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Wz Ao LS, ARLE I b AL AL AR R S A7 — LA 2 SO BR Be R 48, xR
PERIPF SRR, TEIZE SR IR IR 2R BT o SERUBCILRY R B, R AR T3 — A RE Tk 2% 8 B i Ak 2
RIEZIS o BSRWHNBRIARN AT BEAGA LE T8 A AL T U6 A AR AR 76 5L 28 [ 55K 3 10% , @ HA ]
AN, BB SEAE DI BT G 22, BT R — A SO RER B Z e 2 O
2, EEB AT LB N A 24, SEBN SR B 2 Al a R, AT — 07 T s
RIS NS I — D7 TR R 2 PGSR . © ik ] 7 A T N S SCBIURT A BT R e Z ik D
R MR TEEIN, 78 HETE 2 oot BB S RTS8 AR R A SE B R Lo AR
KT FEXF A A, RIS B BRSO A R B L, R EE s
(AR 2R T TR S BT AR 1 D UL -5 B

ARSOK EE A =AM B —, YEE ST IR BRI RIA S B T A AR B g
R, IERER (EEHEHE) WA (ARRE O DU S Az, Ja P S5 AT AR AT
Zib, IR ANE AR S H P 25 . S, IR ARE TP AR RE T LA THOA K R
PBsRIIBHE? ek B GERM 32 SGRI E S5 AR EHOC R imiH ih— A R B IR B BE
AR, 3 RASTAER FE ASE R R 1 2 1o D LAV SR R 2 A A B 0, SR AT AT
PRARTC: T SRAA TR 7 A S AN TR o DUTAR IO X 24 B B i R, ISR AT THE 3 3
FAAEE R, MARTE A AT R Bk . 28 =, ST B LA 32 SGESR Bk R B IR S AR
W7 RS P ARE A AIERR TR Z AL, 5 ERE AR R i BB B, O AR R HA = 3
AR T A B o © BB Bom i RS AL A T AL e X — S S R [ SR 32 SCRUAR ke =2
LGPy TR ORI N =35 W 2 4 € i 52 SO R 4 G L N OB VR A S S R 1 A PN S5 SVl <oy e
SRS U DO R R AR, R m BRSO ST A e AR, B FLIE - 45 3 L
I HHEBR T A ISR B T ICTA IR ESUR G AR PR BT 22 O 9 2, IR AR A
HAZE RO, TR E A AT A Z R BT B, IR T, i R
AP NEED A A2 B Tl TR RIRGE A FAIA 23 A2 o B AR s ] T 4t e
B, AR RS SRR TR, T FE O AU 28N B AR AT S [ 2 Fi T T
KITQ T, ASCKEH, WHEER S —DRE RS R, R FORUUR AT RERY,
TEBOA A AN ATRREY -

® Cf. Fleur Laronze “Affaire Baby Loup: lépuisement du droit dans sa recherche d’une vision apolitisée de la religion” , Droit Social, 1
février 2014, n°2, p. 100; Jean Mouly,  “Liaffaire Baby-Loup devant 1’Assemblée pléniere: quelques accommodements avec les principes” ,
Droit Social, octobre 2014, n°10, p. 811; Emmanuel Dockes “Liberté, laicité, Baby Loup: de la trés modeste et trés contestée résistance de
la Cour de cassation face & la xénophobie montante” , Droit Social, mai 2013, n°5, p. 388.

@ EEEETEN AR LIRS FE . RIS TR E E N B O 2 ELEN T B, A5
FAE3% BIARBFE SR 10% 2. —BANAFBIEE Ik AR 2B R 2 EENBREHENR” & —brEs 2 s
B, EEBIAARAN OB S E R AEA 5% /54 - France Prioux et Arnaud Régnierdoilies  “La pratique religieuse influence-t-elle les
comportements familiaux?” , Population et Sociétés, Juillet-aost 2008 , n°447, p. 1-4.

® FEHETEATCN X TR EH BB HHRHAMNRSIE “FTEEE” MU E DAZM “REH . 7E0] DLW s
RN, EHRMNERARNY “REHA" G B WRNT KB TIRE 2B R

© SRR WEE CHEE FERsH e, CEINTEE) 2016 4RSS 6 5, 45 134 TT.

@ YR ATHERIMAILS S, £ AHAMARIRINWIAL . JCTHATE RS, 2200 Philip Pettit  “The Instability of Free—
dom as Noninterference: The Case of Isaiah Berlin”, Ethics, Vol. 121, No. 4 (2011) , p. 693; Quentin Skinne; “Freedom as the Absence of Arbi—
trary Power” , in Cécile Laborde and John Maynor, eds. , Republicanism and Political Theory, Oxford: Blackwell, 2008, pp. 83-101.

® S BokE A R—4RBRIA P2 B, OFBAHR) 2017 4E55 2 491, 56 133 Tis

@ Z0E®, KMPIC, 55125428 1.
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S R A AT P D ) ) - P T o) S A R A ] e T L T S AR S B S e 1 B B o AR T X
FEARUT i AR AR R IR, ol B AR SE e T X AN RIS A By BRI AR R 2 g b B — (Rl AR
O3 SN G = A HIBI S IEEA TR, SRIEHE RN, Z T AR BESE B S R NI K, SR R
LSS Z BT AE— R e AR RSB B LISz 44, ke T /7 22 51 X o= 28005 10 1 R A1 -

(—) EBXRBHFSHFE

Lo GRAEFAEE 42D ket

FE2017 423 F 14 H W R A B o e ik Be B0 i B B vk 2 BRI VR wse ke b, BB
RBERIBT AR T O Tl 5 B SRR A AHEAL 54 ) (2000778 /CE, AR AR Gkl
EEREA D)) A 2 K5 2 BOCT E IR R S AR . DABCER 4 R4 1 BE AR R AR A R
BT . WRFHT A W R H— 2 ORI A9 — ZFA N2 Wl fiJg T BT AT HE3E ( Samira Achbi-
ta) ——— %4 P E TR RO ISk T L L T, B RN Rl SRR AR b 51 T 2 s AT A ks A ]
BIZ2H T BOATHE SINMUE A B . BT, JFORA SR HLE WS AIZ A IR, 4
ol R VAR 1B e . H TR ARG JE BAK ( Asma Bougnaoui)  FTHEHR A — Z0 85 R AL Al
( Micropole SA) HRIFANKAT, [FhERKiEEpIRER “BEMALN” M TR, ZF A4
M P T fie B T Ul

RRERVEBERR I, AFEE Ik R TS B R om0 ¥2%. BUARTE &0 IR AS B I AS A8 Bl 1 #2 8
L, AR DA AT =AM, A AR . Fe—, RS IE AT FIE S B Ak
55N LR B BN BT B FE i 5 A SRR EIA . W R R SIS, FEkBRE KR TIEM H

bre HT, MORREE IRIE TSP S MR . WUR ARV TO 22 S AR 11 AT 5 B i ) 53 15 A A
BN HAT SRR, A BRI ES (R RIS o o=, RS IR AR ZERRBEZ A o AR Al R4 (A

BB fh ) 5% AR B 5 T, IR AME AT LI R A b SRR 2 N B VA BRI N, An iR
FETATE Pt R HRL 5 B 5t AT DO, AR GDl-FAR1E ) 54 % H
& BRI - A ECk ML R AIRSS . BOFAE TABE . Yo tEr Bl % g .o

IR VAR i FE 2 S R AT A RO AR R A AE AR 5 A5 LSBT 22 Sk i 7 @ 8K, 4
R T B DT 22 Sk AR R SR, A A b IR A AR B AR A o DA R I 1R
fige 7RI, EIAINBEH AR AL T AT TANBON T H S T RE B SCR) — FR B AE A (L5 4
FEFRIIRRETT R, IEBEIF A S H AR R — VIR i, PR H e o — S i | T %
PERY” S —SeIE T otk #EL AR BT T .

