
























































during the Kosovo War of 1999, a conflict that for a time looked more to
have pitted the United States against France than to have ranged either
of these allies against Serbia.82 It was a position suffused with the convic-
tion that “multipolarity ” was a much more propitious structure of the
international system than either of the two logical alternatives of bipolarity
and unipolarity. No one manifested this structural (third-image) aspect of
FFAA better than Hubert V �edrine, who served as Lionel Jospin’s minister
of foreign affairs from 1997 to 2002. To V�edrine, what constituted the crux
of the problem for Paris was not so much American behavior (held to be
epiphenomenal) but rather American power—power, that is, that was
relative to others in the international system at a time when the historical
adversary of the Cold War era of bipolarity had ceased to exist. For the
French, it was simply inconceivable that America could be enjoined
or expected to behave in a more satisfactory manner if the principal
determinant of that behavior—its relative capability—was not somehow
“balanced.” To his credit, V�edrine acknowledged that were Paris to possess
as much power as Washington did, it probably would behave in a manner
judged by allies to be even more insufferable than American behavior!83

It would, of course, be highly misleading to imagine that this structural,
one could almost say“antiseptic,” variant of FFAA was the sole version on
offer in France.84 France, as elsewhere in Europe, also had critics of
America whose targets were the latter’








