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.. INTRODUCTION =

. *“"mmghoae the perfod of ‘the Fifth Republic in France,
there has been inéreaiing lpeeulatlon eancorning ‘the oriens
tation 6f French foretgn ‘policy. A gfeat deal of uncertainty
exists today ‘Lh the West whethér to approve of or to condemn
the indépendent initiactives of ‘Presidenit dé Catille in inter-
ﬁiéi&naijboiiiléii? The ‘ptéblem 18 most actite whin considered
in the context of ‘the EastsWest struggle. This research,
therefore, has attampted €6 prébe the'realities of the =
GCaullist position in ¢he "Cold War." Certain fundamental
questions guided the di:egt,ion whm\ Ehis ruu;-eh _pursyed:
What age the iundamanul, gtperal mt; and abjactgyu ‘of
French fautgn paueyz why did the, mdcpundunt Frmh
m:mm- mrgo at :he tw whm thay am why haw
these lnttlaclvia bctﬂwéczlrdad by mnny as anttoAme:tcan or
pru~Sav1¢:1 What methodqfﬁ;vn buOﬁ tmploytd by dt Gaul!o
to implement his poliey _goals? What success !um !rcneh
atfortp tud? ‘What hag. b«n thu mauon of tha sm«u te
these Gmiltp;; efforts? wm consequeniees !m tha*‘"tmo
pendent: rranch pcltcy hud on tha pﬂlttiam uf !rmnen ;4gpgﬁng
the othat uations e! thé ibrld? Whac impact. Lf any, have




these 1n1z1a81vtl mnda on tha "Cold whr” lleuntion in wnrld

polittc:?

| The matho&u amplayed in thta rtaaarch vere 3u¢ar£pt£vo
and anntytic: the subjae: muttar ‘had to be First approaehed
descriptively in order to establish s tuffieiant ba&y of
factual date eo pmic fmitful cenclustm: In gcmru,
'twwmr, this vesearch pmndod in an mlytic manner in
an effort to duvelop some thooty of Gaullist faraign pollay.
thin thanvy then :crvtd as a mnuaﬂru 1n &atatminlag thu
suceess o! French foralgn pclicy. -

B ™ any such ‘study, certain aaaumpttons muct bo ‘made
bcfare the raaaarﬁh is able to procaad; thin ranaareh was
no dtffarent. Thc annpnaiatien of the batl& goalo ef every
naeinn‘t fareign palicy'wun batrwwed !ram ?refe:oer London
cnd pru:ﬁmeﬂ to be valid: ‘

| | euutry's fasuign 1tcy determines its

cutmimwa a{mm.lemu
shorterange measures and -term ragrama a 1

tgnad te. caxfy'auk ﬁhos»b»at
£ 3 paltc han gaall

o t!tae sum g:“ti g?thau mmtpg ?umw grm
Ao Ok R B ¢ 8 & Qr pover
paeane%gltu eu tur:i prtdilag‘: e
L F = objectives of evexy. .
:::nrttgn n:ﬁie:':;: GR: rg:fgzziiz: of tctritéttal
LS Og XY a MO ¥
ﬁﬂ~5 ‘ he attainment of as ﬁiﬁﬁ a Iiving
ard r"m pOpUl4tion U8 condielons peratt.
w'nmn of eourse, minimal ements, essential
for the enntinuction of national 1life, Thty are
therefore . ses rathexr than Mmtv::i Bayend -

SIS 31'*‘“ reguirenents, mm‘! Riey ”‘“‘
httcatia aﬁfizactanx, t{a politteal phileaophttn, and
its phyuca potmeu
, -

Tgurt Londo m.mmamm: mm
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. Prom his speeches, nmemoirs, and other writings,

de Gaulle's preaccupation with hisgoxy is evident, as well
a8 his determination to comtinue Frange's “glorieus” history
into the future, De Gaulle has clearly identified his
political philosophy with his theoxry of history. ;The position
taken is basically that . takem by .those .political theewisss
who are cowmonly called "politisal realists."? De Gaulle
regards ideology omly as a guise for individual magiomsl .
aspirations and the individual natiensstate is constrved te
be the fundawantal unit of action in she intevmational
arema,  This theogxy naturally leads to the comelusion that
the international order consists in an equilibrium of
forceven wqumr“ummmmmaw
torigally been called,d . ...,

~, Beginning with this eannopcual f”ﬂ.‘“ﬂ@k@ do 6un11¢
bq;um t:hat: there are altermativas to the present "“ixom
curtain,” "cold wax" balance; and since each natiomestate
nust ack in 1ts owm nu;«zmrnt {as the political wealiss
h!}-&tm each nation dees and must do), thenm shere is mo
xeason why some alternative could nos and should not be
sought for the existing balance.  In fact, several altema-
tives are availeble to the policyemekers of Frances Cengral

W&lﬁ (mw Yb‘t&t tlppmcgt CMP&ny, 1963), p. 1. T e s e

m

o 2?3;- :ﬁe amum mplmden of po!!.eiaal ualim, nfar
Hans J, 24 ‘ _ 3
for Povey m ¥ (ﬁw %‘#ﬁ E ﬂ!ud%pf:qm “&),

3Far e detailed mplcmtion, refer to Ibid., pp. 1674223,




Europe covld serve as a buffer between East and West Lf |
arvrangeménts could be made to integrate this avea into the
respective economic and politicel structures of both ides
ological camps) a Prench«British pact could balence the
scales between the U,8,+U,3,5.R, hegemony; a possible
PrencheGerman pact could unite Emrope &8 & "third forée”;
or a possible Prando-Soviat pact could balance the Angloe
Saxon hegemony and check the German "mensce.” Whieh altere
native France choodes 16 hot significant to the President of
France] what 4is &t issue is that Frande vegsin her prestige
in intewnational affaivs and maintain her individual pere
smuey, o L
“De Gaulle¥s Yecsvaluation of Commmism defimitely -

datew at least to 1956, ' The de-Stalinisacion progeam
indicated a political “thaw” that did not go unmeticed,

reover; the Commmists at fhis time realised that Poland
dnd Yungery could mot be conquered| with this realizstien,
many have argoed, the movement lost its dynamism, - The West
had indicated a peneral aceeptance of the Spitus dio in -
Edstern Europe (although there was still some tallk smong
fsolated polivical segments in the United Stateés of "wolling
badk” Communisw) and the Commnists could no lemger dream
of coming to power in Italy, Framce, or Gerumany, -A¢companying
this loss of dynamism was an emergent spirit of mationalism
within the Commmist world, & spirit which menifested itself |
most Spectacularly in the SinesSéviet rift, FProm this |
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assessment of the Commmist world De Gaulle eoncluded that
the existing balance of power uhq unnatural, praaafiaps.,‘ |
and wnwise, Thus the foveign policy of France was ripe for
rQV£§;on at the time when de aauilc assumed pawui in 1958; |
The broad abjeé:tva of French foreign policy had to
be re«assessed in light of contemporary needs, The following
objectives were formulated undaey the Fifth Republic as the
poliey-goals: national independence; reunification of
Europe "from the Atlantic to the Urals®; ecomomic and cule
tural advancement} security} equality or prestige. By
allowing situations to develop and mature slowly, by manie
festing force and vigor and yet vemaining flexible, by
taking advantage of the diplomatic blunders of other powers,
da Gaulle has set out upon & course which has achieved a
degree of independence for France, but at the same time has
succaeeded in isolating France from the consensus of Western
foreign policy. By entering upon a complete veapproachment
with the Soviet Union, de Gaulle could gain for France cone-
siderable economic advantages, andincrementation of Prench
prastige in the non-aligned world, and a reasonable degree
of security owing to its strategic geographical position.
The Soviet Union, on the other hand, could secure a definitive
acknowledgement of the gtatus guo in Europe, increased
economic opportunities, and security from a potentiallye
potent German militarism, De Gaulle realizes, howaever, that
to commit France to any agreement that would be acceptable to
the Soviets at this time would necessarily involve a sacrifice




of his position in the Weste-a position which he has struggled
to attain during the past eight years., Thus such & complete
accord could not be reconciled with the fundamental objectives
of his foreign policy.
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m mzﬂm muosmv M nx W

o WA thun mdu ﬁmm nlu Mh wﬁ rxmc gmmdu
his mewsdss| but with: the: sams words, he indicates a nmew
zoed whieh 18 opening for hineslf and for France,. The prospect
of venaval is soon to becens tha wost pervasive componant.of
she foweign policy of the Fifth Republic, Maurisc m tm
thess lampixa to be a profound act of faith, a faith that is
bassd o & eritieal assessment of histexy. De Gaulle did not
hesitate in assuming his role; wather he positively sought
to gguu; his “mission” md to perform his "duty to assume

charten do Gaulley
dc GM& .?WI:&I M

New York: Simon and Sa!maur, Ine,, 1964), p. 998,




the burden of lmm Lol :

Thexe are many, on. thpom m, whe: spesk quite.
cxitically of de Gaulle and regard his .peliey-geals with
axtrems disdain,  Alan has prasenged sweh an:estiestions .

' "’ubitton ot‘:: mnm:r 4 wen t:"a:m l’i nu a

» mm&cm shan the nishe he -
gﬁ i.gip m;% to do ::‘ tib;tu to mtw:
hci:’ ovn cmte.r ! gly cmiw:hu du:gg

| ; and m aa Mnco*s polutea! |

‘ {:aamh y & :uu of ntnds an obsessive chauvinism

. .;num l1itarism, xenophobia and m«mt
- of the auzzt«x ught. It thrives m :ha m

” me bay b{ l‘m s Wﬂft‘; and. mmu

,~ 1 88 and
wu.tiaum th !: !rmc t: etw

i mation in she. mldt

and mwmw, mum MMMmmunum

de Gaulle's gmius for negotiasing and his gift fer expleiting
overy diplomasia advantages: Forwerly in histecy, greatness

the Secen wnum and o8- mmm mm; ‘waveals she
greatness of de Gaulle that is independent of national pewer.

x:; tmt.» qy mm MMMW

(M‘ﬂ (!ltyx Doublmy ?& m" 1,66); P 530

Vol. ‘;R&mh z, "Anatouy of Gaullism," Iha New Lsader,

1963), p. 10,
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contingent upen the greatmess of de Gaulle,’

De Guulle's pelities ave not accidentalj wvather M
are the gzesult of his analysis of socliety and his historical
perspective, Aron ssserted that me ethor wu.mm bas ever
uzxmucm-uummnmmnum
pemml uum uﬁ M M h&l wmm# mmmxy.
the Mlut mut: mﬁu nu »! nmh ;olus«
and poxum w R m W«muumuc s
pmg.m»-mmmumumwmuw

m' mt L ,: \‘ ';;'.i : R s ',,; ':;- D FERETRES %, e «‘
1£ 1 Ldve,. xun tuu Wtwt
I wnsty untdl the u«mumgm al

stain washed clean. All I b m«! lm do utau
vas wvesslved upen that day.® . o

Sinee shak day vhen de Geulle so cleawly chose the path he
would pursus, he has talked at grest -leagth and on evewy
possible eccasion’ about his reseluticm. Seareely is thewe
any stitement that he makes that As not intvedused by a

lengthy analysis of universal histowy. Unfortunstely these
commentarics have been written off as verblege, as She -
wandsring thoughts of an old man. Aftexy twenty=five yesys of
MM, though, W reveal coberence and someiderable

Karel, “"Peincass Rid atmy " ﬁm,
Vﬂln 3"{M¢r 21; 1959); Pe 698?‘ o N

" Snobert Aven, "The Political Mathods of Gemeral
dc Mlu,' vﬂ. 3’ (Jmm, !.961), p’ m.

‘m Gmlh, m p, 39.
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depth.’ Resalling a cenversation with de Gaulle, Aves eites
what he regards as ons of the most vevealing: mmu into
ghe thought of de Geulles. . : » . © ¢

. e were talking a e gurzrent pelitical crisis im
 Frante m& um Mu 'm‘t ’gﬂ.ak won General,
~khat the exi .the' erisis lies in the fatlure of

the Front Pepulaire in 1936, wh!.eh marked the failure
of e:hauunmurmuunmmnmm

, 8% whe SNo m‘u wrong, !
&uﬂ. bt oo ﬂuma;,.a - ¥

is in “back to

 rerfest :ﬁﬂ“ ...x::"*”u.*i...‘*.:.s"::'

‘Tiwes 4in fowming his

;‘z:fuu . 3! m 1ein th:“ mtt&m
ot by she . & genuAne historieal

foneea v . which: thdn ttu An
GMQ% NQM;::’ , m W&ﬂtu? ‘

M M‘#'l nllltnl mm-m mm -tth hh vuv
of l'm.e 'tmi.sm. mp!w M Mum m nt h-r
portant almu of um mmimtm‘ vum of
the mutical mld is a mixem a! de mlh‘a mm for
himself as cbc prmtmiw !u&t: ef !’rmen md hi.u dnp
hwotn-bnt 1n Frm: as & uvtng mmuty. De Gmlh
uppzmhon the mktng a! poli.cy wteh t. cmin yéc;rn ef
faulm, ‘sinee he allovs hh :m& a! htaeory umlmabh
Iatttudc la emréimtmg ‘s poﬂucul l.nptnum.’
oumgu- nrgma that dn Gmih hu M nmtwly influenced
by the ehmht of ﬁml and that this has resulted in an

-umu Fm L
l }gnw.”—_ .t

'm; muem Methods of De Gaulle,” p. 21,
!ht‘bm t.uthy. "De Gmun Pose and Policy,” Forsisn
mg v#t; 43 Uul?, 1’53), Fu 562¢
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tdentifiestion of Pramce with the 1deal.l® rer whatever
reasen, svints of tha past decade elearly indiecate that
de Gaulle's political endeavors have besm purpesefsl and
continually weflect the %». which he pesited in the ivg

pazagraph of his Hemaixat

B nu,fsawgugzn&g e in & covtain
,stw This is inspired by sentiment as much as by reason.
n,v/uvog»i»cs mﬂogfgg 1ike
,, the princess in the fairy s u»u.os%:-g»sw
..gtw!.a&ﬂignagaig%
destiny, Instinctively I have the feel ‘
% ‘hae %ggg ﬂgu%

ab
o eansheen Qnﬁobwﬂnﬂ- md‘i !-ns_i
positive w&anﬁn@g sga-snauﬁsawh France w
lniwwga% 4 vhe front vanks that -
only vast enterprises are S.ﬂwwo of ¢ egoagwﬁapza
o e fevesnts of dispérssl t-i»-gnl;
people; that our countyy, as At is, .cnsgnom'm
o !gk.aﬁmfé «nd hold iesel
straight, on pain m!ﬂn&. short, nnaw_
. ‘wind, Fiante eamnot b6 France a:lnla 1

. Thie “sertain way" is whieh do Gaulls regerds Frands.
is & very elusive comcdpts but is 18 evidews that 4% s
wedded 80 Freneh histowy, - Mewrise susmsriied the enigme
by jeining the pereeneiity of de Geulle to the mation wnd
1ts history, glgf&la&%&i 2&8.
of thie waton. ?%Rf%ggg
has %&gigugz |

Ninet ) ?ggégfw m:nw&zaa».g ‘A Man m the
Eﬁ&.ga g&s?aﬂm Wn %»

Se..aaﬁﬁ g!#.; W
nug Pe.Gaulle, p. 53,
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Worthy of sttemtion, thersfors, is the 1ife and sducation
of de Gaulle, WHis father was a teacher of history, literaturs,
and classical IW at a Jesult school in Parls, Charles
thmm&m&ﬁ! pntﬂoﬂnmdloyuuy“t!a
notions of God and ms The de @mﬂn, M!.n; a typleal
rlghtllt fuﬂ.y, Aﬂww the R‘vuhlla and al1 mmu uhlch
had followed' !.7‘&9; ‘thus fros &hildhood Charles was able to
dhumuh ‘betweési the idea of Prance and the actual situe
ntuu in which Prance muud: fm emumc, Charles lmcd
!er a ugum- mm or a M-«nt leadér to be the
i.aumcioa of thé mzmﬁu This ncm attachment to the
mmz ai.d m. m. Laply any rmumry views, ‘Regarding
ch- Buym nf!nir, de’ Mil&*o !nily wers to be tmﬂ among
the paréum of the Left. The de Gaulle hcﬂuga vas
elmﬁy ‘of & dual um«-; ﬁh& po!.lt!.eal behavier of de Caulle
e:oday mttm !e reveal &haa mm'n ‘of Mp«ct for m
state m devotion to uum and u jwueu.“ xmhy
susmarised m. mamu W P m:.m: o

”amx b mm m. ts resdily eveilsble from
abundant sSurces fact of de Gaulle’s

mw was mmmm hy l.ar.hy. "Poss and Follay," p. 563,
“Am. mumu Methods of De amm, pe 20.