PRNEINES

SRR G R, AU PR ITAR e — XA ik [ JE ) IR SR A4 BRI K 2
M, e R AT B s R & LR RIR I B RS EORAEMTRIE - A 23 UL f

@ Cf. Cour de justice de 1'Union européenne, 14 mars 2017, Affaire C457/15.
@ Cf. Cour de justice de 1'Union européenne, 14 mars 2017, Affaire C188/15.
@ Cf. Jean-Baptiste Jacquin, “Europe: les entreprises peuvent interdire le voile sous conditions” , Le Monde, 14/03/2017.
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AFEMOEE, X—HIEERI T RFESE 2 R, X GRIIARUA L) 45 9 S
S ) ER A R L A SR P a4 A ) U R o O

3. XS

SRTT . 3% B REALOCL T X 5 BB HOA SR TE SR B T 00 — R B b ifE . Y28y Im i iy, 2
L5 T BELEURT 76 BRORS FIT 78 L i A SR, FEIBUR AR5 R 1 B At . A 2 A s 24 B
B o PR AR E A S WA . AT S/ NTIEE I BURE S IR 200 20 MR, e BUT 3538k
TSI A S e 12 B A, FEILERERFE A 5. 2016 47, EEPA LR “H h
()7 BASRIFRYHBUN N IS X — MBIk 7 1905 4F (HESH BT (LLUFfH
Bl GrEsik)) 5 28 AR IE AU EEST IS bR R AR o ok IR e A TS B B T AR L
VRIE BESE T R L MRS 1A JEH U HE L ER SR A S e e, DR T W s b e H—, Tl
BOY SR TR RS, SR R BERE R ERERRR A S 5, BRAEMCZSE I T ootk 2R R R H
T AR A BRI SR IR RN b AV R AR A S, BRAR IR S TR
HAY. O vk i i T BOEBe AR, 2 2V I0mE GEE) 851 &M rEik) MistZoRBUNTES:
@ LR EETA G AENEATT BT 222, SRR B 20025 fe HIS R [ A b
M5 L, REELUCK & B — AR R AE . BRI 52 AR R GrEik) 28 28 4. 1
AR NAFar, AR AIENU AR IE . 351556700 H LRI BTt oAU, B A WAEE O
BL) 5528 4k BbAh, X —HIBINEE M AR AR T AR F A LA LR A SR AR [ SR U 4
e AR A S B PR B AT DRSO TR, BT HAR SR ZO AR B A R SR B, BB A
BRSPS RN, ERBHART R NRE I AORFED S, 824 AT Re s ib i Nl 5z
SE AN T4

(Z) AMZHE

AR TR, ENERES 1A ] A e AR R 24 Gl b B 3k 45 v o
TR o0k RS VRA SR ZS [ 1 X 00 SR8 5 5 AR S 1 X 5o X R or 2RIL I8 1E
Uk B R 3 S ARG ks b A EAS B A B

1. FANZS ] 1 A3 ]

XA SRR R BN “H 7 B, R GRIMARAZD) 559 &%, BUFATLIHE T
NIRRT A% FE BRI S22 F AT, bl DU, AE A L2 TR SR A BRI s 2.0 F)
2, BATHAEARTHE A LA AR 28 [0 A9 3040 Fe B A G Rk e S0, SR 2010 4FE4% 178
NS RINREL “fi K7 (Burqa) MOTEEIZER 2 ZTHR A A s i) iy 2 2L TE B R 1) A A K
s HTAILRS BRI X —am YRR L s ) 2 HAR R &0 e X, RS B ASTE

@3 Cour de cassation, civile, Chambre civile 3, 8 juin 2006, 0544. 774, Publié au bulletin, 2006.

@ Cf. Dominique Fenouille, “Reglement de copropriété et liberté religieuse, ou la difficile cohabitation des consciences” , Petites affich—
es, 5 juillet 2006, n°® 133, p. 9.

@® Conseil dEtat, 9 novembre 2016, Fédération de la libre pensée de Vendée, n°395223 et Conseil dEtat, 9 novembre 2016, Fédération
départementale des libres penseurs de Seine-et-Marne , n°395122.

@ CEDH, Gde ch. , 1°° juillet 2014, n® 43835/11, 5. 4. SAS c¢/France; Patrice Rolland “L7arrét SAS c¢/France de la Cour

européenne des droits de 'homme du ler juillet 2014” , Revue du droit des religions, novembre 2016, n° 2, p. 47.
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IR T 2 SZ L PP o 0 RS P A, ARSI ST A W 3 A 2 (1 L R 55 ) TR R A5 3 WA R ] A
. EIEMBREAE T, IEEBHIBIRRS “NIbasia)” AR, IEAE AR 4P B s 6] 1) Ay B
SRR YR s\, ASEVIRF BRI R 2 I B 2 A OB BBOE B RAEYE Y
ite ML EMBUR S A AR, R BRI R AT, BRARH T RMZARR B i MR35k E
2010 AEMAT R CELMIEE ), AETFHCES [P SO b Fe i o BN, AR (1 0 5 AR A B4 . FA AL
Hnl DUl — AR B, FERT A EAE A BN B A5 0F T A8 R SR IR M . BT RAEE, W
WAL ) e N 2R 7 34 BE R A o 2R o

AMEF vk E FER AR B R B A AT o (H ik E AR R A R, R T AEAS 5
EJR T AN [ B N SRV AR R A AR T B e —k, ROV LB T —Fh=s [ [y
DA R EEARMRX SN E A A HE S T, AR n] BE R N O AR A RIBIF L3 E
AR Z G, ARG AENE I AL 8] XA dn e W s, DL TR AE ] oAb AT WL
MRSy (BHG) ARRTRERCI MM AIXS G e ATLATE, 12 Rl WA TE Aok “BRAR AN [ 0 24 fnfug 42 31
SRHT X R, A IR T AR A AR T T MEGE R AL, ARk
I PR X AR AT AR R X I S A (EL A IR R i o B — DI P O T A 3L 1a], A0
TEEREVEN EZ — B IR P SR K AT T 00, AL S [B] A, DU o~ 558 J 0 ke AL AL
XA N TR AR BTCIE AT, D ASERAZ T HHTER 4/ N2 T ILP AR -

