relations with the United States, they should be under no illusions about the scale of the task at hand for Mr. Sarkozy. What is required for a reinvigorated, pro-Atlanticist France is little short of a political miracle. The end result, though, may prove to be no more than a mirage.

FRANCE HATES UNIPOLARITY

France prefers multipolarity to unipolarity.

Paul Gallis 2006 Specialist in European Affairs Foreign Affairs, Defense, and Trade Division “France:  Factors Shaping Foreign Policy, and Issues in U.S.-French Relations” Congressional Research Service, fas.org/sgp/crs/row/RL32464.pdf AC

France and the United States have clashed over Paris’s pursuit of “multipolarity” in economic, military, and political affairs.  The French government describes multipolarity as a system of balance in international affairs, in part a natural outgrowth of trading blocs and regional global differences, in part a value that is in principled opposition to global domination by one power or bloc. Some U.S. officials, notably Condoleezza Rice, disparage the concept as a means to thwart U.S. foreign policy.  In June 2003, she said that it was troubling that “some have spoken admiringly — almost nostalgically — of ‘multipolarity,’ as if it were a good thing to be desired for its own sake.” She said that France seemed intent upon “checking” the United States and that Paris appeared to consider “the United States more dangerous than Saddam Hussein.”17  Some Administration supporters in the neo-conservative movement are more pointed and claim that France wishes to reclaim the “grandeur”of an earlier era and deny the United States its “unipolar moment”; in this view, multipolarity is a concept employed specifically to subvert U.S. foreign policy.18

FRANCE SAYS YES

France says:  “France would say yes.”

Embassy of France, 2005 July 1 “Cooperation that counts” ambafrance-us.org/news/statmnts/2005/cooperation_franceus05.asp AC

We welcome the willingness of the United States to increase its aid to Africa. This dovetails with a priority that France has long put forward, specifically at the G8 summit in Evian. France and the United States have launched a joint initiative to reduce the risks of famine in Africa.

France and its European partners, which account for 55% of total official development assistance in the world, are determined to do still more to assist Africa and the developing countries. France has pledged to raise its effort in regard to ODA to 0.5% of GDP in 2007 and to 0.7% in 2012. It advocates the establishment of international solidarity contributions. Firm commitments have also been made by the European Union. It is essential to do more in terms of debt relief, but debt is not everything. What matters is all the resources mobilized for development and the integration of Africa into the world economy. We therefore need new sources of additional funds. They would have to be more stable and foreseeable. Such resources are essential to finance the long-term strategies driving sustainable development .

France and the United States are also active in the fight against AIDS. France hailed President Bush's decision to earmark $15 billion over the next five years to fight this scourge. France has decided to triple its contribution to the World Fund against AIDS and numerous bilateral cooperation programs with specific components to fight that pandemic.

FRENCH MINDS:  REVEALED!

The French will fight hard for their interests.

Metzgar, 2001 Emily program officer in the Institute's Research and Studies Program. Her work includes U.S.-Russian relations, Northeast Asian and African issues, and general American foreign policy. Metzgar coordinates the Institute's Future of Europe Project and Russia Working Group as part of the Institute's ongoing examination of post-Cold War relations between Europe and the United States. Previously, Metzgar was a Foreign Service officer with the U.S. Department of State, serving at the American Embassy in Beijing. Before joining the State Department, she graduated from the George Washington University's Elliott School of International Affairs with a master's degree in international politics. While at GW, Metzgar was editor-in-chief of International Affairs Review, the journal of the Elliott School of International Affairs.  “French Negotiating Style” US Institute for Peace, usip.org/pubs/specialreports/sr70.html AC
The French are often more aggressive and confrontational than other European negotiators, say workshop participants. France attaches importance to language and political issues, and will fight long and hard to attain its objectives. In general, the French will take a slightly extreme position and stick to it until the last moment, before relenting at the end to demonstrate flexibility. Other countries get nervous if issues are not settled in advance of a summit. In the words of one observer, "They take issues hostage and do this until late in the game and turn it into a game of chicken." The French seem to regard the potential dangers of being isolated as worth it. They fight hard for perceived interests and do not apologize for it.

Consultation nets better relations.

Metzgar, 2001 Emily program officer in the Institute's Research and Studies Program. Her work includes U.S.-Russian relations, Northeast Asian and African issues, and general American foreign policy. Metzgar coordinates the Institute's Future of Europe Project and Russia Working Group as part of the Institute's ongoing examination of post-Cold War relations between Europe and the United States. Previously, Metzgar was a Foreign Service officer with the U.S. Department of State, serving at the American Embassy in Beijing. Before joining the State Department, she graduated from the George Washington University's Elliott School of International Affairs with a master's degree in international politics. While at GW, Metzgar was editor-in-chief of International Affairs Review, the journal of the Elliott School of International Affairs.  “French Negotiating Style” US Institute for Peace, usip.org/pubs/specialreports/sr70.html AC
Principles and pragmatism both have a place in French negotiating behavior. How and when these characteristics present themselves is the result of complex international dynamics, the dominant role of the United States in the international arena within which France operates, and a seeming sense of nostalgia for the days of great French power. The realities of France's international position lead the French to adopt bargaining tactics that seek to maximize their influence, often frustrating their interlocutors and sometimes resulting in unsuccessful negotiations even with friends and allies.

The difficulty with which the United States negotiates with France has become almost a cliché in international politics. In the U.S. view, the French have developed a reputation for being difficult partners in times of peace, yet reliable allies in times of crisis. With better understanding of French motivations in the conduct of international affairs, the United States and other interlocutors can work more constructively with France, ensuring cooperative, multidimensional relations in both bad times and good.
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