1Y

~_ene by ideol Ludud with one stroks he dum 1
B .1 of a1’ M“lm. in onder ‘to serve
.“‘WW%
This is amm uaduly&ng pmha whuh dumu )
tutm an!mu; De Caulle camnot be portrayed as qntta- _
rucucg nor can tn bu m«xm as meh@mut, Mtuu
of a mtieultr M‘nlo;y,) e mthm wiu mt&m be branded
as & friend or enemy by de amm.” To de Gaulle, hum-y
i,nwl,m pqqplc,” gnumg gmlut md amm:unxu.u. numuodly
in bhis spmhu, dt Gaulle mlln uhc nqaupluwm at
French l;u:mg tmam;y hq malu the th nf arum
Since pc&it&ml m&m m Mnlmu are cmtw, unl.y
chgmummmmucmnmnamuotmm
national pesge, Thus 1t is not diffieult to reslize that
de mu,a \gou!,d rmw Eumpc n one mtiamt md m!.d
winimize any, empou:y divg-m oyer wvhich geography and
A | miamwwm
arpis «mm.m oc tmum
. ?mi. q:'a::!.w h g;ggo ":::fgmutm
:‘:’::,..;? = Fae ;”;“frxz;ﬁ'ri'“:,,w‘ﬁ“"’
m‘:. mlu 0&\} le meme »ga.ru,

ok e A,. ztouy "’:ho th Rut:mcm of Ristory,"
m Vﬂit 8; (l”‘)i ;ﬂ m '

mwm 43 Andre Paiseron, Dg Saulls Paple (Paris:
Plﬂn‘ 19‘2); p«383¢




15

By making his appeal to history and not to ideolegy, de Gaulle
has sascured the allegisnce of many from both the right and the

lefv, WNiving realized that patriotism is not the monopoly of
any single family, class, or polieical party, he subitiously
gtrove to be the heir to the whole national pase,1?

" The attachmént which President de Giulle has for France

{s based upon his general mitlodk on the nature of the natione
state and its rolé in world politics., This entity 1is vegarded

as the most durable and tnclusive form of asdeciation,’ This
fact vai stressed by dé Caulle when Ke affirmed ¥Ne neesssity
of a nationdl setting within which hrimin beings céuld emote,
act, work, and abty“.w No clearer statement of de Gaulle's
unumt c! m ‘mﬂ! for & nms dtat& mm M fm than

'ii and
1 tend

120D DY, mﬁ

plé t!m 1mum ?ntuu
mumr the ugu 6f & stong
n hy . t‘_;?‘;" sw:« u ,mam mm
his writings and tpmhut ®oYe paim.wlaﬂy, u: 1s Mm
from the mw that htm mkm p&m #ince m «m the

muzdw e! trmu Only !.n ;wm: m:h:, Mcm, hu

mm aq mm ,

A%f‘ “ x{glgiﬂtmh'l’altcyt« ﬁﬂml ,
z%ﬂm’ mﬁ p. 3'

a, P S
| Spesch by de Gaull Mmm 1'.5 iﬂlm qmud
tn Wouriols Ba Dauldn. be SiB: .
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the promise of s fves nation begen to materialize, This
concept must not be simplistiemlly construed; it serves as
a fundamental g prlark of OGaullist political reasoning, In
order for any sceial or econowic history to be possible, the
argument goes, the conditions of a people’s existences smst
be assured,  And it is these eomditions which de atulli‘hut ‘
defimed in tewms of the political.2d Tl ae
On many ocessiens de Osulle has effersd thosw who give
him their aftentiém a eritique of these political ¢énitions
whith confront Framce in world polities. A typiesl stavément
is that included in the following ¥adis and’ tefevtslon
R e

o ’m‘“‘ﬁy f docline and death %”,'g. 2 the ~ .
o , eath. was the #GQQ O
e s m:ﬁadmw :g e’
on Sur monave a de L}
<. ond o Fewlaltion Y tng:gg tn%
eandteiuma d td a c«uﬂrxtiuod State :ad naz 1
‘umity This wis Ve ense with the Reve

S . This wis ity within
= _,,;'.,.ﬁ..fzﬁiii'“d oqua tr our n‘ﬁﬁaﬂ

} b-stnmg i e R ol L
N cass or
- . vihioh we ave %ﬂ!tn'i*Zirhid o tﬂy ‘the
iaeoteeutinm scientific and taahnalagical bcttarnant
he nead for

e ‘soeial ‘Seggerment, ance of a
host of new States, the 1dnulagt¢ul va!ﬁz‘Foﬁwoun
apireacrdenands 4 vast !ﬂt:::ﬂlt&ﬁl~bﬂlh Shin
aurualvut and in our yelat w&th aehnrs, The

to be !!hnﬂ

aazgeﬁunptlth this

Puries; o gaikise o 18,

zsﬂhnrlns de Gaulle, "“Address by President Charles
de Gaulle 3=oad¢ast over *vaneh Euﬁlo ;nd Tclavtsian on

February $, " Mg
Confarecas of ghn
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In light of this statement and similar statements, the “Grand
ncngn“ of de muc walves m m mxu has made his
emmm o! mkd Mumm mutsa mmm um hs
emmmw mha wxzmn mmoaw Feunes in: m wodérm
world, m m m m!.!!! ﬂhiﬂh h M mmul by
cmmmauuatm u nbcmad n y

on the other Mg Prance m not have the pwmy ehu is
characteristir of the underdeveloped Wo#ld, Thus the polivival
‘weality vhtuh cohfronts France iy a world of tension and
- gatmes - In onder. 90 devalop imm%tyaf intarests and the

- the stae is the: devermbnetion of 184 gosls end the dextension
of these: Lnkorests: visea~vis the other netivus of the werid,2d
- Only wAMWAN such & polirieal Framework s it poesibvle
to pervalve the sesamté of: Wmmm" in which de Gaulle
has always thought 6f Framces A ssvereign) réstored France
umwmuqmmmﬁb&uofmm nd
to ‘”W-"?ﬁ tm, m Mle has' enly Linited means st M.-

dhpﬂﬁﬂ.a e m u i u:mslﬂag nylt; Maurise has
duw‘ ' |

% m% (ch 'twkl ?rmh Mny, Pmu md Infm
v P o

ir S, Purniss, Jv,, "The Grand D«tgn of Charles

g- gzg&“g mwm V¢1. 4 (smnz. 1%6).

Mmtm. De Gaulls, p. 45,
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Scul admivation for the da Gaulie has
phyd since 1 %&o continues unadbat a game that
fitted and bis sdvernaries so pe "‘2 Lo, Siace 190

e (] ve 50 azfu [
gzkmmrm:;ued b&g be Davi‘gpgnmn&ng t:o '

. yoars after struggle an
the w::k::t mzcnin eg;tiam.:g bchm g; fb‘g ’
‘were. the st 8 . an
:‘gdugtnw L:::ﬁ,n:g 3 :gat is ; sed day If::l'
. da . S a domination,
” : run de Gauﬁ.! inmtl l:b resl 'cy* rmty‘ B
tfiﬂ*llkn himasls its manter.26 . .

. & Frence were to play its propst. :alo m mld ;t'lnirs.
de-Gaulle wessoned, it would nead a strong state.  Each nation
has real and immutable natiensl intevesss which ﬁ"@ﬁvbazgqqgaﬂ
above any. particularisas. . 1f the state is to be strong it must
be unlt.odg to emu.u: logug :his unity can. only b! -achieved
through m uide,’ m-oty. ‘ mm m mmtu tho muon
and uctl m Lu bdnl 5
down for s pouizml M_;udd: h ﬂu M,)mu:m; tbd mph ind
ammcm :mx; ehm.hu nd mt;&w B

is the tisk of “'ng:.en !.udm zo mmta

i.ahu t:hat of -t \rch, . of the couneil, of the
:!og llainct it hh’m thes$’ :Mgb t’hﬁy drmr‘tbetr

.00 value, and can do mthi.g&u

nhutfs;au 'h'e T X e Tretr SmAlT I ol
and promi us'un ) ef feattive tgm atgmgnt!.‘” )

171 mn S congsntrate all his foorta
m e: :v:ttng men's mmt. He must know when'to

o’mubctunk‘ He must pose as the

nmmt of the public in order to become its master,

- He must outbid his rivals in self-confidence, and

Py C«. Nucri.di.s, "De Gauuc'c Fm.-a Policy and the
Fifeh Rey * Yale Revisw, Vol. S0 omg:t 1960), p. 174,
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only after a thousand intvigues and solewn undere
takinghwul he ﬁ,nd hi.mnl ‘entrusted wtth £u11

‘power,
De Gaulle explained that a leader could only show his worth by
what he aeemlﬂh-d, by m dufteuulu that he ﬂeed and
ovmm; nnd by his vunngmn to m& Mnc!!‘ in tisws of
crisis, Xa this uy the lum mld uduu a ugmue fma
and amxm the goals and aspivations of the mem.” Ie
is ugmmmacmuunm ttnnudfwa l1eader to be
tnvelwé iu ammuur mdﬂtttkingt and difficult umuam.

m,- !ut u vnlublt in Mktng any mlmucn af de @mlh'n o

abjceum; | Hc mriud ehis bute bﬁliof as foumt

!o vi.v:lt{ m mdcruki.ng tmru.n nn
- eneYgy ms the burden of
cmmmu. The man of elumttr finds an especial
- agtractivensss in difficulty, since it i only
coming to zs wieh dtfﬂ.eu{cy that hc can real
hs putﬁnt
the stronger is a mtuz betwesn it and him. He i
a jealoms lover and will shavre with no ene the prises
or the pains that may be his as a result of try to
. overcems obstacles. Whatewsr the cost te hMmwelf, he
looks for no higher reward than the harsh gla”m 7
MMM! to be t.e wan responsidle

8ince de Caulle admitted yamclga that a pelitical
leader must seek=out the situations wherein his graatness can
be manifest, there is little wonder why the Fifth Republic
has mu eoacerned with forelgn peliey. It is inthis

Whethat #x not he preves Mmctt pe

derazd m%""é&“%ﬁ?* &hﬁﬂ.‘&%&! %. b m‘.’
z’va 9& 531 o
 391pgd., p. 82,
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arena, where the everepresent reality is conflict; that de Gaulle
has found a vehicle for engineering mational groatn«a-.31
Soustelle offered the fallewing insight into the Gaullist wmind:
De Gaulle thinks in terms of nations and of power,
md his aim ts to phy his own game=~which he likes to _
vefer t0 as ‘Prance's gams‘esamong 21l the matiens and
mr One of the General's favorite quotations is ‘
e's fanous dmﬂpttm of the State as *the
aoldaae of all cold monsters.' De Gaulle sees hmau
- as the embodinent of one pavticular celd men -
Prmce, vhich must make its way other col
e oa named Britain; Russis, the United States, and
Chim
Although m:ion, uffectton. !'rtem!ship. and gutt:ud- my be
vatuablc eo Mlvtémh, ;_cu the uziwsutc ("thc celdnt of au
cald mnum") ttuy aru miaglut. “ mm: uttm tu pou.tiea
is pwnr.’ In t:ht ub:mu of ml mu !’mr powcr, de Gguu.a _
datami.m& to mmluh hu gaah th:mh prnsetgt.” -
Vo!.m II: ot’ dt Gmua's m hu been quu:a mlma.
Aecordtng to ehcu mcimga. tlu ao!.n a!.a nf mumul poli.cy o
is to mhim uu!.ty cnd m.r. '!:hut auw!.ng the ctaza frudm |
!.n tha mqmttml am. ‘To da Gauue, fmi.gu policy i- ‘

!:hc m:ly trun pouti.cul pou.ey.'% Mom mmtly, dc Gmua .

m t-p: ———— —

nmmzu, ;m;.gm. m”, e

| ”J‘ qm Sm:ulh, *De aaullo uad Chi.mz An Amlysu,“
Iha Naxw Lasdax, Vols 47 (April 13, 1964), pa 14, . |
“‘ ;”JWWI Wﬂ :: lgiztm Looks at =
| AR i arviev," u. S. g]m w
w W Vo . 38 (May 10?1965)« 3. 66. | '

36 umlcmuor :Gmral De Gmua md the ?m%gn”
?u feh Republisy” Intornatigbal Affalxa, Vol.
(Ap!’i.{ 1963 g pe« 200, '
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rveaffirwmed this saying: "it is only the Statas that sre valid,
legitimate and capable of achievement, "5 |
Maeridis has puim & very substantial criticism of
Caullismees er!utciwm which must be econsidered in any political
analysis«enanely, that the Fifth Republic has neither a political
philosophy not politisal institutions arownd which umity can be
forged. This he eonvluded that this vogims can be only P
trensitovy phass through which Fyance must pass, a phase in which
conflices are submewged rather than resolved.3® Whether this
::ti.tleim is w‘kid w \dmr u is a muememam al
contempotauy Funuch paxtttua thnu uuat bu vnuolvud; Ln&hv'wnuld
suggest mz mh & mmuu uu.uu t:lm uu-u nf mnm.
De Gaulle does not pretend to have mm.m htting potisical
and gevarnmcneal tnst&tuelunn.l Rathcr, da Gaulla 1: a prodact
'cf his hnrndiey, According to thia viaw; whun thc Guneral was
gtowin3~up, intarnazloaal rolatian: uwra in lnw and fact carried
on boeaean pernanal s¢vcraigns¢ The yaars of Fruuch greatnass
were thosc whcn the huad«of»atuéa virtually cmbad&ed the state;
thus it u thu amu ae pmmuu; dtgntey, m wutmuy
which ham tmad thl lmw at tln rifeh a.pnbuu 3es vm |
aummmmumutm mmmmtmcm,%’ Rsny» :

3

33s4xth s _Confersnce, May 15, 19623 found in de Gaulle
Naiex Mﬁmm. Pe 1 e *
3macridis, "Do Gmlu’a Forei.gn Poluy, P 187,

’1&‘@5}; '!M& m mm'" 9« 5670
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was willing to prophesy that post-Gaullist France would nec be
inelined to d-ttst “Prom putlulng, within tho mnuauru of 1cs
means, the tndapcndanea of aettcn favurad hy cba plﬂtﬂlltﬂ*of
the world uyst-n "38

ror Furn&n: as. uikl, Gsnllta: poltey Gaﬁc noe rtytcaent
any radtcally new d-parturnu‘ Ia £aet, he found :trlkihg -
centinutty bceuncn the reurth uad Fttth kopublte!. ‘The uujer
dtffurance, he: coaclud-d, dtd'not liu tn the objcctivas but in
the hope of achiev.uanc.ag

The major difference is that de Gaulle believes he

can for the first time since the war mobilizge behind

a policy of national greatness the many ingredients of

French power heretofore antagonistically arraytd

against each other. The great qucntian now becomes

whether unity and sacrifice can aw:ﬁ impowed on the

French people, even by a man end with the zgnrts-

matic aura of the twicee~over savior of France.