2. FHATS SRS

BEAR Yy PR BT IX S AP AN s o R Y AR RN N Z RN 5. A, BR
BB S EOR, HER FAR L RO W SREUR SIS, b AU AN DX 5 4 AR
ke RMBRILZ AN, WFGEAGH, FEPEXF N ANZRRIG, BB 1 55X fr A [ o 2R e 22
Mo HHMZLH-MEE L “TrARTEENGS, WA +F2 RENEIE. w2 8
AR EBR B EEWICAENE . AR IRASEREE— RIS D NS SRR R SR A e
BT ol BN T B ICE SR HE , ZE AV IR BEARA AR INFA N ARlk v] LS5
HFRGUEMIAT S, ZAVCHEHSRR TR 9 BUaE S XX Ryl gert. kEH
B AE S B P B AN R R i 7 5K, RN R — 2. MIEERHIGIRE , BT 2R 9 IR
Wi AT “SEEAERT, JF BREAT LA RIS BORAE 0 A th iy e m i 2 44, dnl LA
A BRSO SR 2 B BRG] SR, IEMIRAIAE “SEHIA IR " AIRTiE e R R b
FRERIN, WEHEEBN M Ry bRk IRIA B DI A f 2 25 80k, A BRI
Sl AR TR RHETTREE T AR B AU, T R TR BT L, AMTER 2R,
KT MRS A B Z B LA PR R N RO B P B RT3 2

TR T —DEEA R L3R S ] Xk R AT A — i T 5 SR BT X % oy
(O R B — PSS N SR A I — B AT AR IO A MRE T S P A AN R = i Y e A
IR R Z RS WA, RS LR PR A )20 85K IR B, BRIl il 1
PRARARE ST AR 20k 0 8 2 H A2 BRI BURF R AT 57 3k 9 18 28 H A% 2 BRI i 32 A9 4L

@ Cf. Olivia BuiXuan, ~ “L’espace public: 1’émergence d‘une nouvelle catégorie juridique? Réflexions sur la loi interdisant la dissimula—
tion du visage dans l'espace public”, Revue frangaise de droit administratif, 2011, n® 3, p. 551-559.

@ CEDH, 15 janvier 2013, n°48420/10, Eweida ¢/Royaume Uni. BRI ANFCGEBERIEE A, AR W AIE L%, R
AE B B A A AR R B

© ZIFEH WIS RER RN, QRFERD) 2012 52 1), 5246 T
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M, IR AAETE A REA P WU, ROZ R AN T BUR FIUR SRR (FLRR BRI e Ak [ e s A7 B0A
Bt i #10 S FLE AT =2 o A SR HRBREE A 1 5 5 T LR RMERY, IR A Al — e B4R 2R “OH
LT NIHE A —Fm BT 5, A RER R I — D B B A R B9 SO A5 5~ AT
AZEE I RIUE S ZAT S R BERUE R W17 (EE, MO — AR, RS SRR A Al BR i 5K
P BAT S SO 2 DL BRSO IR HIG], IELE T R X R AR B 5.0 A
VFBURNTE ST P45 2 HRBR I A S0, WARSE 1R B Br S BN TE R S

EHCCER KR, AEFATRR BN FANZS (6] /A 328 6] Z A A 75— Bh o B0 A i — ok ik o it
I, AN R 32 SO R By LN LA SR . TER R “TZh T Fn AR AR R A
k], LR BT N BEHH AT — b B¢ 03 A ] B [ S A 32 SO e SR A O & b U0 53 U4
. M2 BAERG THIFANZS 0], EATEY 5K TR A s 2. 1B ) BB 2 A 3R
B CHMEART SMUEM S IARE, B Ve DA 32, A 2 itk AN LS 4
o 25 R LN 3 SR B W LI S B bR 30 g L AR B P 55 D DU R T AR PR AR 55 1 %)
B INFI R . SRECANEITE , AR AR ST TR B Lo, A Tk o AR AR R
ZEARBRAS )k LA 2 SOR B R 2L S B S B IE T

= IEHRFINRHEE LI E X FEN

LR AR E AU — R ME TR B EOA A, TR B HE BB R P B 7
PRI CEIE) 552 44 RN CHEMERG AN EE . S MET, R E R
SURFRII RGN . TEAT 6B B — T REARTRLF 1 0 UG ORI T3 60 3 XA [ 3t
FUE SRS e R SR BT — R U R . R S A M B e R 3T
AT Ao 3 R A TR 2 B i (1) AR SR ER: (2) [
FEGA NI IR e He T U T SR v A 32 S RN 28 R M — (K 50, T A A oAl
(EATRERE Y, FEA AT o 263k o M B AT 2 Rk B, AU (8 24T T 12 30
SR, XS R B, % G A 4 248 7R AR ) T2 0 B LA O 2 A
A, TR R e B T e I . PR AOT4, e vk LA 3 UK T
BRRREIL T A S BBFHIA WOAURISE 4 — K, IR IR SR T X5 RE O O O 4

(—) FEENNRHARNSBIES

BFE T A0 IV EC S A T, e 00 ol T L 0B 86 50 A X % 77 9 22 G 0
GEIE) 551 A B2 B R A RIE A TS, RO B Rk
SHL EEEEE RSN IR, Kk PN TR (1) S RS
B R SCIRRRIE . RN, ASRERSH S AR R RGR] WIHE (2) A RZERAEE
( Frats-providence) HH T b Sl St &R 18 AR T 2 22 A 6 BRbi e B AT I0: (1) % Fak
COPHERIE R A5 IR TR B R, S (SR BN, RIBUEACERE, JREIH

@ Cf. Cour de cassation, Assemblée pléniere, 25 juin 2014, n°13-28. 369; Conseil d’Etat, 2*™ et 7°™ sous-sections réunies, 27 novem—
bre 2013, n® 365587; CEDH, 10 novembre 2005, n°44774 /98, Sahin (Mme Leyla) c/Turquie, AJDA 2006, 315.
@D Cécile Laborde, Critical Republicanism: The Hijab Controversy and Political Philosophy, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2008, p. 3.
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B R DO RHE— TR (2) X AT A a9 ERRI RS OL, RS SR T X )
XIRE, SRICE BibRif, ARERRIX R 0E SR E S FE 2 Horh,  “HhaR B R SR
A —AEZME: EIEEN AL TR UUE R ( caractéristiques intrinséques) o AH L2
T MEERREBOL . R BT 98 R YA 7 AR T AT AE R 2R . BT L, 1R P55 i
MR SEEe b, B Xy T AT A NS G TRROLIX WA [R] G, 023 S A4 3% J7 T 1 X
XS TERIBO RS BRE, AEM X3 T PRI E R, — SR IR SR ok T 3 ik Hem A
R, KRR NN L i S R e s e B S AR RSO R R o X TR T —
PR 2R A DX R R P AR AR, TS 6 T3 28 PR 3R A X0 X AR5 DU SR R — PR A

A RN E T B T, i 2= PR R R 2 B — 2 R B Z AME AT R SR RAR B A o SRS
W) B 22 U RN [ 4B 26 1918 2 RHAR Ry 2 — o SRFURZ 2 PUIMIE  CEk) FrilE iy Jcie tn
I BN RESE LA DX R Y PR 3R 22— I AR Bt 7 AR SERA R . SRR “Beor s s
AR BR G R E R, 2 g R FRAT T 270 30k 3 SR T ZE i D B ) A2 i [ SR
MBSy, X PR 7 S8Rk —ER 3 A AT DL E K B O e IR SR B e SR A IR E
R, T FRAE ARG Z 5 /N LR R B N A5 LA AF D S2BR b, vk A AR AT
CDBEAR” (minorite) 7E “EENT Z B0 AR GO NEI AR X — 25 5 A8 (R B
DX e —30. BT, 78 1991 4R “BHG s 2R 7 b, BEEEZR RSN, Barhr “UEh
BEARZ =R R AR X —FE, SR TE2IAE GEk), HWAE TEEA—
SR CBHGRNT ANREIE ST B AR], TR SRENT AR B AR D FRE,
FEHUFERL A A RARI A BUAE AR E PR A 20D W, B XHZ A AR 2 A GEk)
552 P LLETR AME BN RS RE, S (O RARIRMEBLA AR E BRA L) 55 27 i b8k
FHRHRIACRIE B R ER -2 5L, F KRB EAH BE A XX, X —Sr AR IE T
SERRIS, s 1k FE A T SO0 B — By Y I

T AR T S-S S — DTS AR — S N B TR, IR 2 T =4 1)
KA B H AR T HAL A R WX —RifdR it &, FATRen] LI “RFE R4 ILRE SR
FANAN KT ZR” 25— AN Rl PR AR B A5 A0 B e “th s ™ myis
FI, UL Ak as )RR 5 5] 9 X 43 76 SRR A S e P IE AR AR B @ FEEE B R, X —S5RIE

@ Cf. Ferdinand Mélin-Soucramanien, “Le principe dégalité dans la jurisprudence du Conseil constitutionnel. Quelles perspectives pour
la question prioritaire de constitutionnalité?” , Les Nouveaux Cahiers du Conseil constitutionnel, 1 janvier 2012, n° 29, p. 89-92.

@ LTRE “HHSE” FROIEIT, 070G CBEUNENES— RSEEN murit s, R
2016 4EH5 4 01, 555969 BT XU ZE—ik  ABIRE S B SOIRS— R E BB EA S, CERA D 2017 45 1
W, 5592403 B,

@) Cf. Will Kymlicka  “The Rise and Fall of Multiculturalism? New Debates on Inclusion and Accommodation in Diverse Societies” ,
International Social Science Journal, Vol. 61, Issue 199 (2010) , p. 97.

@ Cf. Cécile Laborde  “Républicanisme critique vs républicanisme conservateur: repenser les {accommodements raisonnables )", Cri—
tique internationale, septembre 2009, n° 44, p. 24-25; Bruno Perreay  “L‘invention républicaine” , Pouvoirs, aott 2004, n° 111, p. 49-51.

2 Décision n° 91290 DC du 9 mai 1991.

@ Décrets portant publication des deux Pactes, Journal officiel, 1" février 1981, p. 408. Hx4iL, =L C. L. D. v. France, Com-
munication No. 228/1987, U. N. Doc. Supp. No.40 ( A/43/40) at 252 ( 1988 ); H.K. v. France, Communication No.222/1987,
U. N. Doc. CCPR/C/37/D/222/1987 (1989); Dominique Guesdon v. France, Communication No.219/1986, U. N. Doc. CCPR/C/39/D/
219/1986 (1990) .

@ Cf. Eoin Daly “Laicité in the Private Sphere? French Religious Liberty After the Babydoup Affair” , Oxford Journal of Law and Reli—
gion, Vol. 5, No. 2(2016) , p. 211.
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@ Cf. Thomas Hochmann, ~ “Le Christ, le pere Noil et la laicité, en France et aux Etats-Unis” , Les Nouveaux Cahiers du Conseil constitut—
ionnel , octobre 2016, n° 53, p. 53-54.

30 Didier Leschi “Problémes contemporains de la laicité publique” , Les Nouveaux Cahiers du Conseil constitutionnel, octobre 2016, n°
53, p. 30.

8) “PLIEHEXIL" (Zone déducation prioritaire) Ji 1982 4F 2 2006 4% B RAT 19— Wi 4 [ MR HH BOR, HAZ L2 IR L8 T i
WP P RBE AR E 2 A BRAN B A ), HSEUE AR IR SEOR B AR 2R R AL X Y AR SR A A IR L
2. [ 2007 4FE, —TUE TSRO TS R IX BB . AR SEIE 5 T B 5T I BUR 2 A A I (Cf Roland
Bénabou, Francis Kramarz, Corinne Prost, et Marc Gurgand, ~ “Zones d‘éducation prioritaire: quels moyens pour quels résultats? Suivi d'un com—
mentaire de Marc Gurgand” , Economie et statistique, 2004, vol. 380, n° 1, p. 3-34) , HEZE/DRMEHMITH T EEASATHEATZ
BRAS AU T Ak (A DX 2 R R BRI, I IT R 7R AL 2 2855 PR 3 X B i 52«

@ Cf. Bernard Toulemonde “La discrimination positive dans 1éducation: des ZEP & Sciences Po” , Pouvoirs, n® 111, p. 91 et 97.

@33 Décision n° 1982446 Droit Constitutionnel, Rec. , p. 66.
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QR I P R T SRS 25 I i FE2E UG B 47 DA TR SR i G 5 — o R B BB, R
2 I SR A PR DA B Rt (] — 2 R B A R A 2 B o AT PR AP 25— Rk [ A 28
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3 Décret n°® 2012-601 du 30 avril 2012 relatif aux modalités de nominations équilibrées dans I’encadrement supérieur de la fonction pub—
lique.

® ZIURIAYE xR A, (IR 2017 AR 6 B, #7599 TT.

3 Jacques Robert “Le principe dégalité dans le droit constitutionnel francophone” , Cahiers du Conseil constitutionnel, novembre 1997,
n’3,p. 29.

@ Op. cit. @), Bruno Perreau, p.51.

@ EXRTHRMEE e T, BERET RSN T A M 0 28 50k JE ) s 7 . Cf. Décision n° 2004505 DC du 19 novembre
2004, cons. 18, Journal Officiel du 24 novembre 2004, p. 19885, texte n° 89, Rec. p. 173.
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® BWEO, KWFTC, 5122424 51,

W LFRSEE. RANEL IMELMER, CRBEAETIR, WL NEEEN (E5%) (La Philosophie dans
le boudoir) F|EHS ( Alfred Fouillée) [ (%58 ) ( Histoire de la philosophie) 255 QN NHME STk« VT AF S X7 I = S 45 Sy 12 49 B2 451 114
SUE, TSR ET SRR R E S 19 A FAEMRE AR E AL, CHEFDTE) 2007 AR5 1), 5 3945 . i
Y& ]2 W, Perrine Simon-Nahum, ~ “La République et les républicains, adversaires du religieux et des religions” , in Marion Fontaine, Frédéric
Monier et Christophe Prochasson (dir.) , Une contre-histoire de la Ille République, Paris, Dévouverte, 2013, p. 189-200.

@ Claude Digeon, La Crise allemande de la pensée frangaise 18704914, PUF, 1959, p. 80.

@ Ibid. , p. 79-83.

Adolphe Franck, Philosophie du droit civil, Paris, F. Alcan, 1886, p. 69.

@ Cf. Yves Déloye, Ecole et citoyenneté: lindividualisme républicain de Jules Ferry & Vichy: controverses, Paris, Presses de la Fondation
Nationale des Sciences Politiques, 1994, p. 287-290.

@ Cf. Jean-Claude Matthys “Les débuts de la Faculté catholique de droit de Lille (1874-1894) ", Revue d histoire des facultés de droit et
de la science juridique, 1987, n° 5, p. 73-75.