In the face of extensive criticism which is occasionally
leveled at de Caulle and his policies, it is worthwhile to
also examine a critique of Gaullism which has been formulated
by an avowed admirer, such as that rendered by Mauriact

This was Gaullism's contribution to me,..It
simply corresponds to the facts: each nation is
powerful and absolute, with its unique characteristics,
passions, virtues, mn&noac, genius~~as different from
any other as one human be is from another,,..France
as a nation is brimming with possibilities which French

advocates of American hegemony continue to deny, overtly
or covertly. And yet in the diplomatic realm de Gaulle

33Ku11y, "Prench Restoration of History," p. 641,

394
gar S. Furniss, Jr., E:geﬁg ngnhlsd
ﬁgglls;a ntfxggag Exg;fg:f| ew York: Ha or and Row
r the on Foreign Relations, 1960), p, v

M
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has demonstrated the intact power France once again
possesses, and he has done so with persuasive force
increased tenfold by the fact that the maneuver was
executed twenty years after the greatest disaster in
our history, and during the very years that have seen
the liquidation...of our empire. That the French
nation has recovered its place, regained its freedom
of action, that it today polarizo: the hope of the
world outside the blocs, under such conditions and
despite the unchallengeable position atomic weapons
have given Soviet Russia and the United Statese«this
means that Gaullism is less a doctrine than a successful
experiment, a verification, & confirmation bythe facts
of a certain way that the !htld Charles de Gaulle had
of thinking about Prance,?

4lyguriac, Do Gaulls, pp. 56-57.




. CHAPTER 11
DE GAULLE'S THEORY OF INTERNATIONAL POLITICS

" Whether de Gaulle's concept of iatermational politics can
be explained in terms of his envirenment and education or whether
this has been 2 preduct of his own mental creativity, 4s soesthing
of an academic question. The fact is that the manifestation of
the Gaullist concept of international relatieons does revesl the
reanants of natiemalistic and patrietic education. De Gaulle
seems to vegard history as a record of a continually shifsing
squilibrium of power as coealitions were formed and mations -
divided, In such a world:the emeay of today gould be the ally of
tomorrew and the ally of the moment could, the next day, become
the adversary. In such a world, the incressed status of one
nation néeessarily implied the declisie of snother,'

" Repeatedly de Gaulle has affiraed, as he did in his Eighth
Prese Conference, that his eoncern was not with revolving and
and transitory ideologies (which he regards as nothing more than

lnuchy. "Pose md Policy," p.566.

24
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veiled iublctoan) but rather with the “deeperocoted realities
which are human, national and consequently international . *?
Thus when de Caulle is told that the expansionist tendencies of
Aussia are & threat to world peace, he must also be inclined to
consider such tendencies, although less obvious,; which might
belong to the United States. - The situation is a power struggle
for which the rvesponsibility wmust be divided.d Baeh nationsstate,
in the eyes of de Gaulle, participates in international politics
as though is were an atama of: conﬁliecvocach euntlnually ate
tempting to mn:lmtsc e sernngth ne cha expense of’ the sehers‘
Sach poltttcai Ieaderahtp aetc 1a utrn‘ of national ecnatdtrattons
and 1t ta only vhca an nqutltbrlun of pouur ts .ltabltahed thac
1ntarﬁaatoma1 ordur can be n«eanpxx:hoa.“ e
Do Ganllo has rnfnaad to be¢c-m a atuandlt tn inclrn&tiunal
politics £9r a pawetcubar ideologtcat nystaa; rather hc ‘has as-
serted thce 'Franco unrely acknawledgea the world as it 13.“5
Xelly pointed out zhat this Gaullist motion of the werld "“as it
is" does not correspodrid necessarily to the way the world appears
to others, Rather, it must be considered in the context of

1

244 Gaulle, “Et;hth Press Confarence,"” July 29, 1963,
Maig:,ﬂdﬁxsa&aa. pe 237.

3Eugene Weber, "an Anxious Pridex French ?olicy, 1959,"
Currsnk History, V°1' 36 (May, 1959), p. 2 y

“Macridis, "De Gaulle's Poreign Eﬁliay. ppe 1754175,

54. @.«119.,9§§§:h Press Conference,” January 31, 1964,
s P .
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de Caulle's ebncapz of the nation~state. Since the General
regards the world eo be multiple and nationul, ‘1t would bo aon~-
sistent for htm to rogard the uurld as m&nipulable ‘even by those
nations whteh are not aupurpuwarn. '

Perhaps the Gaullist foreign polt&y shaws tar more insight
into tha *runlitics“ of 1nternatton41 rclat!ons ‘than it tu creds
ited of percetvtng¢ c¢r831ﬁty this i» true it Landon't commene
tary on foreign poltcy is accepted: -

A workable !arcign policy can never be static, In
formulating policies, it:is necesgary to keep in mind
that 1neqrnaeionat condtt tike - n 1ife, ave sube
ct to condtunt change and " that to bat1d a poliey on the
188 of thd g:lgng igg §s an 11lusion that can enly lead
to disap L dllatt.r. Far nations, like
human beings, Ty through a period of
adolatetnec; bacomt ungu ‘andssas history ddmnattrntcs--
often than not Jdisintegrste, Maintenance of a. gsggng
gggtis unnatural 1 and can lead to a premature death,
s small globe there are few iselated Lssues. Problems
of intaxnat onal relations are interconnected and rarely
can one tosué be considersd in a vaeuum, In other words,

zgzgtfn ggd{gz’lbi.b,coma tntoruantlnontal policy and as
It is precisely this status gup notion of international relations
to which de Caulle objected, According teo Vernant, the first
task which de Gaulle set for himself when he regained power was
to rid himself of the ideologies whieh had emerged after World
War Two and which prejudiced the position of France in world
affairs.® Those tdeslogies which confrented de Gaulle were

5Kolly¢ French Restovation of History," p. 641,

’mm. Making of Forsizn Policy, p. 13.

3Jac uss Vernant, "Fondements et Objectifs de la Politique
Exterteure Vrancaise,s foliticus Eransere’ (1963), pe 459,
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defined as feollows:

\ Le monde est divisa en denx par une lutte, qui
marquera t cette seconde moitie du XX€ giecle, entre la
doctrine du x&bcxnltamc politique et celle du totalitariame
commmiste, L'Occident doit, en consequence; regrouper
sas foreaa matericlles et moralesy afin de:s'opposer aux
assauts d'un adversaire qui agtc tantot par la ruse,
suivant un plan centralise de longue haleine, Un cone
sequence practique de cette conception manicheemne est
\zun toute quSurn de la oaltdartue du monde libre en face

l’advar re ne peut que favoriser ses entreprises,
- 3) Gette division du monde unlon des cemps idece
laﬁiquas antagonistes s‘ace gne d'une repartition bie
aire de la pulssance politique, militaire et
Mﬁﬂm UCsvse
Corollalre des deux pttnctpca enonces cledessus
ess0N eonaid-wuta ordinairemant - aduis
les pulssances coloniales europeennes que
la liunac de leurs positions OutreeMer mettait um
terme & 1'influence de ls nnuropale dans lec territoires
qui dependaient d'qlla aty
b) zﬂ onde occidental dans sen ensemble que
lGAltqu&gzg da 3influence euro-americaine dans leo
1%augmentation

< contrq-pattts necessaire,
ntivenee uev gaiquo et dan naozzea
dans 1'&mp&lntatsan conmunisme,
stnce the war the zngl;;;g; uf intetnational polielcs
have changed- or at least the President of France believes chnc

thay have changad. A8 a rmsu!:, de Gaulle has came to ragard
the present balance of pawér as unnacural, precarious, and
unwise,10 Believing that the world ls on the threshold cf re~ |
ahﬁfflemant regarding 1ncerna:£onal alliances, de Gaulle's task
is at once apparant to him. He must understand these farces and
guide their operation. Tu do this it 13 necessary to focus
atténtibﬁ'bﬂ'ﬁﬁg“g&rennial»natiogql conflicts that he belleves

9V¢rnant “Faudaments et Objecttfs de la Politique
Exterieure Ftanaaiaa. PPe 45960,

10Macridis, "De Gaulle's Foreign Policy," p. 176,
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override ideologles,ll , .

The belief that the present balance is unnatural can be
traced ¢o do Gaulle!s contentias that the growing bipolarization
of the world is incomsistent with the seculaxr realities of intar-
national xealitiese!? Vernant axgued that this vevision demanded
in international relations wae necessary almost from the sarliast
years aftexr World Wax Il. Thn~¢ansho§;ﬁhich‘h¢ petchivnd.,uare
five: - |
é}u' irce que les regtmes ‘evoluent}

. b)) llusure das wegimes implique que le temps peut
fatre son oeuvre; 4 mpnd 1ay 1 1es

que d'une aye generale, la po e

'est pan a fairo d'idiologie; 8 v W

paree ?;: le naada ‘e88 par nature divers beauw-
caup nius que dualiste, 1¢a ‘tiers’ y sont de plus nom=

breux et Lang capaeite d'action s'agcroit a mesurs que la

mudc -1laprese e o stompe dans le pesse} .

parce qu'il n'eet pas sur que; cowme &a 10

:ﬁz:tlsauvun&, 1a bip.llrlﬂﬁtqnl°£t une garaatte

?zmo i.s eoav!.med that. Ql.shouah Wm dgﬂwma
remain hatwctn the twc pouet blo¢s, there no Lanzar ax&sgn the
strict 0L¢QVt8$ of fanut: y‘nra. Within his conception of the
commmunist camp, Couve de Myyville explained, an emancipation and
transformation has saken place. The mutual relations between
this bloe and the free world have undergone an inevitable ree
coveryj and the accession to full sovereignty of dozens of

Maefldls, "De G&niie's Forexgn Poliey. 'p; 173.'

120p4de, pe 176 - |
13Vcrnnnt. "Politique Exterieure Francaise," pp, 460-61,

RIS 3 |
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formerly colénized countries has, today, built a new werld
equilibrive, assuredly more stable than that of the Cold Wag,l4
In a statement at Montbeliard in 1962, de Caulle saidt

Ces peuples et ces Etats de 1'Europe doivent,
ensemble, organiser la cooperation et la pratiquer, en
vus dlarriver a un ensemble puissent, attrayant, fratere
nel, qui ne geut pas ne pas produire ses effets sur les
peuples de l'autre cote du rideau de far, Ces peuples-la
sont immensement desireux de trouver le moyen un jour

- dletre avec nous fzctarnfglaunntaaemne des hommes qu'ils
sont et que nous sommes.

This cénégﬁc;oﬁ of the intérnazioéai si:uatidn wherein the former
fgeh are taggrdﬁqy;ikpossib;e fuﬁureAaiiieshaavbaentg mgjct
tineé of Gaulllsé foreigﬁ p§11cy Erbmktgg 1n¢¢§tion.ii&é4a¢r;y as
1959,»dcicaullé“§i; étadéhing this #La?g N S

Doubtless Soviet Russia although having helped
Communism dbacome established in China, realizes that
nothing can prevent it, Russia, a white European nation
‘whieh al‘eonqubredfplrﬁletiAbia‘and, tn shovt, is quite
well endowed with land, mines, factories, and wealthes
nothing can happen to prevent it frem having to reekon
with the yellow multitude which is Chinaeenumberless and
‘wrpetchedly poor, indestructible and ambiticus, building
by dint of violence a power which cannot be kept within
limits and looking a at-the expanses over which it -
must one day spread,

Perhaps maxb'z;gnificiqt is the ?ranéh re&llzsgipn‘(éven
if prama@ura)‘chac the'Soviéts‘are n§‘;ongsr qnticgpaﬁing a

take-over in Europe. In fhc:g'racani years do not‘rcvealyany‘%

lﬁwﬁurica écuva de Murville, *Frdhch‘ﬁblléz de#y,“
Atlantic Community Quarterlv, Vol, 2 (Winter, 1964«65), p. 616,

15june 17, 1962; found in Roger Massi |
LlZuxans (Peris:’ Flemssrion, 1963), p. 186, ' D¢ Gaulle st

16&9 Gaulle, "Second Press Conference,” November 10, 1959,

9y P 58.




3o

aignificant Soviet threats or offensive initiatives, The
French, therefore, whether correct or not in their judgment,

determined that the time was ripe for new approachoa to foreign

policy 17

Another fundamental of Gaullist foreign policy is the
evaluation of the present world situation as being extremely
precarious, The continuous brink confronting both large and
amallynigioﬁitis”d dingéf:wéich det ﬁo:dtspatched.la The fear
favﬁalad in éhin'euﬁeepﬁiaf the unexpected is also a perrental
characteristic of the General's political thought, In his
memodirs the Generél recalled his determination of April, 1942,
when he declarod that Fightlng France would stand by her allies
on the eondieian ‘that they stand by her., His concern was the
racogn&tton of the Vlchy govtrnmant by those nations supposedly
dadi.camd to demecruelc principlu. ‘As sarly as this date
de Gaulle, resliztng that France had been betrayed by her ruling
class, looked Zorward to the ravolutton which he hoped to accome

1lsh. He raalized, howevar, that the suphrpoweru could not be
trusted ta gnatantea the peace; He eoncludad his rémarks by
warning that the situation would be intolerable "if the selfe
seyled raalism that, from ona Munich to anaeher. hae led liberty
to the very edge of the abyss were to continue to impose upon

17Maur1cc Couve de Murville, "The Role of France,"
Atlapsic Copundtx Quarsaply (Summer, 1964), p. 258.

lguacridia,"no‘aaullo*n Foreign Policy,"” p. 146,
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ardour and to betray sacrifice....” n19

In de Gaulle's attempt to realtaetcally evaluste the
worldesituation, he has ecntinually,b«lievud in the need which
great powers have to perform sq@g waild mission. Spacious
utoplas gfc fundaméntal té the;:video;ogias. Thus years of ex=
perience have taught de Gaulle to be somewhat distyustful of the
reai&u¢1 ¢hauviniam‘whieh mﬁuquaraden under 11baka1 ideologies.
This chauvtnztm is tympcomatlc of an tntoruatiqnll bipolarity.
This has beeoma a predominant fear of Franch policywmnkors in
recent years and has resulted in de Gaulle's determimation to
end the dugl‘gnqtary of the superpowers,20

Tha‘mbét basic factor which has compelled de Gaulle te
reject the notion of bipolarity is tts aantrtbucten tﬁ 1u:cf*
national rtnuian¢ It eould nlmaat bc aaid‘thnt ek a btpaiat ‘
fram«watk is noﬁhing>unre than an inctttutiunal&aaﬁtan of COtd
War temsions, By attempting to nagh&iate with 411 parttcipants
in the world palitical arena, de Gaulle hopes to restore the
normal conditions of traditional diplomacy.2l |

One other element which de Gaulle found dlacuutaful in the
present balance was the lack of wisdom which 1t displ.qyad. By
allowing two naetons¢~£h¢ Uhiead States and the Sovist Unlones
each of which de Gaulle considered to be junior members of the

194¢ Gaulle, MemRlza, ppe 23051
'zox%ily “French nastaratian of History," pp. 6&4-&5.
2ivyrngnt. “Polttiqua Exterieure Francaise," pp, 461-62,
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world connuntey. to -exexcise unrestrained hqg-a.ny. the indepan~
dence and 1tborzy ‘of worlé polttico seemad jlopardizad.zz The
Prench regqrd bsth of thaoe ,glttlcal stanxl as anxpcxtaaeod

and 1mpct&ens nagattacotn¢ Paxt of de Gaullc‘n graad design
involves the meml conaoudulon of Europej .maturally the's
place in zhu &uopo would bq eent.znl.‘ The fm. t:hen, of the
Gaullist. tn obviﬁula inhnps thclo two powers uill dcf&a&t&wely
agree m s pmt divul.on of Empc' De Gmlh, on the other
hand, hopos to organizo and lead a mora cradttional diplomatic
course and thut r‘unite Enrope.” 'ﬂm faar vas aa:praued tn
hta eighzh press confarencez B ’ - '

esothe uhited scates which aince Yalta and Potsdam has
mothing, after all, to aak fyom the Soviaets, the U
States sect tempting prospects opening up before it.
- Hamee, for um:umoa all the separate negotiations between
the Anglo~Saxons and the Soviets whtch. start with the
- limited agreement on nuelear to&ttng, seem 1ik to be
axtezﬁu:hgq.g:::: q:;s:;:ns, notable E:{o an on:; until
- now a Euszpetat ch clear es
ngainst the vieun of France, . &

At an evtn earliar datc, de Gaulte was even more paunimlsaicx

Probably the sort of aqutllbrtum that is estabe
Iishing Lteslf between the atomic power of the two camps
is, for the moment, a factor in world peace, but who can
- amy what will happan tomsorzow? Who can say, for example,
whether some sudden advance in development-»particularl
~ in the field of space rocketss-will not provide one wit!

o *,. L i A‘ "‘,_“, )."w :
22mseridie, "De Gaulle's Foreiga Policy," p. 176,

23cdgar S, Furnise, Jr., "The Grand Design of Charles de
“‘gggigg, vul. &0 (sprlng. 195&) -

2‘&& Gaulla ”Eighth Proaa Conferunce," July 29, 1963,
valor Addresast, v. 235 ,




i3

such an advantage that its peaceful inclinations will not
hold out? Who can say whether, in the future, if basic
political faces should change eomplctaiy, as has already
occured on the earth, the two powers that would have a

monoploy on muclear weapons might not make a deal with
each other to divide the world between them? Who can say
whether, should the occasion arise~«while each side might
follow a policy of not hurling its devices at the prine
ocipal adversary, so a8 not to be threatened ittﬂwho
can say whether the two rivals might not crush others?

One can very well imagine, for examile, that on

such a terrible occasion, Western Hurope might be
destroyed fyom Moscow and Central Europe from Washington,
And who can say whether the two rivals, as a result of
soms unforesesable political and’ggcia uphauvat. will
not come to the point of uniting?

After aaseastng che present power balanca and findxng 1c to be
inadequate. de Gaulle has concluded that France could once again
baaame a major influence 1n world affaira._ The cause cf mankind
was aaauuod by Frnncu and. acting under the isa of th&s ideolu
ogy, de Gaulle hopad to pursue the cause of peace, _progress, and
and world advaacement.: Ih order co euntrtbnce ﬁa tha 1e¢aentng
of opposition and cantrast of the bipolar wurld, he nndartoak a
policy cutltng for tha multtptleatton of diplomatic ra!atlons.
Thus 1t would bde pbicibla, i@eo&ﬂtng t@ de Ghulle, “that 1n this
way the souls af mun, whertvwr they may he on his earth, will
meet a little 3oamer at thu rundezvoua that F?nncu guv% the'
universe some’ hundrad und savantwa!vn years ago, the rendeavuua
of liberty, qqaullty, and fraternlty.'as ‘

Iu his ovnlunttan of the Cold War situaclon, Burgosa

234e Gaulla, "Second Preas Conferanca " Novumber 10, 1959,

Malex Wo p. 61,

2644 caulle, "Ninth Press Confarence," January 31, 1964,
Malor Addresses, p. 238,
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noted, that Juropo has not only made a cttmtndoun oeenonte
recovery, but alsa 13 today laas harrted by aminous soundings
frnm che East., A stgnificant factor in this lessening of tension
is the conclusion of the treaty limlting nuclear testtng. Come
pltmanttng this, :he Russian military offenstve has become lass
credible to WeaCern Europe.27 |

There ean ba ltttte myneery, zhtrtfote, chreadtng the H
policy-dnatotoul ef de Gnullo, whtch clﬂaoﬁ be panocratld tl they
are canltﬂlrld in tho 1ight ot thti p‘liclcll phtlotepﬁyo‘
General has rnpatecdly ctatqd thte ht bﬁlttvtd thlt wor!d potttics
were destiaod for new directtona and tbar 1n:arnac1anal align~
ments nt‘dcd ko bq xa«avutunncd; °”. tndicalﬂr at thtn was to‘
be found tn the nternal dtserder of the totalicarian bloe:

= A‘ fat as the’ cotattecr&an pa-crt are couelrnnd. s
i lacan -obvious t6 us that ‘each spaatacalartsccpcgunal
offensive is intended to alavm and thus te sidetyaek
the ‘West, But nonetheless, we ¢an appreciite the ine-
ternal diffieculties encountered by these leaders in sll -
the efforts thay are making, either to iapose on the:
peoples-a system which is contrary te human nature; or
te make those: serrections in that system which are, little
little, being demanded by the rise of new elites and
‘the stient: ‘pressure of the wmasses,
Nor are we unaware tha: in their campa the acruggle
© * between pslitical ‘trends, the ‘L fuau of ‘clans, the -
rivalries of individuals periodically lead to implacable
- arises, whose sequels~eor aven’ uhesc psauanztorzg
~_==cannot help but unsettle them. Moreover, we know ehat
“in thote countries there are conflicti n{ ndtional gricv»
ances in spite of the absolutism of thelr ideology.
. realize therefore only too well that they readily. i.ndul.ge_
in virulanc uteerances and ansacional oucburses 1n order

:’Win» Burgau:, "Bcauumic and Political Consequences of

?‘a‘r'ber, Oggg ‘ p; s Vol, 78
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to lead people astraywwwtthtn their own country and ggt»
- side~ewithout, however, overstepping certain bounds,

In a more vecent statemant in the same veing Couve de Murville
expressed in even wmore positive terms the view that the French
had taken regarding what has frequently been called a “thew" in
the international temsions: -

: ~In the East, everything is dowinated by the come
frontation between China and Russia; this is a real
rapture,; the result first of anh opposition of mational
intarasgs which goes as far as the traditional frontier

-gonflicts. The countries of Esstern EBurope have taken
advantage of this by speeding up an already noticeable

- tendency toward emancipstion and.dy behaving in such a
way that the dispara 1ng label of satellite is becoming,

"with the sxeeption of Bast CGermany, less and less juse

tifl&dc

ERRLR “ In the West, to the centrary, theme are no cons
fltcts. » the underl{ing interests

" remain mutual, e alliance is a reality and a necessity

recognlzed by everyone, But this solidarity on the
fundamentals does not prevent: the automatic ali
of the past from having become an anachronism, and little
by little and to different degrees,; it does nmot prevent
some members from rediscovering their personality and
- their freedom of action., The natural result of the
economic re-establishment, the consequence of a solution
- in which the threat, without being wmuch less raesl, has
become more diffuaea is an awakanigs at least to the
"need to find zhumuatves once again.

- The Prench ave not the only ones to have perceived a
change in the intermatiomal avraena. ' Brzesinski has sgated his
conviction that the Soviet Union has in recent years become suse
captible to the attraction of Europe. He considered the former

"~

s 23« Gaulle, "'!M.rd Prass Conferemce," Saptember 5, 1960,
Mr. Addresses, pp. 84-85.

2%gurice Couve de Murville, "The Role of France,"
Aslantic Sommnity Quarterly, Vel.'2 (Summer, 1964), p, 256,
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attitude of the éuaaians--onthe one hand, arrogantly talking
of Moscow as a "third Rome;" on the other h#nd, revealing a
sense of dégéyrootéd inferxcf;ty to the Wesé. The task has
remained fcikghe qgmmuniits_of the ch;e:uvnionrta.eomb;ng _
this sense.gf idé&;agiédi‘unxversality and}gpperiority wi:§ a
driva.coAe;gae_thqﬁgnfegiozity,;The meana‘choaen ﬁovqccomplish
thie task was to create a_:elaﬁionahté.with,:be,Weu:ﬂghat was
equal and,hoﬁorqblg through a narrowing of the technological,
economic and cultural gap, The problems with_Chiﬁ#_haye,_qt
the same time, 4qstroyad_gny pre;ense'of un;verqality’i Soviet
control of Eagqun;Egropg'alao played a vital role aé a transe
miss;qn;bclt,fo:,igéas;agd,v@lpégubeqwaen the}grcat‘pqltticgl
P°W¢r'ﬂ39, . ..; ,w‘ . . | L

, Accbrding to Sulzberger, de Gaulle began to raappraise
the Soviet situation as early as 1956, two years bafore he
cumgbtoﬁpgwgr.ﬂ,ﬂesnoged»thatzche‘ﬁeat had accep;eﬂﬁ;hzi{ﬂﬂ
situation in Europe although there still é#tgte&‘yiolent
resistepce in other parts of the world (such as the Middle |
East), At this same time, the program of de-Stalinization
that th"beén,lannchqdwmg:k¢d4i,pbggtgcglvchaw; When the
revolts broke out 1§NP01§nd nndv1n Ruhé¢ry,Achase p@:tttVe
polttteﬁlfiigns‘equld not have béenfﬁnclagg‘tb,ghc Soviet
leaders,gxip. Cartatal.y ﬁth’ey. must .hkyu realized that ‘Bastern
Europe could not be conqueted, that altﬁaagh‘saviét'iﬁfluonﬁc

e

3°Zb1gn1aw Brzeztnskt, “Ruasta and Europe, Forelan

Affaira, Val‘ 42 (April, 1964), Pe &43.




could be felt through military means, the people had not inter-
nalized the goals of the Soviet leadership and had not accepted
the legitimacy of the movement, With this realization, the
General regarded the communist wovement to have lost its
dynamtmn‘} The gLagus gup in Europe had ‘been tacitly accepted
by baeh'ilaot.-‘Juqe‘atrthaiUhleed States éould’not realise
tically hope to “yolleback” communism, 86 to the Soviets
abandoned any hope of coming to power in Germany, Italy or
Frunce.é7therlctaingiy'nutrgiae nationalism within the bloc
which at this time was manifesting 1tself substantiated the
General's historieal conception of the nationestate and
therefore added greater weight to the evaluation which
de Caulle had made, He truly regarded the Soviet leaders as
politictans who weve ‘interested in enmhancing ‘their own power
and serving the cause of natiomal advaneamancasl - |
- Against ‘& background of this logic and taking into
considervation the General's view of Prance, it 1is not difficule
to understand a statément such as the following which de Geulle
made very ‘early in the Fifth Reépublic's history!
Cooe o AMetey years of international tension, it seems
that on the Soviet side of the world a few indications
- ‘of velaxation are begimning To tgpoaril o
, I am not speaking merely of what has been said
by men in positions of responsibility who, having .
called a truce on invective, are pruclalming ther
desire to see pence become a practical reality, But
- T mm vefexrring to the fact that in certain troubled

ayreag-othe Middle East, India, Laos, Africa, Central
 America, for axawple-«Moscow at thils time is refraining

3Nz, Suleberpger, "Foreign Affairs: How de Gaulle Sees
Russia,” New York Iimes (June 24, 1966), p. 32.
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from pouring oil on the fire; I am referring to the fact,
that, after having appeared to call on the three great
‘Western powers to put an end to their presence in Berlin,
the Soviet Govermment raelaxed its pressure; I am re-
ferring to the fact that on the occasion of the present
debates in the United Nations, the Russian repree
sentatives ave to a certain extent turning aside from
the conspiracy of 4ll will and demagoiy that a group of
Statés; move or less stirred up, seeking to organise
against France; finally, I am referring to the fact that,
batween East and West, mors contacts are be made
between leaders, sclentists, artists, etc,, while

- awaiting the time when the pecples zﬂ-uuolvo¢~-ny; :
perhaps someday exchange without Blndranee their goods,

. their tdeas and their travelers,3Z = L

De Gaulle has assessed the position of the Soviet Union
in view of the past and the future, OGCrafually the Soviet
loaders will come to reckon thelr best interests, he believes,
as being based en cooperation with the West. The impossibility
of any universalist ambitions and also the political, econmemic,
and cultural elements all dictate this imperative.3 An in-
creasing number of states in the world today are pursulng an
independent foreign policy. This was traced to the emergence
of many new states since the end of the war who have developed
a nevw pelitical philosophywsthat of nonesalignment; in addition,
the various satellites of the suparpowers have hegun to exercize
some degree of independence in thelir policysformulating proaesgf

 324¢ gaulle, "Second Press Comference," November 10, 1959,
taloy Addresses) pe 37,

"333t§£iéyiuaffﬁaﬁv "De Gauilé; Europe, and éhe Atlantic
All.%gnm.‘” mmmiwnm. Vol. 18 (Winter, 1964),
Pe : ,
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This dual concentration of power which had been so
aceamn&atxng to the major pewﬁr; had falled nfnar the war to
provide any real ucuricy or muxma to the other mcim of
the world, This aacarta&uty‘uun appurnat to the Euvopiﬁhﬂ;
By the 1960's, hawav&r. this ttghc alliance syatem vas coming
to an ond, Thu bands were. loeaeutng, not anty thrnugh the
natural mutaﬁ&mns which time brings, bu: alse as a- rnnull
inept pelicies, Salthat ha Soviet ner the Americen leaders
were able to take aﬂvnntagn of th; rift- in the other blee
since mh was cmfr@nm with amrmuy mlmbu mbiem
themselves, For :ha Sowiata, the pcwblamiwnn Chgnng for the
United. s:atu, vmm was. thc uma, Morm, btpolmey
was the very condltiom of flaxibiltcy for the lesser pow&rs
since ﬁhey were able to manipulata 8o widely ‘under’ the prom h
toctive umbrella of thelr guardian.ss The tesulz of these
palieical 1nf1uencea as well as the economic rahaiblita:ian

of ”urspe has been the redlscavety of thelr lndeaendent per~
sonalities by many 6f the nations of wurope. Franee. since
she 1s not embroiled in any serious crisis of her awn. was 1n
an enviable pﬁ:ition to uxptcit thia situation.36

' ‘Commentaries in ‘the Soviet Prasa during this same period
of radiscovary revedled that the Soviet Union was undergoing
a policy analysis simiiar to that of the West, One such

 Brerty,” ‘,'Ftcncﬁ ’%eaoeractan of History," p. 41,
| SECouva da Hurvilla, "The Role af France,“ De 256-57.
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statement was the following:

The develo t of international relations has
now brought the Euvopéan states squaraely up against
the need to set up sych a system of collective security
" §n Burope, within whose framework 1t would be possible
to find aolutiona for the problems not only dividing
the Soctaliset and enptealtse states but also ¢rveating
tensions in relations becween the Western Powers
themselves,
These problems cannot be solved by the imperi-
alist (often called feraditiondlt) golicy based on an
~artifidal opposition of one irau of European states
to anothey, the forming of tight nilitavy and political
groupings, & runaway arms race, legalized domination
of the strongost Power, and rest¥iction and infringement
of the sovereignty of the European states, o
It is in theé common interese of all the mmgan
statas to help mima!.n universal peace and security,
to prévent the qpréad of nuclear weapons in Burope,
especially thelir transfer in any form Yo the West

Gerwan eckers, to bring the German mzw
to & pmeg§ smim, 4nd to improve, m:ep !’tep,
the ralaeians betwsen Eypopesn ‘states bei

ewm sym:m. ,
The postwwar ehallengeﬂihich tha Americans and the Soviets
posed to one snother and to the rest of the world foumd {its
basis in the existence of “their miclear wight, Bemaath this
basic fact dé Gaulle percefved a twoefold reality, On the
one hand, neither of these "Vulcans® ecould be‘axuermihatdd{
on the other, it was eoe praposturata to think chat nny
rational foreign poucy would ever 4ven gonsider the daplaymemt
of nuclear unapuna‘“ To do 'so would ecrtainly result in the
destruction af'bbth.3’ o o - f_f
Life tn the Sovist Unton and in ehe sata!lites hzd o

37?;‘9b~ute£eaav an Security and World Peace;"
it ‘ an s Vol, 11 (February, 1965), p. 6.