4 Cf. Frédéric Audren,  “La belle époque des juristes catholiques (1880-4914) ", Revue Frangaise d Histoire des Idées Politiques, 2008 ,
N° 28, n°2, p. 233-235.
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1787 M3 EERIT ( Charles Maurras, 18684952) M—HIRiHMA T “BUAH "D “BUAH
—7 BWRE, FEL BT MR CRIESRESMGNE, REEABGRILR. XA RFEHE. RILE
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AIRIHA ST T AR A R B 2 bk E A IGEE FIEGA TGS XTI Z I GEE, BT EH
B2 LA E .

Cf. Patrick Cabanel “Le grand exil des congrégations enseignantes au début du XXe siecle. Lexemple des Jésuites” , Revue d histoire
de 1Eglise de France, 1995, vol. 81, n®206, p. 207-217; Jean Baubérot, Histoire de la laicité en France, Paris, PUF, 2013, p. 23.

4@ Cf. Bernard Gaudeay “Erreurs du modernisme sur le droit naturel” , La foi catholique, 1909, IV, p. 256-260; Patrice Rolland,
“Un ‘cardinal vert” Raymond Saleilles” , Revue Francaise d Histoire des Idées Politiques, 2008, N° 28, n° 2, p. 273-275.

@ Cf. Pierre Lucien-Brun, “Compte rendu & propos de L’Action Franiaise et la Religion catholique" , Revue catholique des institutions et
du droit, 1914, n° 42-2, p. 189-191; Stéphane Boiron, “L’Action frangaise et les juristes catholiques” , Revue Franiaise d Histoire des Idées
Politiques,, 2008, N° 28, n° 2, p. 344-346; Jacques Prévota, “La condamnation de 1’Action frangaise et les Spiritains: le cas du Séminaire
frantais” , Histoire et missions chrétiennes, novembre 2012, n° 10, p. 69-93.

60 Cf. Jean Baubéro, “Transferts culturels et identité nationale dans la laicité francaise” , Diogéne, 2007, vol. 218, n°2, p. 18.

&) Charles Maurras  “Plus que jamais... Politique dabord ! 7, LAction frangaise, 20 juillet 1938.

& Op. cit. &0, Didier Leschi, p. 29.
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63 Ibid. , p. 27-28.

Gb Ibid.

5 Cf- Emmanuelle Jouannet, Quest—e quune société internationale juste?: le droit international entre développement et reconnaissance , Par—
is, A. Pedone, 2011, p. 167. PIURAZ W (k] BBABIR « FURM-IBTA  RINGEERE", RKUTR  (EFREFRD)
2017 4F55 6 9, 2599400 1.

60 Cf. Charles Taylor, Multiculturalisme: Différence et démocratie, traduit par Denis-Armand Canal, Paris, Flammarion, 1992, p. 44.

8) Conseil dEtat, 25 et 7" sous-sections réunies, 27 juin 2008 , n°286798.

68 Cf. Samir Amgha; “Logiques conversionnistes et mouvements de réislamisation” , Confluences Méditerranée, avril 2006, n° 57, p. 57

-67.
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@ Cf. Jean Riverg “La notion juridique de la laicité” , Recueil Dalloz, 1949, vol. 33, p. 137.
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2005, vol. IV, p. 350.

@ Cf. René Rémond  “Droite et gauche dans le catholicisme frangais contemporain” , Revue francaise de science politique, 1958, vol. 8,
n’3, p. 534.

B FHEASFRIRIE WARIL” (sécularisation) B PLHY X —id B HIL, Sy T B RR G 0 R MR G — 1, %A
laicité /laicisation 1F4F “HEFZHME/ARFZHAL” . AR REEHFC LB A7 ERRERSEMRMEN “BEHUOrE” X
B, HEEMENME SR RA RS (2, ER—ADSCRTR R RIRHEH 2 222 B Em “HBR " (sécularisation)  Flik
H—BUARE X B “HARML” (laicité/laicisation) , RS 2 SBOREL. BARAASCREGL SN HIZAE RN AL, Husis
PAGAE “Famttae” A “BUARRIARL” XPAMER S S ARE R “HARL” . op. cir. 69, Jean Baubérot, p. 36-37.

— 100 —



A PR BGA BSR4

R Ry 02 B G0k AL SO 3 2= VU LA [ R PR A, 12 B s AT B B A 22 1 1995 4R Rif Y — FR 5114
Pl OrEsik) BOfRE LRI TR SR BRI RGNS, WO RRRALIE (R A AL
SR PN RIE =0 e R Ul e Y& S2IE R = AR e N NS e oy QN S PR eS| 7 R S 1)
155, ZRELBAVFEF RN GELE A SRR T A AL o

o G A iR T IR, FRREE S — 2 rE g FIMIK R R B % XK E
LG TR T L B0 SR8 L B 03k 22 VU SE DUSE RN 2 0, 3 22 PG50 o b A i Se ek i
EEOR T T SRR AR, A il Rk R A R B, SRS AR A MUY SR I R AE 2L
TRFILZMIM KRR O R X T2 52 IR R B BRSSOk AN, ACREXT 2 AUl
K/, RIEZ BB AF Wi — 240N, BUISMARIRE A D) 1 o [T ARk 22 P 55 = JL A [ i
1, FACHORFIS IR A A B, TE SRR #0532 sk IE PR [ 2 kA S B R O R IEAE
WL RTE R EHHGE, T 1968 4 7 A 23 7AW X Foek N T2 R PR . A5 S A AN AT
TS PER I @ SR, AESTET BRI 7 0 R o 1:IE 1967 AR VTR S
AT T Azl 224 o 1975 AR B 55 — D arik Mkl 7 A ISR E R . A AP AERERIZ R X
PR AR SR - @ Wi [E 2006 AR AT L S IE UK RR US4 T2 (filiation legitime)  FIAEUS A= T
2 (filiation naturelle) fYIX 73, i 2009 4FMOTERE . ¥k 2013 AR ad 19 SR VR RV 2 () 45 05 A9 95
i, LTIk EE BRI IS R O BRI IARR TR R SN BT k. MH =z, — &5
ML, AEANED k. R EHEIEIE S5 Rk [ R R 5 AR IR Bl 58 “H R R
BOTENL RS, DRI FRE T Z BT IAA 1 R R AR @

TR O R B 2 O T AR B X R U SR 7, BRSO U AT AR L T A Tk
FTREMERE S o EENE Y ZAE B RIS RS, ABATOCO MR 2 “Hh a4 &R .
FUE BT BIBRRARSR AR A, BEAR AR LIRS, M2 EARISA . SO R ISR
MREERE SR TS, MRS AR, AOVERAE— DR R KB R t2F, Irar
HEVM . ASPUGEDEEIL AT P SmER A, PrRARIPE R KSR & 9274 5w 5 LR B o
IR AP IR HESE 13 22 P o — A [ YT OC 2 05 2 508 i SE R} o JE K B IS X 4% 1 o A
JEAFIRTE R, © 0 20T LGB WIS [E O 5 6 T8 LA EAFAR R B2k . D T2,
BRABUR T, BHABURT SR8, T BE M RS BRUs . DL, AR 35 E R AR 1 BN [l P S 40
e TR, RESHERI AT ROR EHAGE, H+ 73U PR IAR AT A IRAE 5 iy 5 3k
FORY I L S ICH NS, SEZANR LA “Br AR 4 SO R REAR 22 6] (4 5 28 ML A 15 40A )

® Cf. Yves Gaudemet, “Quelques réflexions sur la laicité” , Archives de philosophie du droit, 2005, vol. 48, p. 141-142; Rémy Schw-
artz  “La jurisprudence de la loi de 1905” , Archives de philosophie du droit, 2005, vol. 48, p. 75-83.

® Cf. Jean-Louis Halpérin, Histoire du droit privé frangais depuis 1804, PUF, 2001, p. 300 et apres.

60 Paul VI, Humanae Vitae.

@ Op. cit. @), Jean Baubérot, Ch. VII.

@ KFEEMEENFERIEA, SURAYE  (RIEBAZINARED, GRNRFEER) (¥ 2016 455 2 1], 4 20-
22 Jo fE—M i 170 ZEZAEFREAM G A b, 5k E AR A Z DN RIS A B0 R PO 1 5400 R R 1 00 R (T
& http: //www. ndf. fr/poing-de-~vue/16-032013 /documentdaettre-de- 70-juristes-aux-senateurs-es-noms-des-signataires/, 2017 44 H 6
H il .

69 Cf. Charles Boucaud, Lépanouissement social des droits de ' homme, Paris, Bloud, 1907, p. 63-66.

@ Cf- Yvonne Knibiehle; “Les médecins et la ‘nature féminine” au temps du Code civil” , Annales. Histoire, Sciences Sociales, 1976,

vol. 31, n°4, p. 824-825.
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VEFE D JCIRIX eSO X R A TR O A I B O BRI ORI RGBT, ATk
1440 E 2 HIBTTE S R L P MEIES . SSIE R IES ., DAEBIN. MAIEN “REH
SRE” MEE, WSEZ TR ARG, WA EIRZ T 3% #00 -

(D) EBHERENMHSPHEZE

ARSCHAE ML 22 0 B s RO AT A 1k 22 O D 22 R AR RN HES N 32 SCRYJEE S BT, 9 HLAESE
BRI T REANTEAT (XS AR E) . UAFAE (WS A B Sk iy FEAR/INIE B AN BE
) SR BB (Axel Honneth) 35, WY [E 5 SR BRI )5 2 8 7 78 15 A 22 53 (R il =2
o @k [ R SO v SRR AR TR A AE BN h S AR, BRI R
5 AN EAIAE R IRFFEQR UL T3 B 5. HAE “Q3Lasm]” A “R A= 6] ”
ZIEL e “BOATEFIRT MOSEEIRT ZH, ARBIFAFER I AR O], R
ARAE,  TESE POk S S A AN RS . A LRI AR A A (Y T B A2 PR Y
Ko HRARSLER, AT S BAL G N T S — IR A ST FR A 2, AT T 26 X 5]
TEAIEE T “HERR R AL Hfhsofl s Rl IREE ok B AR R N R Y SCAb B i AR A 32
P AHERRAAE , AR ik 2R SEHLKs E A Z AR &0 TS AR A ZS 18] JEA R SO S %
BT DA LR 352

“UR R R A AR XS 1 BT A IO 28 B, BRARA 20 00 EL & B0 B by SR B B0 X 15 7 A9~ 452 S )
FESL B FOR 285 AL 2O b R B S BN A5 AR DO X A i B o W0 B O A28 5 i 6 B T
IEREME— RN BURRRTE o REARINITAE B0 233 SCfes 65 DB R, e —DIs Tk
FPRFIRVERYEOK o BOZUE, 2 A7 RRIR AN — 3 5T, Rbb 22 38 WA SCHT 73 A AN F-55 . {H H AT
PRS2 B 1k [ L P 3 SRR 28 A g e TR S Al TR TR G TR Tk R E I S A S T A SR A ]
2T AT BRI, IR LIE R I ORI A2 s B D IRG R & ™ e F 2,
— PRGOS O B, B T —Fh B P E A A AL A RE A TR fEBRR B
PRI A B SR B0 s, oy RRETE RO IR ZO0 DR B OB /NS RN Bl SR, BORUAY AR
PSLPEREE BRI e AL, BURSR BRSO E— LRGN R B “ROE” (nation)  [RITMIZRAT T4 25
fitfii. MR ( Pierre Manent) MIEKUE, J& “MIERBEZPAIHAEZK" 5 FEE HAfE G &
MR MR, AR R 57 ZAEF AL EE. — O, REBSA R E
RGeS I n—Jri, EEOR SRR B Rsss . AR, AR iA B R ribiEd
PR AT R T . IERAE A E AR BB Sl AU r R bk R — R RS 2L
REELERIEZ R SR T FERL N SCE S, EEITRMEIE L (M) KA S rBERm
IERIN, WTREAT-A52"D F 1%, s BOSIEMELAE A et th e A 380 h, 20K
Wit —FpFIRAE LR EE, HDRIG ISR i

AR AR TR B R BUE L, TR H AR S B s T 9B h A 1. AR 4

@ Cf. Benoit Schneider,  “Non, 1’adoption par des couples gays n’est pas contraire al‘intérét de l'enfant” , Le monde, 7 Février 2013; Hu-
gues Fulchiron, ~ “Le mariage pour tous, un enfant pour qui?oi n® 2013404 du 17 mai 2013”, La semaine juridique-édition générale, 2013,
n®23, p. 658.

@ Cf. Axel Honneth, La lutte pour la reconnaissance, traduit par Pierre Rusch, Paris, Cerf, p. 132.

@ Cf. Etienne Balibay “Laicité et universalité le paradoxe libéral” , in La Proposition de l¢galiberté, Paris, PUF, 2010, p. 279.

@ Cf. Cécile Laborde “Républicanisme critique et religion” , Mouvements, 6 mars 2017, n® 89, p. 65.

@ Cf. Pierre Manen, “La sécularisation, une doctrine inutile et incertaine” , Droits, 24 septembre 2015, n° 60, p. 5.

@® Op. cit. 3, Jacques Robert, p. 26.
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e b R REH ST, BRI T “SEBZOMR MRS EX gD, i
PR T 2B AL G AT AR IR . BRIy, SR IHE T, 28
AR E S AR B v 22 P DR s R s SE L [k, Firf 2 RAETE % 3L WA Y
NIRRT E S TR, AR R A 2 VY R O s AN AR BOA PR R R, dn
FHOLRIR, I LAGERFRE AL AT 55T b i 38 T 358 40 S X A v SR B SR IE R B, )
EER AN T B BV HEAR VR S S0 b st s te0e . U IR R YT EE, RER UL LT
ARBTG5 R e b Pl B b ik s il IR A BEDE, 1ML N
BIARRE “REM VT NGNS HE TRAZSE” A NS Tzs m hHERR R 27 %2
B TINEEAL A EE LA T O AR, W — I I AERA A TAES T MR R AR R & F
RS RIEIR S BT T S (BAR MR IEAURIAX B “ANdhasa)”) 55— W ZE 241 ok
SRS RN 2 PR E M A AH S B I o ARG TR AR R B A — i 228 B “HA M 44
X, ARE— 5k EHE A A RO RDUAHE -