38K311y. “French Restoration of History," p. 643.
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evolved in the yeaia-follawing'chc war with the natural out-
come being an advancement in human desires and wants. Eéonomic
and soéiat_cahdlfiona in these h&txons were still ﬁhaatts»
factoryg ﬁdgerchéleaa. wttﬁ ﬁhé tmpfavamantc that weie made,
desires”incradaad;- Thus hopular pressure was also a potent

3% But basic
to the:faevniuucian'of cbmmuﬁtﬁﬁ which de G@ﬁlli’mgit was the
dispute between the Soviet Union and Chinat -

force in fedueiﬁéitho vifulehcn of Soviet policy.

Ftaaitg concérning its relations with the oute
side, every ing,ctill a rs for Russia to be domin-
ated by the dispute with China. Whatever happens in
the coming months, the national rivalries, the power
struggles within the Communist world, the inevitable
incompatibilities between a relatively well provided
nation like the Soviet nation and the countless pro-
laterian nasses of China, are going to remain for a
long time and will conaequezgly make any true coopers
ation highly problematical,*V e

A8 early as 1960, de Caulle had set out to do all he
could te bring about a readjustment of the gfatus auo. His
plan was based on his conecept of history and world polities
and revealed an extemsive insight into hie future diplomaey:

. The division of the peoples that inhabit Euvepe
and North America 1is the maln fact and the worst evil
-of our time, 7Two caups are set up, face to face, under
conditions such that it depends soiely on Moscow or

- Washington whether or not a large part of humanity is
wiped out in a few hours. , S

oo lm the face of such a situation, Prance deems
that there is no territorial disagreewent or ideologi-
cal dispute that has any importance in compavison with
the necessity of exorclsing this monstrous peril. In
France's view, this situation implies three conditions,

3%4e Gaulle, ”Eighch Press Conferemce,” July 29, 1963,
Maior Addresges, pp. 234-35, o -

4p v :
Couve de Murville, "French Policy Today," p. 615.
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~ The first is a detente, in other words, the bete
tering of international relations, putting a stop to
proveocative actions and speeches and 1ncreasin§“ttnda,
cultural exchanges and the visits of tourists in ovrder
. that a wore peaceful atmosphere might ba createdj
failing this, the dizziness of desperation would
afflict di{couragcdbm@n, to such an axtent that one
day and all of a sudden, for any rsason at all, the
world would find itself at war, as it was, twice in my
1ifetime, because the Archduke was dead or because
. 8OmMe One wanted DnnzLQ.:RUA: e ;
The second condition is a specific degree of

eontrollad.dtaaxmament,wggnfarqb;y,atmeﬁ at the
devices eag:ble of ca ng bombs atratcgic‘dlstanees,

in order that the possibilitye<and, at the same time |
the temptations-suddenly to provoke general destruction

wight vanish, . . L o

The third condition is a bdegiming of organtzed
cooperation batwean EZast and West devoted to the sere
vice of man, either by helgtng fn the progress of |
- underdeveloped peaples or by collaborating in the

great projects of“giiancific research, on which dépends |
the f“tut,‘__.f ‘11'” S C e e J

Theare is little if any dissgreement among thef@amyetq j
of the Western alliance regerding ghe desivability of w
Ancreasing contacts and cooperation with the Soviet Union, The
question in centention between the United States and France
regards the timing that this process of adjustment must have,

The United States appeared quite ready in the early 1960's

to engage in discussions with the Soviet Union that could

pessibly have had lasting importance to chg,natianl}of Europe.,

De Ggg;lg.was,vof course, opposed to any such 1nittaﬁtva§

or dtstnualann\ch§t~§cuié 1A gﬁy vi§miqqd ;é(a,sﬁliéiftantibn

of the position of chefwijéf'pewar!;"ﬁe hoped that any such

deals could be postponed for a later time when Europe wuuld

S - ; -

| “%de uulle, “address Ourlining the Principles of French
Foreign Policy Following the Failure of the Summit Conference,”

May 31, 1960, Malor Addresses, p. 73.
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be sufficiently strong to be among the bargainers,2

" De Gaulle has no illusions about the purpose and intent
of either the United States or the Soviet Union. He realized
long ago that their efforts in the international arena were
expressions of their own national interests, Either a teme
porary accommodation between these two nations or the cone
tinuation of tensions were unacceptable alternatives, To
avold this situation, de Caulle hoped to create a balance of
power which he considered to be consistent with the emerging
political realitfes; suck a balance would be one that gave
proper recoghltion to Furope's economic and political devele
opmanc." ‘A8 early ds 1946, only €ix months after resigning
power, de Caulle declared that he would favor a restoration
of scubﬁity based on the “old wotld] that in spite of ageeold
argumentt and disagPeements, the nations of Purope wuuld be a
potent fotce in world politice once again.“ o

' De Caullé's resentment of the role played by the

United States has been reinforced by what has been regarded
as unsatiefactory diplomacy both with respect to objectives
as well as to the mode of execution. Too often the United

42H¢££man ‘"De Gaulle, zurcpa, Atlanttic Alliance,”
ppe ks-mé see 2lso Passeron, Da Gaulle Parle 1958-1962,

‘3Macridts, *De Gaulle's Poretign Policy," py 176,
“48t¢e¢mant of de Gaulle on Jul y 29, 19&6; fbund tn
Savffi 5

W tum. s k Odysaey

Press, 1964), p. 14,




44

States has retained a rigidity which resulted in the loss of
firretrievable Witlﬂ# for negotiating with the Mets;
such occasions when internal disorder 'mdmd the Soviet
Union to be di.ph—ei.cally dtudnnuged vere ‘the death of
Stalingor the 1956 uprisings in Poland nnd Hnn;ary. America’s
obsession with ru&r&ni.nz M eombatm commmisn as an
ideology has M‘dg 28 dc Gnulle “n it; the Uniged
States fm uplouuu a uhublq trmp. Following the
death of xmdy, the Johnson adsinistration 'uei.ll.nm in
an effort to wark 'time ustil after the 1964 elcctmns: this
again reinforced Prench skepticism about the ability of the
United States to spesk for the West, Steel believes that the
final confirmation of de Gaulle's vision of Europe as a walid
and vital factor in intermational pelitics can be found in the
inablility of the United States to take substantial contrel
of the developments -that are sweeping the newly emerging
states and chwxning theix feorsign policies, 45 :
Following the war, de Gaulle amounced that he laoked
forward to the day when Burope would be the element of inter-
nagtional stability, when Europe would be able to prevent any
nation from gaining supremscy over all others.’® This same
expactation became fundasental to the foreign policy of the
FAfth Republie:

AL e -r TR . ~ - L . ;-

45Rm1 eel, "Where Frmco md China A
Leader, Vol. 47" c:runé 8, 1962), p. 21, gree, " lgw

 863p4e0h by de Gaulle at Lille on June 29, 1047 found
in Reynaudy Eoxsign Paligy of Charlsa de Gaulle, p.
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Now, in the last analysis and as always, it is

only in equilibrium that the world will find peace,
On our old continent, the organiuti.on of a western
group, at the very least equivalent to that which
exists in the east, wmay one day, without risk to the
independence and the freedom of each mation and taking
into account the probable evolution of political

. regimes, establish a Egropéan entente from the Atlantic .
to the Urals, Then Europe, no longer split in two by
ambitions and 1deologiss that would become outeof-date,
would again be the heart of civilization, The accession
‘g0 progress of the wasses of :Asia,: Africa and Latin
America would certainly be hastened and facilitated
"But also, the cohesion of this great anéd sto e
European commmity would lead vast countries in other

- comtinents, which are advancing toward power, aleo to

- take the way of coapegtsion, rather than to yleld to

' the temptation of war,® "~ o e e o

‘Dé Gaulle has not left the world in the dark about -
possible alternatives; he has not been eritiecal without -
attompting to be eonstyuctive ia his criticism;  The eoncept
of balance and equilibrium, as hoted, are fundamentls of
Gaulliet political theoxy; thus it is not surprising that -
de Caulle hopes to rebuild world political aligmments en
what he Tegards as realistic power balances, One altermative
whiech has been porwanent in the Cenaral's plans is a bellief
that Central Burons and a dismembered Cermamy could be a
"buffer* between the East and the West, By incorporating
these states into the economic and political systems of both
power blocs, they would have no need to seek security behind
the protection of one nor would either of the supetrpowers
feel compelled to Lend sovereign support. A second plan to

%3¢ Gaulle, "Address Outlining the Principles of French
Foreign Policy Fol..lowtng the Failure of the Summit Conference,"

May 31, 1960, Malor Addrssses, p. 78, ’
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achieve a "balance” was outlined by de Gaulle in an offer made
to Churehill in November of 1944, This plan was to combine
forees with Creat Britain so that these two Western European
nations, tegether with their then existing empires, could
constitute an impressive weight in world affaire. But de Gaulle
offered yot another alternative, that of an equilibrium
wherein a revived Europe would be a "Third Porce”; this was
a view of Eurepé which looked from the Atlantte to the Urals
and has since been a persistent notion of CGaullist fereign
policy, The exaet nature of this revived Furope has never
been quite cleat and Lt has been the subject of much concern,
1t is definitely observable, however, 'from de Gaulle's words
and diplomatie¢ moves that this Europe would not include the
AngloeSaxeons; the place of Russid was also somewhat unclear,
but her'Buropean voecation was never denied, And yet another
alternative was available to the postewar diplomats: a
world equilibrium Dased on a FrancoeSeviet alliance, This
l1ast alternative was consistently vegarded by the General as
&4 natursl and tradisional concommitant to the political orien-
tation of the two countries,s | B
This idea of cooperation with the Soviets dates to a
surprisingly edarly datej vealizing that Anglo<Awmerican
influsnce would be great in Europe after the war, de Gaulle
.was aware that a rapprochement with the Soviet Union might
be necessary. Thomson notes that woved in this direction

88Maqridis, "De Gaulle's Foreign Policy," pp. 176178,
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were being made by France early in 1941, prior to the entrance

of the United States into the war., He evoked deep«rooted
feelings for this idea by appealing to geo-political arguments.
He considered the United States and Great Britain to be
primarily sea~powers, whereas France and the Soviet Union
were continental powers with similar goals and problems. For
decades French schools had depicted France as a regular
hexagon with three maritime sides (the Channel, Atlantic,
Mediteranean) and three land frontiers (the Pyrenees, Alps,
and Rhineland); this suggests, so they argued, symmetry and
a naturally balanced perfection. This argument is nationale
istic, traditional, and of very little importance in policy-
making., Nevertheless, this image has made its contribution
to the thought of General de Gaulle.éq

The question that is presented, therefore, is of detere
mining the direction toward which Soviet Russia must turn,
The emerging danger of China, the increasing power of West
Germany, and the continuing influence of the United States
in EBurope (especially in Germany and Great Britain) serve to
reinforce what de Gaulle regarded as a "natural® and “tradie-
tional” tendency-«that of cooperation between the Soviet
Union and France. The only obstacle to this tendency which
Macridis could find in his 1960 study was the question of

David Thomson ”General De Gaulle and the A 1
Saxoms;* IlﬁlelS*¥¥Ii va. 41 (Im »
pe 133 tga also red nﬂ{;‘%ﬁfzgngé
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Algeria, Accordingly, today there is ample reason to specu=

late about this possible alteration in the world power

balance.so

50Macridis, "De Gaulle's Foreign Policy,"” p. 179,
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canm III

RIS‘IORIQM; ASPIEA’SIOHS AND awm OIJEC’I‘IVES
oF DE GAULLE'S FOREIGN POLICY

De Gaullefs pouti.cal philosophy embraces ‘the wtanty
of the i.ntamueml m:emg he believes that Frama has
mnmubuitm which stretch not only beyond ‘her own botdsrs.
but aleo Leyond Mpc to the fax camra of tlu world, H«
political actions can dt!‘ael: t;ha peace and samttty of the
future, Wm& rwe. in past ymu looked at the military
glants the polteymkm st m been l.apr“ud by ﬂw
mtgmnem of all etmr mi!ttm force in the fam 0!
such amnums might. " The fear that France could be so
readily pulvwgud Lf ic cema the i,nterans of wan wajor
powers dieeatad & need to schieve some degres of political
and muu:nry independence, De Gaulle has ramtedly umaaed
hopes of butl.ding Prance into the position where she could
exercize an independent policy and det as a check, after a
- £ashion, on the power of each of the two international glants,
Thus, the independent poliey line which de Gaulle is pursuing
is suggestive of the past when Prance, under Louls X1V, served

30
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as the guarantor af world scability.; Such an 1ndenttf£cacton
with the mtorleal role of France is cluﬂy iu.mcmu! by
the following statement towayd which Mauriac has direeted
attention:

eeculmuy someone It;! thsat:*s de Gaulle
talkin °§ about greatneas... ea, s, France has
' 4, Our fathers agn could do somes

thi.ng meaningful, somethin imgortant, only if they
- desived it to be grest.. is 4s vhere we ave .
today as well, Moreover, this is not the ccstuest
licless  The eostliest policy, the most
pol Vs tszto ask smthing of mryone and navar ta
. obtain 4t.*

Speaking in this sama mode, Couve de Murville spelled
sut the Yreneh indentification of the future with the past:

- . Pranget's vosation is universsl. If our countey
withes to retain its characterweand can it have any

 other ambitisnlesit sust remain universal. In the -
past, France played a decisive role in the vast movement

- of natienal ion whish, from the United States
to Germany and Ita from Latin America to Central
W‘ forged the world im which we live, . Tha medern
problem of mmtpacion and that of the develo t of
the nderdevaloped gountries, to which Framce:
already made s bas ie enm:ribucum through her work of

- decolonization, is clearly gquite differemt; and fifst
of all it is economic in nature, It would be false,
however, to think that it is only materialy and that
fimmlal aid des £or everything.,

: The problem is alse; and: pl!‘hig‘ primarily.
political, for mthlng ané no one can take the pf.aca
of the countiies tiwaselves, in other words, replace a
national wiu by a will from the outside,

L Heome in France is once more wm “her con-
tribution t h her own exsmple, that of a State

- whichy without being. ameng the bigga ﬂ‘!m its

apendmc &‘uu choozec its path, whieh is that

of o8 not sewk to imu awmmme

5 s s ' Lol

‘ 12(41:01, "Paincare Rides Again,” p. &98. L
1Spmh by de Gaulle at Baste~Terre, March 20, 1964;
found in Mauriac, Do gSenlls, p. 211, |
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and offers fraternal cooperation with scrupulous 3
cancarn_fog the sovereign pgrsan&licy of each country,

In his drive for independence, de Gn@lle has been driven
to taks actions which appear quite paradoxical and unantici-
pated. Because he desires to atrangthen the national power,
he has been farced to restrict and almost decimate the army;
in an effort to maximize the national glory, he has liberated
wost of France's colonies; and although he is regarded as a
political conservative, he has assumed the sponsoxahip of
Red China in intexnational politics, All this he has done to
achieve his basic and fundamental goal: the supremacy and
boundless independence of France. And beneath this effoxt
to achlave European independence is the continuing fear of
a Second Yaltaj in spite of his desire to see a relaxation
of cold war tensions, any negotiations between the United
States and the Sovist Uniom to which France is not a part .
renew hgﬁ’maﬂia;“ fDufing“the‘cﬁrxnu: da#&dé‘thtﬁlfhar‘éf“
American domination has swelledseat least wuntil very resent
months, ' The main reason has been cha steady increase of
Amerteaufﬁnstni:s,1n}$urapi;snd'pnfincrealing &hehﬁdlagy
gap. In the esrly 1950%s, European industry appeared to
be recovering and many anticipated the day when it would
catoheup with the United States., In recent years, however,
this hope has been dispeilad. An interesting indicator is

~ 3couve de Murville, “The Role of France,® p, 260,

4, v ‘ N
Jean Danlel, "Leader of Europa and Arbiter Between
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the "technological baldnce of payments" (measured by the
flow of international payment- for patents. licenses, and
other inltrumants for the transfer of technical knowledge);
in 1961, this flow favored the United States five to one.
Another source of concern to Western Europe is the "brain
drain”e-the migration of sclentists and engineers to the
vnitad States. Although’tha United States cannot realistically
be accused of deliberately engineering this fotm of colonialism,
nevertheless de Gaulle still holds the United States hegemony
to be iﬁé cau§¢ of this'higtition;\ﬁéroovtrg’ha realizes
chat the posttion of the United States 1s re-enforced by lt.s
The effccc that this Gnullist realization will have on the’
Ganarax's polietes can be pcrcatvud by takiﬁg a look into
his menoira, where he speaks ‘directly to the Bhttad States’
eoncerning French policy independence! o
" In mortal danger we French have survived since
~,:h¢ beginntng of the century, the United States does
{nve us the impression that it regards its own
dcst y a8 linked with that of France, that it wishes
France to be preat snd strong, that it 1e doing all
* .4t -ecan to halp her to remain or become so once again,
Perhaps, in fact, we are not worth the trouble, 1In
that case, you. are gight. But perhaps we shall rise
again,. Then you will have been wr agg. In either case,
_your behavior tends to alienste us.
» Alan has considered the independent poai:ton which
de Gaulle has assumad to be the consequances qf‘his_gdugatlon

and £qm11y‘ba¢kgroundt_ Certainlyﬂdurtng his schooling he

sﬁdmend Ta lar "The Long NATO Crisis.“ ‘gggggg:
Vol. 34 (April 21, 6), Pe 2 5 ' Ihﬁ !

6de Gaulle, ﬂgx,ﬁgmpxga. Pe 761.
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was exposed to the writings of Charlas Maurras, who has been
referred to as the gadfather of European faaciam. Yet
de Gaulle found htmself after the war owtng_his pclittcal,
military, and personal_fulfillmenc to‘che nation which
Maurras‘regardaé as the cohtinuaué»eﬁemy of Franéé. It was
thtough tha help of tha British that France was able to
maintain haraelf in the 1960 s; in faet, even as late as
1958. Paris newapapera vere clatming that da Gaulle 8. bid
fer power was backad by the Brttlsh 1n order to eacablish
their man ln office. The differences of optnion between the
leader of France and aha oeher leadeto of tha norld can be
axplatnnd 1in these terms (amd Ll doubt thia 13 a contributing
£actor a!chough eurea&nly net the eotal uxplaaaelun). Perhaps
it was tmtubh ehat do Gauuu mld ‘seemingly snub those
who supportad hhm 1n his critieal pariods of lcadership to
aymbolically satisfy hls own connctence, to say nothing ot !
hia critics.7 | : .
_ In the mgg g{_ ;hg w de Gaulle no:ed ehe quali.ty
of laadership which to him seemed most noble. The _power of
deciaion must be found wtthin the lnader himcalf and not
impoaed by some ex:ernal order.k De Gaulle cried out for a
task to perform and cha freedqm to perform the :ask.s The
cask which he has discovcred is to assert the Indapendence

7Ray Alan, , "Anatomy of Gaullism Lﬁgdgz Vol. 46"
(Maxch &, !963). P 11?§Y * Nﬁz h

% Gaulle, Edn nz'm smm p. 43,
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of France and to recapture her sovereignty. France 1s no
longer politically iwpotent and dependent upon the United
States; the task for de Caulle, therefore, is to make the
world awaxe that this change has takes place, France (and
Western Europs) refuses to continue to be treated as though
it vere entiraly dependent upon American economic largess
and politicoediplomatic acquiclccnea.9 L : ,

-Vernant has explained what this Gaullist dctnxmtnutiou
to be independent means in terms of the political:

D'une maniere tres fznggg{:i comment peuteil.

definir les objactifs de gtﬁ exterieure

txannnilcz D'abopd n?ua ty donner a la .
Prance la capacita de fairve eneendre sa volx propre

et de prendre les initiatives conf 6 -a 8es interets,
Plus precisément, affermir dans tous les domaines

1'unite de l'Eurepe occidentals, en.serte quc cellesci
puisse s'affirmer comme ume realite, “°“18°“ lement
sgonomique, wals politique st militaire," Chen
Prior to the most vecent years, an "ideology of com~
venience" existed in the minds of the forsign policy-makers.
The difficulty of planning strategy with more than two players
was difficult and as a result there was a tendency to force
all faects into the stringent guidelines of the existent
bipolar werlds In such a world, of course, the decisions
of the lesser membexrs had to be subordinate to the decisions
of the most powerful member of the alliance, Thus in an
effort to regard the world as a more predictable place. in

9cuu Ve Cxabb, Jres “The Gaullist mox: against the
% %?‘saxogs. ’A:J.mlr. Mm mm:lx. % %n:’r ing,
y Do 'y

l”Vhtuanz, "Fondements et Objectife,” p. 465.
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which to live, independent national efforts have been strongly
reatated;ll De Gaulle, however, revolted against this external
interference in Prench policy; moreover, he was convinced
that the context of international polities had changed during
the previous decade., The balance of terror produced by the
nuclear stalemate has produced in the minds of the French a
constant suspicion of the mzjor actors in world politices,l?
The American commentators were in substantial agreement that
the firmness which the United States showed in the Cuban
missile crisis should have been positive proof to the allies
that the commitment of the United States was genmuise. But to
de Gaulle, this situation re-astablished his former fears,
Aware that in the previous year the United States had shcwn
weakness in desling with the Soviets on the Germim 'question,
the General concluded that firmness was evidenced in this
case only because it involved a direct threat to the United
States, Thus the firmmess over such direet threats only
confirmed the doubts in the Prench minds regarding what help
they might recelve if thelr interests were threstened,l3

‘It 48 significant, however, that de Caulle has never
denled himself the political bargaining power that he has by
being loosely associated with the United States in the Atlantic
Alltance, American power has been conveniently employed to

1lyelly, "Prench Restoration of Mistory,® pp. 646-47,
123"4!!35’ “Gaﬂiii!t RMlti” Pe 40,
136rosser, "Foreign Policy of the Fifth Republic,” p., 203,
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serve as a warning to the Soviets that any major attempt to
disrupt tha present power relationships would rosult in a
major confrontation with the United States, At the same time,
France uses every political tactic at her disposal to pursue
an embitious policy without overwhelming military might.l*
Under these circumstances France has been able to sone extent
to manipulate beth the United ﬁtneen and the . Soviet uni»a tn
an effoxt to ewerge as the axbiter between these two !o:uea.
The aima of Pramce are in harnany wiﬁh the 1ong-range palicy
aims of a suks:antial seguent of ghe‘aiticnn¢~3hann vhteh
eamprtdh the neuﬁtallac ‘"third" woxid, Gaullisw inekadas
the belief that all national dlffmrtacal can hu nngatintod
and can Be resolved zh:augh diplomedyi and ®his 46 the task
which dz Gaullé btlievaa belaugs to France aud to: hknacllaxs
De Gaulle'ﬁ fixutian with the. idaatity of Fyance and
his datatninAtan not to allow the existence and dcatiny of
France be ¢ont1ngant upon che daetaians made in capttals other
than Parls is samathtng of an acha from cha mouths of the
neutralist leaders, It is eharacteristie, 1t seems, of natians
that are attewpting to bulld thetr power to be very adamant
in thelr refusal to beeome a satellite of any major pawaro
Prance, likewiﬁe, although baing a member of zhe Western
Alliance, 1s quite unwilitng to allow her position to be

1“nrzcztnsk1, "Zurope to the Urals,” p., 13.
150tabb, "Gaullist Revolt," pp. 40«41,
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defined autamatieally. A nacion cannot be indicted because
it strives to satlsfy 1ts own needs ‘and renpdnd to its national
tmperativas.15 | -

In a signlftcant explanation of his politics, de Gaulle
explained what French 1ndependenca would meant

France, because she can do so, because evarythtng invites
haer to do so, becausae she is France, should conduct
amidst the world a woriwiig iey. roughout the year
which is be 1 thus work towaxyd the three
major tasks incum ant upon us, The union of Zurope,..
the. Rwogrna; of developing countries...a contribution
to the maintenance of the peace,
: As. for this last oquct£VQ. there are conditions
imposed upon us. Firstly, we must pursue the effort
which should '2 ip us wt:ﬁ & thermonuclear arsemal,
the only one with a power inadequate to the threat af
aggrastxon sansequently ghe enly cme which allows
independence,..we must, without giving in to the

: 11Luatomn in which the uuak lull themselves, but wtchout
losing :ha ho ge that human liberty and digﬂit

+the end ve sust. envisage thc a{
oSl i Siefind ot St 1 F it regine, vhich still
tuuaaadn 1n constraining confined g es, will
gradually come to &n evolution comgat ble'with our own

-transformetion, Then there would be open to Europe as
a whole praapecis in keeping with tcs resourcas and

-~ Ats capscities.

-Thus western observers. note :hut de. Gaullc is atnempting
to forge his own policies, attempting to assert the indes
pendence of his nation., Significant examples of the search
for independence are the French attempts to develop & new
 partnership with West Germany, the public recognition of a
divided Germany, the regognition of Commnist China, the
determination to forge France's own nuclear arsenal, and the

161p1d., pp. 39:40,
174e ¢ Gnalle, "New Ycar'c Mbasage." December 31, 1963,

Pe z“o
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recent initiatives toward a Franco-Soviet aecord, 18

But the insistence of the Frenah-uphn-indapendanaa is
not a éuutal of thctrrconecza for security; if it can in any
way be :y’lfieé, it ropreacnet a longing for peace and security.
They desire to ascapa the need to choose the one to whom
they musc turn for securiey, not the sense of saeurity 1tse1f.19
This has frequ«ntly been misundarstaod, not enly by popular
opinion but also among those who should be better informed.
Achasm rccantly critlctzed Gauuist poli.cy for rejaet!.ng
the lﬂcﬂtity whieh the Uhited States claima that it prov&des;
he tegardnd the policiez of the French to be such that the
world would be projeeted into 1nev1tab1e tncinaratian.?es |
A more pafctptlva analysle, howovar. ‘would revoal that ehe
?raneh are lnteraatad in any effort that would allow tham
aomn measure of lacurity, posttionod as chey are so vulucrably
1n the center of a world that is anythtng but at peace,
Any vithdxawal-cf uroopa am rastt&nttous an uuelear waa@ous
cammot bo ugcrdd by the French. mfambly; Af 4t serves
to lessen tm cmtm; than it mm the mld ehat meh
more sncuinczi -

u uﬂy a8 19&8, du Gmlh mmlcd hia poaewar uarch

S RO e : -

~ 18crabb, "Gaullist Revolty" pp. 4les2,
195ugene Weber, “An Anxious Pride: F‘rench Foli.czy. 1959,"

anmswm: vol: 36 (Mah 1959). pe 2

 2Reyneud, zammmusmmﬁamm. p. 15.
~ 2lyeber, *Prench Policy,” pe 276,
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for French security and independence:

I believe that we must defend Europe in Europe,
and I believe that by virtue of geographyy'history,
and also ¥§ chology, Europe cannot be defended in
London,,.This is 2 question we will have to take up
again, for in the preparation of a possible war, France
 must e’tha‘censgr of the strength and strategy of
- Westarn Euxqpe. o _ o
To clarify any doubts and answer his many critics, de Gaulle
clarified his notion of the relationship between France and
the United States in a press conference in 1963, Ha explained
that there would be no question that in the event of some
major conflict, France would be on the side of the United
States, But this is not the situation now confronting the
policyymgkars,,_rpgre shgqld,bqwnoth;ng diqtra;a;ng or even
surprising in the fact that two nations might take a different
approach to the contingent questions arising in international
affairgaz?_~nalggy11e was even more exprassive in an earlier
statament! T . S
L Yet, until we achleve an organized peace, if
‘that is at all possible, Prance intends, as far as she
is concerned, to be ready to defend herself, This
wmeans, first of all, that we shall remain an integral
part of the Atlantic Alliance,,.Our alliance appeared
a living reality., In order for it to become even more
sa, France muatbmah‘er own role in it, and har own
personality. This implies that she too wust acquire
a nuclear armament, since others have one; that she
wist be sole mistress of her resources and her terrie

tory gshort, that her destiny, although associated
wggz:thne of h&xiallieg, mpsﬁigzéatn‘insﬂar own:uanau.24

I Y R ST S A S Sy
‘“De Gaulle's Press Conference of October 1, 19483

quoted in Mauriac, Dg e, po 1720 Mo o

T 23d¢vcaux1c,~"§%§h¢h»Prece Conference," July 29, 1963,

' p‘ "'.‘;'*.‘ : .

244e Gaulle, "Addrass Outlining the Primciples of French

Forelgn Policy," May 30, 1960, Maloy Addresses, pr. 77,
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This was a variation of the theme that de Gaulle yee
peated time and cgutn. In Ihe m of the Future, de Caulle
argued that defemse must be the ultimate prerogative of the
 nat£un; this duty cannot be delegated to any other natien-
state nor allowed to be made contingent upon another's de-
cisions, Just as he omee urged France tu use her taduatrial
end zechmoles&cal knew~haw to. duvalop & mechanized Axmy, he
has now upplied this argumanu to the question of nuclear
armament, Without such ability and potential, & natien is
ralegae-d to a Btlt& of cotnl dnptndﬂne. upen alllaa.‘ Whnt
adds to the et&ﬂts of auch ¢ situation is the knaaladaa that
there ean be no gutrnntua that ehc~in&¢ra¢tn of. any. ally will
always rtmukm eangruenefco ahn tnceruata of ?nanea.. Thus.
without tacur£Cy of her own, France would always be at the
mercy of beth ememy and ally,2 Parhaps the most defimitive
Gaullist statement regavding this search for seourity is the
following:

, Indeed, the possible ndvnrsany is himself equipped
with enormou: means of the same kind, This bain;qthe
case, no ena,; nowhere, can know in advance whathar,
the event of eonflict. the atomic bombs would or would
not be used at tho start the two principal champiomnsg
whether, if they did use au, they would use them in
Cantral Zurope and Western Burope onlys without
striking each other directly and lmmadlltaly: or whathar.