AR S B AR —FRAT B, DOV RE 202 5 EASE AR EAHAER R 2, HA
FEAR  YMOREEERS (BRNEXR) SRS AR ESRIEEZMHAE® 2%
PGS AR RIS S, ABARSC IS B R MEA A — AL 2 B — R A UL, TE I8 3 A i I
X BOARW — M AEie it "N REIEN, Sk R T B3 Z I AN E L, Fr IR 232 400
RO R Y X R R NAE TR SO, FRANFR 2" Wiy BAREIEAR
A, (EEFRAE—AER: A (1) AARBERCEMEMIFRE SO, (2 “R#E” M “SUfk” 4B
St HIGE R, miH (3) ©ATAT AR ) — R &M eSe k. 2017 453 29 H, ‘%
P22 #Z5142” ( Conseil franiais du culte musulman) &Af5 T —Ip ¥ ATFR N “DHEHRE” 19304,
WP 4 Y S A B B RN LS 0T N7 O BRI = RN B 0o 2. IR
TR AN BT A7 AL, AR ERAR I At FOXE A5 S8 S B 22 etk 2 7 J i T A e
W™ (554 4% 8 HNFUEHE /D300 E R RN RSN B LU= B0 44 SR 5 %k 22 PG A
FEIRRA, MIEXFFER S, BN T AR BOUET 5 T 0 ERAR SRR B AMELTE

% &

A E RS LA B BB N TR], BT AP 25 i DU PRAIE K B 2 B B 47 DA TR By — B
HEfl P, AR R T XA 2 BB O A ] A 35— R R R A SR O, IRl 2 S b AR BR A
RIS Z 5 VSR XTAR S AR 2R, S Ok B RSB0 FSNIE. XA oML
PSR B AT A B A 2 A i 2 i, IR T X B — 28 IR B AR A Bkl BT, ik W]
RSB KT R SEa=m” gl T LRI iz s i, Ji =R AEE M-
8, IR Z ATy KT B 23 (6] s A 2 o] WA 1. SRR, — 2o T2 #
M 755 470, APRCAZD T SRR R s DL B A A LA i 22 9

@ Op. cit. @, Pierre Manent, p. 9.
@ Cf. Pierre Manent, “Un monde sans frontieres?” , Pardés, 17 juin 2013, n° 52, p. 40.
@ ZWES®, £WI3C, 5137439 .

60 Conseil francais du culte musulman, Charte de limam.
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LSRRI AR R AR S 2 e et )7 ik Be B0 e ik Bt~ e AT UL BE . 2EATIL LR
FE, AT el s e 2 0 i A g gk A S SOOI SR AR R 2 4 S SR I [RS8 A 2
ZWe TEIMIEL R HM AN —EASHLZILRE MW ” 5 A2 RAREATF TR = 2
B0y7 —hE, BOEEEE IR RSA A YIRS RS SR T Y AR LB LUS TR0, b
MITEYE s ILCAVIPHE T o ST AR A X LE AR AE B DA B2 BRI 2 2 R &:
SCEFHESN S, T2 KB, JGetfi] B 2 R EEESR A, AT DU T35 LA SR Y
HCORBURRER . IRLECT “HARMEAN O R BB e — 823 Sk Bead 25 An ey fig B T Afx
PEFIPAE” F1 SRRl X SRR 127 BRI, 4875 1 H BT SR S B R S DU T
o BATWGE AR AR 2L B AR AR PR AP S5 i 1k I R A R B AL, sl
SR VE M8 DA T A 23 A o

B B X A FlRA B PER PR B TH SEAE TG A — A BUR AW RES 1R B it Y w1k
P TEQAII IS WARSC AL AR E , BUEAE “ClBEratEn” S UUe “H
ARYERY™ , HRA KA AEFATAT LU BR A%, OGBS A 2 5 % 21 IR e 7 0 A g e R i) 2 1
AR . JGRRMT A, I RIE G, RIS TAE S L BUR B — 2
SePE (HARMES R B S ik, R, — RIS M7 il i SE A AR 40 (5 I 2 K
i YREDO BB BOR BT L HA R B SRS . ARMNE R RS, X — 2RI cE
HEARPEFI-SE o L, SRR FIE AR [ E 2O R A, AP BN RE AT B AR 2R 1 K
HEPF FE RIE LGP TR KRR TT JG R R o dE—2 00, AT BB P, (AR H O
IO AR P TR R “HIBIESSE #1422 (Louis Josserand) 5k “RHX T B 3C 12
ME, ABIAZREIERE AEhek” A, RSl Auoendl, gaEEn T
T ENENUCHIARRE TR T SENL IR (] S AL 0 ) SbA Rk A e s vy v R B e & BT, 7
CREWIFTXLERIBIJS1E “Fie BRER VA B AR, Qe B R AE AP BB ™ Bl P IR RN A B
R, AR MUE A BT S A RORRE ", AARRF AN, HEADFEEEERY, 2400
WRIA] IR iR S HoAT 2 SNy A RS B ORI

MRS T, AR PIAENHE. H—, BRYERSeE, 7 7E— 0l LUE ik 3k
MESAEGE ARSI, EWRRIELER T R —20 R /[ RS Z S HAB TR B (3 A, X
it B Oy W35 FE AR B A R T AR T A 3 (0] Z AR U5 RS o, S 0T 5 ) IRy 2
BEHS R EARMSL T RSO AN AL 2, SRS ZS N, iAoy X
Tl RS G RN B T A AR RN, IR A 55 BB IE A AT BERAU U X AR EE R A fi e, T
ST R B E M AL G FATW AL LB T T /A% R ULE Tk 2 rie s, Mk A BUA T4/
Wi

87 B A R — T BUAE OGO I R AR, RSP AN B . R AT LA P b
6] S8 AN R T7 AR — MR ORAT 20, 8 KR A i PR ST B, X ah
SR SCHT @ 53— AU S S, 325k BB R S S R K 4 (22 v B R 4
M EA A, RIS ATEARZALMBOA . oy FENRM TR A EREFmmn A h.®

@ Cf. Adhémar Esmein  “La jurisprudence et la doctrine” , Revue trimestrielle de droit civil, 1902, vol. 1, n° 1, p. 5-19.
€ Cf. Pierre Maneny, “Situation des musulmans francais” , Commentaire, 4 décembre 2015, Numéro 152, n® 4, p. 750-751.
8 Op. cit. @, Cécile Laborde, p. 67-68; op. cit. @), Cécile Laborde, p. 31-32.
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FrPmng, SxmER sy £ Xy, B— 0 R S KR IR B Eak e Z TR
A LEREMIE, (UDURR N IZAL S B TG T TS LN S5 BT I ARy i L T4 21 T
—E S, TRV KRG A PYsiid J A< o o A0 ok BRAAEIEN C 2@l 1T 3 &t
A2 1 VLRI E R EL, IR A AT B kst R IR A9 T8 5 i he Bah: BESR(ETEN]
fir BSLEOE NGRS AWARIER B H SN TBOR TR IS S 18R EH ) RS
TR, WA A REEER PR 44O o — RIS, s Ats ok Bk, FmJLET
e MHMEALL R RRPRI, AR B A B ALK . Heoaik 2 PUIL A R 1e S Ha i
YT ENLER Y, HBZ — AU AR EH (MRS E) R gk, HsL, SR
H (Jacques Maritain) LYE 1942 4R L 0L 28 82 H g JEBI A T2 5K o © 1085 — VR SR BUR vk Ak 22 &
B, WA R — AR A S ) K

AR E sy, W RSk Ek 2 I E A BRI A I AR R AT R
BrNE ST B INFEIRT R, ARG T AL Z 73 5404t 2 SCPr b, FlE W A K
BRI BB IARIASR AL 1“2 A R ZAhi 5 —FikRE, 52, ZHESMINFEES
ST LRGN, RN S kEe s A A N NI icE MBS, 1 AR BUS MR B
ZARE AT F b, REBRSMARUIEZ TIX—rY, KA H0 R EA TR
W SEA IS FLEMTIRLE LR B [ O R 2R M A0~ A A 1 A R A S AT L TRT s e 1
Jithb 2z BARFE 2 S0 T, B AT A Nl 2O St aa & B 26, X — 737 A B T [R
SCEE 2 PGSR RS- S5 MAR R iR v, LA A o B A SR 32 SO 2 i 5

(EZ5E k]

L&A #8550 —BeERMEEMBENYmARRE, (Skibiz) 2007 £% 4 #.

2 Fm CmEMSrERRead, GRER) 2012 F%2 4.

3. AW CWiEkE W RN FmEe, (RMFFR) 2016 ££ 6 H.

4. Yves Déloye, Ecole et citoyenneté: Lindividualisme républicain de Jules Ferry & Vichy: controverses, Paris, Presses de la
Fondation Nationale des Sciences Politiques, 1994.

5. Jean Baubérot, “Transferts culturels et identité nationale dans la laicité francaise” , Diogéne, 2007, vol. 218, n° 2.

6. CécileLaborde, Critical Republicanism: The Hijab Controversy and Political Philosophy, Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 2008.

7. Emmanuel Dockes ~ “Liberté, laicité, Baby Loup: de la trés modeste et trés contestée résistance de la Cour de cassa—
tion face & la xénophobie montante” , Droit Social, mai 2013, n° 5.

8. Jean Baubérot, Histoire de la laicité en France, Paris, PUF, 2013.

9. Cécile Laborde, “Républicanisme critique et religion” , Mouvements, mars 2017, n° 89.

(FREHE: LK R)

ZE®, SWIC, 54143446 TT.

. cit. 8, Pierre Manent, p. 751.

Jacques Maritain,  “Religion and Politics in France” , Foreign Affairs, Vol. 20, No. 2 (1942) , p. 266.
cit. 30, Didier Leschi, p- 31-32.

SR W

&
®
®
&

— 105 —



No.2 March 2018

Ma Rongchun, Ph.D. in Law, Professor of Yangzhou University Law School.

Judicial Construction of Normative Documents Incidental Review

Approach in Administrative Litigation LI Cheng * 61 *

Analysis of 200 administrative cases after the implementation of the new Administrative Procedure Law
indicates that incidental review on normative documents is carried out from three aspects: the verifiability,
the relevance and the legitimacy of the document. The verifiability of administrative normative documents is
determined on the basis of the “concrete-abstract” dual framework of administrative action and influenced
by the specific formulation bodies. The relevance standard emphasizes that the court must verify whether the
normative documents appealed to be examined are exactly the direct basis of the administrative action and
dispose of them separately. The standard of legitimacy requires the court to review the formulation authority,
procedure and content of normative documents to determine whether they are legitimate and appropriate or
not. The connotation of incidental review system of normative documents is thus enriched. Meanwhile, the re—
lationship between executive power and judicial power also needs to be further studied.

Key Words Normative Document; Administrative Litigation; Incidental Review

Li Cheng, Ph.D. in Law, Associate Professor of Sichuan University Law School.

Civil Enforcement Models in Comparative Perspective:
Focus on Solving the Problem of “Civil Enforcement Difficulty” CHEN Hangping * 73

From the comparative study on five European countries” civil enforcement models, this paper finds that
the model of allocation of civil enforcement power has various influences on the operation of civil enforcement
system and the solution of the problem of “civil enforcement difficulty” . Except Sweden, the model of sep—
aration of power inside and outside court dominates the other four countries. Meanwhile, the enforcement of—
ficer of all the five countries is divided into two types: one is public officer and the other is professional of-
ficer who exercises his power of private law but also enjoys public authority status. According to the conclu—
sion of this paper, the author proposes that Chinese court should take more measures to fulfill the political
promise solving the problem of “civil enforcement difficulty” mainly in next two to three years. In addition
to enhancing the infrastructure construction of state identification and civil enforcement informatization, Chi—
na should also employ some kind of separation model of civil enforcement power. The specific design is not
set yet. However, the author believes that all the roads are towards market.

Key Words Model of Allocation of Civil Enforcement Power  “Civil Enforcement Difficulty”; Sepa-—
ration of Civil Enforcement Power; Civil Enforcement Case Undertaking System

Chen Hangping, Ph.D. in Law, Associate Prefessor of Tsinghua University School of Law.

Political Theories in Justice: French Republican Laicity and Equality in
Jurisprudence Concerning Religious Symbols ZHU Mingzhe * 88

Recent case laws on religious symbols in public space from various European jurisdictions have put
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French laicity and the principle of equality into debates. These cases seemingly endorse discriminatory treat—
ments against Muslim women under veils and favour the catholic presentations in governmental locations,
therefore being compatible neither with equality nor with laicity. These controversial judgements, however,
are only comprehensible in the context of French Republicanism—an ideology that underlines the direct rela—
tionship between the powerful State and its individual citizens who has no other identity than a unified, uni-
versal and secular identity as other fellows. Equality is therefore a principle of denial rather than recognition,
and laicity of exclusion rather than integration. Together they forge a unified and unique national identity that
renounces any pretention of religious, ethnic, or linguistic communities and that imposes a particular ver—
sion of State-Church relationship according to which convictional affairs shall be remained in private sphere
and not known in public debates. Also, after years of being disciplined by the State, Christianity in France
acquired the secular languages to express. For this reason, Christian symbols are considered as cultural, not
religious. Symbols of other religions, on the contrary, are firmly described as religious in public discourses.

Key Words Laicity; Equality; French Republicanism; Case Laws on Religious Symbols; Civil
Identity

Zhu Mingzhe, Assistant Professor, College of Comparative Law, China University of Political Science

and Law.

Reflection on the Object and Path of Judicial Reform:
From the Perspective of Judicial Power Reform LI Minshen * 106 *

The main researches of judicial reform today are judicial system and judicial proceedings, which is al-
most wholly confined to realm of jurisprudence, especially procedural law, and the issues of what and how
to reform have not been yet discussed. Thus the judicial administrative management, such as the manage—
ment of human, financial, material resources and personnel treatment has been ignored to some extent
throughout the judicial reformation, which brings about lack of incentive structure, deficient ontogenetic im—
petus, weak external support and inadequate local initiative. In fact, not only the judicial functions ( judi-
cial system and judicial proceedings) but also the management power ( judicial administrative management)
is the object of judicial reformation, and they should not be confused as one. In order to give full play to ju—
dicial power, the judicial functions and management power are supposed to develop at the same time, which
will keep judicial reformation towards the right path.

Key Words Judicial Reform; Object of Reform; Routes of Reform; Judicial Functions; Manage—
ment Power

Li Minshen, Ph.D. Candidate of The Center for Jurisprudence Research of Jilin University.
Research on the Fair Competition Review of Industrial Policy MENG Yanbei * 118 *

The reform trend of China’s industrial policy is the competitionriendly industrial policy. Fair competi—
tion review, which is in line with the goal of China’s industrial policy reform, can make competition evalua—

tion of the policy measures, strive to minimize the damage to competition by the policy measures, and be—
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