- on the contrary, thny would ba led right eway to hurl
death at each other's vitals, Anyhow, and ln light

~ of the enormous and inevitable uncertainty France
must herself have the means of directly raaching any
State that would be her aggrualor, that &l, the weans

o

pp‘ 12~13; see also
Charlea ée Gaulle (New York:
Js.B. Lippincott C
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of deterring it from being so and, according to the
circumstances, the means of assisting in tag defense of
ite allies, 1ne1udtngsauho knowsesAmerica,

He then addressed. himself to the very core of Caullist foreign
poliey as he selfirighteously east a glance upon histeory and
at the same time considered the futurel

' ‘In sum, our countty, peérpetually threatened,
finds 1tsnlf once again faced with the necessity of
paasoustng the most powerful weapons of the éra unless,
of courpe, the others cease to possess them, However,

" to dissusde us, the voices of tmaobility and demsgosy
are as alwuzs simultaneously saiaed. t is usaleaa,
say some, VIt 18 too costly,' say others. These
voices France listened to, sometimes and to her uilse

" fortuney netably omn the av« of the two wars, 'Ne
h.mvy artillery,' they exclaimed in concert in 1914.

‘'No armored corps; no fighter atrevaft,? the same
backward and brntnleaa groups eried in unlnan before
1939, But this time we shall mot allow routine and
illusion to invite invasion of our country, Moreover,

~ 4n the widst of the straimed and dan etnum world in
which we ltve:7eur chief duty is to e strong and to

~ be ourselves,

Carholm made a very objective assessnent of Americal's
conmitment to Zurope and it was his conelusidon that the
miclear weapons of the United States did not constitute a
guarantee of Huropean security any longers He based his
canclusion on reeent evwnts and on the statements and aptnians
of annttmp«!!!y pelittcal latdefﬂ in the United Statts. ‘There
was little dauht, accé!ﬁiag to ehil aeudy, ehat the United -

States wuuld not risk tctal ahnihilacian unless its intereats

2644 “Adarnna on the on Eaxuauan rolicy |
'ﬂdg§2’ Atl&ntia xlltanca," April 19, 196 ’ ﬂ;ig:,ﬁdﬁ;ggggg' |
P » ] |
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were directly violated,28 The strategy of 'ara&«al response"
which the palieyumakerl of the United States projected in
recent yttrs fnilt to givt the French the seeurity they
desire, The Guullint econcept of Furopean security involves
the immediate nnclaa: reprisal launched ngatnat an’ uggrcusor's
homeland (espcetally his major ctctec) in answer to any major
offensive in Zurope. Thus no wara command and United States
‘troops wvuld be naceasary. Such a baetle eould be fought
and won by the French forces alcne.zg This sansa of nattonal
responsibility is a natural concommitant to the revival of
France as a @alitical and ecanomia persenality. Franca haa
‘refusad ta allow her persenality to be swallawad up in intere
natlonally organizad strugtures* the FPrench are demanding
the right to organtza thair own securlty.3
The concepts of sacurity and 1ndepanden¢a are clearly
'joinad to history and axplained as joint political imparatives
by de Cauile in a ap@ach dellvered before the officers of
the Ecela da Suerre in Paris on Navambet 3, 1959
' The defense of France must be Freneh, That is a
- necessity which has not alwgys been too well understood
in recent years, I know this, It is absolutely essen-
tial that it become recognized once more, With a

country like France, if war should come, then that war
. msat be her war, Its effort must be her effort, 1f

Gerholm, "Burope as a Great Power,” zrunc.
ene 543tackholm* raprlntad in A;lgg Vcl.
e P P . .

George W "The. @tﬂhﬂ& for De Gaulle,"
Lgadeg, Vol. 49 (March 2§ 1966), p. 6, —

30couve de Murville, "Fremch Paucy Today,.“ pp. 625+26,




it were othdrwise, our country would be acting counter
to gveryth! it has been since its origine-to its role,
to its selfepasnect, to its very soul, Naturally
should the occasion arise, French defense should be
joined with that of other countries, That is in the
- nature of thinge. But it is indispensible that our
defense helongs to us, that Prance dufend herself by
herself, foxr herself, and in her own way...the
govermment 'g yalson d'atre is to defend the intepgrity
of the territory. Ic.ai es from this necessity,
Zspeecially in Prance, all g?r regimes have baem based
on thedr ability to 30.#9. : o S
The future security of France was to be a definite principle
in the Gaullist foreign policy of the sixties, In whatever
way this security could best be achievad, the Genexal was
determined to disgaver, and chxnugh,dtplamacy.:a aghieve,
Before an audience in Britanny he plotted a course which
did not exclwde any future alternatives, Ye explained:
"la France veut assurex sa defense, elle ne veut pas atre
submargee st elle a fait alliance avec les autyes pays .
libres pour ne pas etre earvasee, Mals sous le couvert de
ces alliances elle tend la main aux sutres peuplaa,?32 ‘

.. Simce goming to power in 1938, de Gaulle hag been
drivan by this objective, of part;gipattng‘in worldkaffa;rs
in the freont rank and asswming responsibility for the security
of Frange. These two goals of independence and security,
therafore, must be considered in the light of a third goal:
that of equality. Regardless of what the foreigm policy

experts and military analysts might argue, de Gaulle believes

3lguoted in Maeridis, Implacable Ally, p. 133.

~ 323peech at Britamny; Septen 1980; quoted in
P‘ﬂ'm’pgﬁ Gaulle Par1e¢’195g~196 ',f‘u zgénq
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that Great Britain (and perhans even West Sermany) occuplas

a orivileged posi:ton within the Western camp.33 Thus the
strateglie problems of defense which confront France have

been considerably enlarged in scope to include political
dimensions, Nuclear weapons and independent responsibility
for the defense of France are necessities to the independence
which de Gaulle honas to achleve in the diplomatic sphere.

Yet there is one substantial factor that must be used as a
frame of reference in approaching the notion of equality, and
it is in this respect that the objectives of the Fifth Republic
bear a marked similarity to those of the Fourth: this equality
is desired by France, for Francee-not for any of the other

34 Only in the moat recent

members of the "'estern Alliance.
years has Zurope been reborn as a political reality; Zurope

is confronted with the strange problem, therefore, of choosing
the difectian that her policies will pursus. And it is in
this respect that de Gaulle anvisions that the greatness of
France can be achieved, He has forced CEurope to think for
herself, France was rebuked in her bid for a fronterow seat
as a maker of policy for the entire western group. lie has
turned to Europe, then, in an attempt to assert himself as a
leader, Immedlately after he returned to powér, de Gaulle

made it clear that France did not intend to be limited to the

33grosser, "Foreign Policy of the Fifth lepublic,”
DPPe 204-5,

34 . t :
Cam?g?ltgigrd Grosser Féagge and Gefmﬁgf.ir7t?gu$§ég?f§33),
De .
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role that currently was hers. Although it was supposedly secret,

de Gaulle addressed a memorandum in 1958 to Henri Spaak, Prime
Minister Macmillan, and President Eiéenhower pointing out the
inequality of the political o:det as it then existed. |
D¢ Caulle proposed the es:ablishmant; within the ﬁAfO framéo
work, of a "directorate" to be camposed of the United States,
Great Britain, and France, This group, which he hoped to
establish, would concert policy and serve as the decision
makers of the Western Alliance., !Me concluded this memorandum
with the threat that France would reconsider its western come
mitmanﬁs i1f its bid for a poslﬁion of étacua were rejecced.35

Part of the“originalvplan set down by de Gaulle would
be thé extension of thevinfluence of the Western Alliance
into areas other than the Atlantic.regian. In this way “
de Gaulle hoped to re-establish the position of France
throughout the world, The refusal by the United States to
allow France to participate in the formulation of globai |
policies forced de Gaulle ﬁe lock for a different way to
achieve the equality he desired, >0

It soon hecame perfectly claear that de Gaulle intended
to use Furope as the vehicle for achieving the role he desired.
Hea took to himself the cauae of Burope and became the prophet

of selfereliance; and he pursued this role with a passion,

33Memorandum of September 24, 1953; found in Macridis,
“Ne Caulle's Foreign Poliey," p. 1&2.

36g, Warner, "Prasident de Gaulle's Foreign Policy,"”
Mm. VO]»Q 18 (August’, 1952); PP 323“2&0
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Yet his almost psychopathic aversion to any genuine union of
the European nations made his real ambtﬁtons that much more
diattnguithnble.37 1f Europe could be united, so de Gaulle
reasoned, then it would be strong enough to resist both the
Soviet Union and the United -States; moreover, it could saerve
as the mediator between theée‘power—giants. And if France
could assert leadershin of this new force, than the equality
which is so aeariy coveted équld.be achieved., The appeal
that de Gaulle made in his bid to unite Europe behind his
leaderahip was two=fold: he appealed ﬁo tradition and to
the historical position of Europe as the center of the world;
on the other hand, he promised not only security but alsb

38

independence once equality wera'achteved. Daniél aummarized

this aspect of Gaullism in the following wayz

Neither war nor peace, capitalism nor communism, cone
flicting ideologies mor racial differences are really
important to him, He is quite willing to acknowledge
some truth of the moment which will fit some issue of
the day, so long as Francae can share, on an equal
footing with the Great Powers, the leadership of the
world, And so long as h33 de Gaulle, is one of the
people doing the leading. L

In the very earliest months after the war, de Gaulle
had already begun to make his appeal to rebuild the power of

France through the wmanipulation of the emotional pride of the

Europeans:
3? 1Y 11
JeHe Hulzi "Which Way Europe,' Igreign Affairs.,
Vol, 43 (April 19n§), p. 489,

38Furniss, Ixoubled Ally, pp. 24-25,
393an1a1, "Leader of Europe," p. 10.
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What then, if not the old, can re~establish the
equilibrium between the two new ones? The old Europe
that for so many centuries was the guide of the
universe is in a position to constitute the necessary
element of compensation and comprehension at the heart
of a world tending to split in two. The nations of the
ancient Yest, which have for their vital arteries the
North Sea, the Mediterranean, the Rhine, geographically
situated ﬁetween the two new masses, determined to
maintain an independence that would bz dangerously
exposed in case of a conflagration,..%0
The position of France tdday is readily observable,

What de Gaulle seeks of EZurope is not a unified entity, but
rather a group of nationnstatas, acting in concert, nnder
the direction andylaadership of France, To achlieve this
desired goal, an appeal has been made to feelings of supra-
national solidarity, Zuropean pride, a natural desire for
power, and the prospect of future prosperity under such a
system.?l De Gaulle realized that France could never discover
her postewar personality if there were need to continually
search to achieve security, It would be senseless to expend
energy to attempt in vain to maintain a colonial empire;
“ather the initiative would be discovered through a faéiltty
of being present and acting, as an autonomous power, at the
most auspicious time in the sphere where political activity
would be most cruclalesthat is, in the realm of the Cold War
struggle., But de Gaulle also realized that France would not
be powerful ahough (from the demographic, economic, or

military points of view) to enter this arena as an equal

,4°s eech at Barele-Duc, July 28, 1946; quoted in
Mauriac, s‘ s Do 171,

4lHuizinga, "Which Way Europe," p. 490,
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unless she would succeed in assembling around her & number
of the European nations. This was the way de Gaulle planned
to discover EBurope} this was to become a basic goal of the
Fifth Fremch lepublic.*?

Yot it must be noted that because of the commitment to
leadership of the Suropean gruup. the ?ranch:have not lessened
their desire to occupy a policyemaking position within the
Atlantic Allianca; The door has never been closed Sy‘ehe
French to this ?QG&ibilitY&t De Caulle regards aqualiiy as
somathing of an’aéuation of position with caﬁmitment, power,
and purpose. Clearly, of all continental nations, France
1s the most closely involved in Atlantic diplomacy. Although
the other nations are closer to the actual confrontation line,
they are limited in their particiﬁaeton in Western diplomacy,
because thay either lack the comsitwent to any aapact of.cha
alliance other than the prevention of Soviet aggpression, or
they lack the power (pérhaps artificially as is the c@aé with
a divided Germany) to be an effective ?artlcipanﬁ. In the eyes
of de Gaulle, France alone passasSQQVthat combination of
national power, geographical positicn, and worldwide interests
which the others lack; this, together with the stability and
national unity imposed by de Gaulle, are the basis of the

French bid for aquality.&a

4251¢1er0 Spinelli, "De Gaulle's Plan,"

Vol, 1 (Fall, 1963), p. 394; reprinted
m " : y’ £9630

&3Furnisé, "Grand Design," pp., 163«63,
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Couve de Murville pointed out the necessity of an ine
dependent European policy based on an equality of positions
between the United States and Europe:

seolf there is to be a'dialcgue, there must be two

policies, one defined in Furope and the other in

Washington, The two policies would not be hostile,

contra tctotz, or irreconcilable by definition, But

there would have to bgétwo, If not, the dialogue
would be & monologue,” :

But in order for Eureope to play her proper role in
world affairs, de Caulle believes that it is necessary for
Gurope to be re-mmitad} this, of course, presumes the prior
resunification of Cermany. Vernant related these objactives:

Liunification de 1'Allemagne est ainsi 1l'un des obe

jectifs essentiels de la politique exterieure de la

France et comme 1'unification de 1'Allemagne est

impossible sans la reunification de l'Europe, cette

fication de 1'Ew ; est aussi le but de {u politique
francalse, En bref, l'Europe doit etre reunifsee

dans des econditions qui assurent sa stabilite internc

et lui permettent dg jouer son role propre dans, les

affaires mondiales,%3 ~

This aspect of Gaullist foreign policy is that which
is the most obvious in recent years, Looking at the diplomatic
initiatives of the Soviet Union and the United States during
the sixties, de Caulle noted a definite tendency developin:
to discuss thelr policles and understand the position of the
opponent, His “Yalte complex" once again drove him to revive
the spirit of Hurope in order to assert his own national
position and prevent the European situation from becoming a

mera pawn of the wejor powers. Thus greater stress was once

bbcouve de Murville, "French Policy Today," p. 622,

ASVernant, "Fondements et Objectives,” pp. 46566,
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arain put on the concapt of a Burope stretching from the
Atlantic to the Urals; new efforts were made to encourage
communication with the Soviet Unxon.66
But this concept purposely was left in a rather ambige-

uwous form; for years de Gaulle had spoken of such a Europe
without explainiﬁg who tt’woutd‘tnclude or how it would be
achieved, In a p&eas confarenca in 1950, dalcauile haaarted
his belief that France couid caka the initiative to untxa
furope "from the Atlantic eo ﬁhe Urals” so that even those
on the eastern side of the iron aurcnin would realize its
consaquences.67 In 1933 he of!ared more axplanatiaa by
reminding his Iiatenera thac Burona "oxtands from Gibraloer
to the Urals® and that 'anyane who sineoraly wishes it eoculd
take part in a united Europe."‘s In 1954 he repeated his
dream of a Europe extending fﬁam “thraltar a 1'0ural, du
Spitzderg & la Stoile, 9 m 1t was not uneil his firse
nress eonferanaa as ?raaidant of ﬁhe Pifeh chublia chaw

de Gaulle unfnldad the plans for :he criantation of his
foreign pollcy. Byzezinski natad that this proposal was
based on a common ¢u1tura1 th historical hefitagé which

&6Taylor, "Lung N&TO Crisia," pe 19,

A??ress Canerence. March 16, 1950; quoted in Massip,
Be Gsulle st 1 Euxopg, p. 184.
48yovember 12, 1953 g , Fo:
» quoted in Reynaud, Forelcn Folicy
of Chaxles de Gaulle, v. i

, 49pregs 3onference, Agril 7, 1954; quoted in Massip,
mwﬁa | |
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de Gaulle hoped to define geographically; thus he would
capitalize on a lenmgthy historical transformation and devel-
opment if his theory were to be proven correct; this was the
samble of Gaulliem,>0 |

We, who live between the Atlantic and Urals; we,
who are éuxopa possessing with Europe's daughter
America the principal sources and resources of civile
ization; we, who have the wmeans to feed, clothe and
house ourse{vas and to keep warm; we, who have mines

and factories going full blast, welletilled soil
railways where run many trains, roads choked witﬂ cars,
ports filled with ships, airports full of aircraft;

we, all of whose children learn to read, who build many
uaivaraitieq and laboratories, who form armies of engine
eers and technicians, who can see, hear, read what is

of a nature to satin%y the mtnd@ we, who have doctors,
hospitals, medicines to ease su ferln s to care for the
sick, to ensure the life of most neweborn infantseewhy
do we not erect, all together, the fraternal organization
which will lend its hand to the others? Why do we not
pool a percentage of our raw materials, our manufactured
goods, our food products, some of our s¢lentists, teche
nolagiats, economists, some of our trucks, ships, aire
craft in order to vanquish misery, develop the resources
and help in the work of~the'less-5aveloped peoples?

Let us do this--not that they should be the pawns of
our policies, but to improve the chances of life and
peace, How much morae worthwhile that would be than
the territorial demands, ideological claims, imperialist
ambitions which are leaaing the world to its death?51

A few months later he spoke about the responsibility that
Zurope had for establishing and maintaining peace--the respon-
sibility of awEurope‘untted,ﬁgeputs‘l'Atlantiqﬁé Jusqu'a
1'0ural." 2 The ultimate objective of this policy of reunifi-
cation was made very clear by Fontaine in 19601

5°Brzezinaki, ‘Russia and Europe,” p. 433,

Sldebcaullé, "First Press Conference,' March 25, 1959,
liajox Addresses, n. 4S5. |

52gpeach at Strnsbourg; November 22, 1959; quoted in
Massip, De Gaulle et 1l'Zuzopg, pp. 184485,
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Everything 1s almed to accomglish our abjective, howaver
remote, A Europe to its full geographic limits, with
African, Near Zastern, and--who knowse«South American
extensions,,.A Turope that will no longer be divided
between American and Soviet zones of influence, a

Europe which might even receive Russia the day it be-
comes *“ussian' as it is predestined by history, a
Europe that will once more beeome the nerve center of
the world and which mighg if it were necessary arbitrate
between the two empires, 3

De Caulle asserted a similar viewpoint in speeches during
Aprilsa and Mayss of the same year, Again in an interview on
October 2, 1961, de Gaulle expressed the readiness of France
to assume her position in "a RZurope balancad between the
Atlantic and the Urals,"3% This same theme was sounded in
succeeding years with a great deal more frequency.57
Regarding the quastion of German reunification in
particular, the Gaullist formula is as follows:
The reunification of the two parts into a single
Sermany which would be entively free seems to us the
normal destiny of the German people, provided they do
not reopen the question of their present frontlers to
the west, the east, the north and the south, and that
they move toward integrating themselves one day in a
contractual organization of all Europe for cooperation,
liberty and peace. . :

R

" by e o -
igskndro Fontaine, Le¢ s March 10, 19603 quoted in
Macridis, "De Gaulle's Fore Policy," p. 185, g

Shye Gaulle, "Address on the Future of France," Oectober 2,
1961, Malox Addresses, p. 152. ~

SSmay 31, 19603 ‘ ted 1n Massip llgnxnnﬁ
s 136§ see al;a Daanfzggason, “De Gauil%‘ the &ﬁit,. ’
New Leadex, Vol. 46 (April 1, 1963), p. 19, |

565peech in Washingtonm, April 25, 1960; queted in
vassip, D@ Caulle et 1)Europe, pp. 185-86,

S;E?r additl;gtl ltntementsiﬁrfgardtoﬁ%eggaud, Foreis

! DD - 3 € +au e vig 24
ggﬁ%gghggg PP, i%?, 193; w;rner, "De éaulla's Fo%eign Poliey,"
o
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But, pending the time when this ideal can be
achieved, we balieve that the two separated sections of
the German peog:e should be able to multiply the tiles
and relations between themselves in all practical
fields. Transport, communications, economic activity,
literature, scienca, the arts, the goings and comings
of people, etc,, would be the subject of arrangements
which wnuid brtngatugﬁzhar the Germans within and for
the benefit of that which I call "“ermanness! and
which after all is common to them, in spite of dife.
ferences in regimes and conditions.

As regards turning Germany into a neutralized
territory, this ‘extrication' or 'disan%agement' in
itself has no meaning for us which is of any value,
For if disarmament did not cover a zone which is as
near to the Urals as it ia to the Atlantic, how would
France be protected? What then, in case of conflict,
would prevent an aggressor from cressing by ‘s&“’ or
a flight the undefended Garman no man's land?

The singlé word,‘éonoparécion, was all that Mauriac
needed to summarize théréﬁtifa policy ubjectivas‘of'aaullism.
Bach sgate ﬁad to callaborate'with all the others not‘anly
for defeuaa but also for acénumic, cultural, and paliticai
advancement, A world divlded‘batween two opposing forces
could not be the basis of such co«bparation.sg Couve
de Murville substantiated this oplinion in a recent atatémehcz

French policy is based primarllg on two fundae~
mental principles, which have alwa een hers throughe
out historyt the principle of national independence

and the prineciple of human solidarity, National ine
dependence because today, as in the past, and deubtless
for a long time to coms, the world is maﬁe up of nations
wvhich can pescefully coexist only in mutual respect,
Human solidarity because not one of these nations

can elaim to live in isolation, becausa too nnnzovizal
intorests are common to all, beceuse over and above
today's realities, the ultimate aim remains the univerggl
advancement of mankind, the first condition for peace,

IR »

LI Gaulle, "Pirst Press Conference," wa§éh'25; 1959,
liafor Addresses, p. 43. '

S%auriac, Dg Gaullg, p. 177,

50couve de Yurville, "Role of France,” p.'257.
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This is the plggion that de Gaulle envisiona for France. He
can crusade in the anme of fraternal co~operation and inter-
national advancement while he manipulates by his diplomacy
the power relationships as they presently exist, Thus the
nlace of France ag a fronterank power takes on a messianic
necessity and it gives moral justification to Gaullism, b1

The cause which de Gaulle urgés is one that cannot be rationally

apposed, Although he claimed to be acting for the sake of
mankind rather than espousing a particular ideology, this in
itself was an ideological appesal. A eypicai example of his
ideological dehial of aupbusthg an ideological pouitianlii
the atdzamanc‘made at the ﬂniveratty 6£-Mex£co\in,i964.ﬁh§ra
he saidt “Oha‘etﬁée, that of‘m@nkinﬂ; one necassity, that

of world progressi and consequently, that of ald to all nations
that seek it for their davalcpment; one duty, that of p@acéw-
these até, for mankind, the vary'ccnditians of its 115@.”52

The ultimate justification for this poal of his foreign policy
vas advanced by de Gaulle at the end of 19623

In the face of the totalitarian venture raised azainst
the est, social liberty, equality and fraternityee
rurgsued as a result of the economic and cultural
progress of the people as a whulag and of the action of
& falr and vigorous State--are indeed vital, not only
to ensure the unity of the nation, but also to present
the opposite side with a striking and appealing demon=
stration of a way of life more fruitful than theirs

51Mauriac, De Caulle, pp. 62«63,
- 62paprk 16, 1964; quoted in Mauriae, De Caulle, ». 208,
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and to hasten among them thie transformation, peggaps
already begun, which is the true hone for peace,®-

This is a task which France can perform; hence it is
a task which de Gaulle, seeped zs he is in political insight
and diplomatic knowshow, has chosen for France in a bid to
rezain international prastige, As de Caulle explained: "It
is her genius, it is her vocation to assume moral leadership;
in any case to point the way."64 A month later de Gaulle
declared: v

Externally our country has a human task to accomplish,

and it must give the signal, must take the initiative

in the co~operation that more favored peoples like

ourselves myst bring to those who are not, or who are

less so, and who comprise the great majority of the

earth's inhabitants, It ig in this task that, when

the occasion arises, Lf it should presemt itself in

a confggance, France will, T repeat, take tho initie

ative, N |
Later on the same day he continued: "...it must be France
that sets the example in this matter, that takes the initie
ative with her three great partners in the worlde~a task
she 1s disposed to undertake, as soon as she finds the oppor-
tunity to do s0, 166 } ,

The French policy of co~operation with the nations of
Asla, Africa, and Latin America seems to be directed toward the

maintenance and extension of French influence without the

63de Gaulle, ”Massaga to the Newly Elected French
Assembly," December 11, 1962, Maioyr Addresses, n, 205,

; 5aﬁpeech at Blois, May 9, 19%9; quoted in Mauriac,
Qﬁ Qanllgg !3& 196, i e

Gsﬁpeach at Saint-Flour, June 5, 1959; quoted in Ihid.
b6Spaech at Aurillic, June 5, 1959; quoted in lbjd.
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expense or world disfavor assoclated with coalonialism, The
nrojectad dinlomatic initliatives have been directed partice
ularly toward those areas where the influence of the West
(and the Unlted States in particular) has baen the most ex-
tensive., Thus de Gaulle has enterad upon a diplomacy aimed
at building his prestige in the emerging world in order to
achleve a dagree éf»bargaining nower at world~ccn£etencas.67
Ragarding the Cast-Waat conflicc, by developing co-
operation among the Zuropean nations, the hnpo is for an
ultimate lessening of Cold War tensiona. Looking to the future,
de Gaulle anviatbns the withdrawal of Russian troops from the
sastern nations with tha conaommitant integratlion of the |
most proximate Hastern European nations (notably Polandgﬂ,
Gxechoslovakia, and ﬁun@ary).xﬁco the economic coumunity.'
These goun¢xiea would zegain the free excrcise of their sov-
ereignty and thus they would be able to reassoclate theme
selves with Europe economically and pexrhaps even politically
The Atlahtle Pact and the Warsaw Treaty would be obsolete and
would disappear. With the withdrawal of American and Russian
troops, France and Russia could undertake massive economic
coe=operation and mutual advancement.ég

This policy of co~operation and mutual advancement

was clearly explained recently by the General:

671, vidyasova, "Dispute Simmers batween U,S,A, and
Prance," Affalxs (Moscow), Vol. 9 (December,
1?’63)5 . Pa &LOx L :

633rzezinaki, "Europe to the Urals," p. 13,
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In this general context, France's policy 1is
prompted as much as possible by common sense andwe
let us speak plainlye«by modesty. 5he is seeking to
acenmplish what she belleves to be possible and what
is within their scope. Taking advantage of the ~one
tinuity and the stability that her institutlions orovida,
France has, in order to carry out her international
action, set herself three chief goals, which ara,
moreover, linkad to each other:

First, to free herself, with regard to the over-
seas peoples which were formarly under her jurisdiction,
of the political, economic and military obligations
which she used to have in those countries and which
world evolution rendered more useless and more costly
each day, and to transform her relations with them
into a contractual and regular cooperation that will
benefit both development and friendship and that can,
furthermore, be extended to other countries,

On the other hand, to contribute to the con-
struction of Zurope in the field of politics, of
defense and of economy, so that the expansion and action
of this ensemble may aid French grasperity and security
and; at the same time, re-astablish the possibilit
of a European halance vig~a~vis the Zastern countries,

Finally to coordinate the creation of A modern
national force with our scientific, technical, economic
and social progress, in that order<swithin the frame.
worlk of a necessary alliance and with the hope of an
international detenteeewe should be able, whatguer
happens, to play our own part in our destiny,”

694¢ saulle, "Sixth Press Conference,” Vay 15, 1262, |

Ualox Addrespes, ppe 172+73.
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CHAPTER IV
POLITICAL METHODS AND POLICIES OF DE CAULLE

In his lgmoixg, de Caulle reached the Conclusion that
"perhaps France is now confronting one of those moments in
history when a people is offered a destiny great in propexrtion
to the gravity of its axdaal,”;_ This aspect of Gaullist
diplomacy is regarded by Aron to be fundamental., Accoxding
to his concept of history, de Gaulle has been able to make
a distinction between longerange political persepctive and
present political facts, The langerange view is the pere
spective of French history as a whole and of the history of
civilization in its entlrety, Dayetoday occurences are not

always found by de Gaulle to be in complete conformity to the
long-range perapaetlvn; but when the two coinclde, when the
present joins with the historical, then de Gaulle believes
that every word and avery gesture will be projected against
that historical background and will meet with great success.

In those cases where the present situation does not conform

- -

1pe Gaulle, Mgmolxs, v. 731.
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to what de Gaulle believes that history dictates, this come
mentator argued, then he is inclined to side with history and
close his eyes and mind to the contemporary raality.z Thus
in these moments when the present diverges from the practice
of the paét, when politics strays too far from the path
welletrod by history, then the moment of difficulty appears
for the General., When political maneuvers must be carried
on without clear historical 1m§aratives, when the issuas are
less decisive or the circumstances less compelling, then
French foreign pdlicy may appear to be hesitant and almost
ill-atwease, For the most !ﬁndamental aspect ofkda Gaﬂile's
political talent yests on his ability to act within an hise
torical fﬁamawork; he has demonstrated a patient willihgaiae-
to wait for the most favorable moment, to prepars for that
moment, and to act at the most faverable etm¢.3
De Gaulle has spoken of the vacillation of ?raﬁae-ftum
nroatness to decline througheuc tha ccnzurtoa; he has refused
to consider tntawnatioaal relations tn turma af an eternal
dualismg razhar he has longfhntteipatad the emergence of
the French "genius of renewal" from amid_zha chaos of eon~
temperary*u@rld politlco.‘ This notion of playing ﬁar time,
of striving for_éurgbillty. of avoiding peaetblc'prauaeure
burial, of waiting for hiseary to unfold itself and for events

zAron, “?alitical Methods of de Gaulle," p. 22,

*Ibides ppe 27-28.
“xally, "rrench Restoration of Mistory," p. 648,
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to be molded, is fundamental to de Caulle's method., Aron has
cited the following as the wost significant nhought from the
General's Mewoirg! "In human enterprises it sometimes happens

that by virtue of a longedrawnout effort ome suddenly obtains

a unique impetus fyom diverse and disparate clemts."s

That de Gaulle believes such a moment presemtly exists
in French history is bayond serious question., Ye called
attention to the opportune nature of the present time in a
racent praess conferencel

. But 4t happens that, since than, France's position
has considerably changed, lHer new institutions put her
in a position to wish and to act, Her internal devel-
gﬁmanc brings her prosperity and gives her access to
he means of power, S5ha has raestorad her currency,
her financas, her balance of trade, to such an extent
that, from this standpoint, sha no longoer needs anyone,
but to the contrary she finds herself recelving requests
from many sides, and so, far from borrowing from others,

ticularly from the Americans, she is paying back
1er debts to them and even on occasion is granting then
certain facilitiss, She has transférmed into coope
eration betwaen States the system of colomization .
¥h1eh she once applied to her African territories and,

or the first time in a gquarter of a century, she is
living in complete peace. France is modernizing her
armed forces, is equipping them herself with macertiel
(sic) and is undertaking to emdow herself with her own
atomiec force, Sha has tleared away the clouds which
were surrounding and gcxaly:iug the construction of
Gurepe and is wndertaking this great taslk on the basis
of realities, beginning with the setting up of the
economie community by giving, sogether with Germany,
an ex&mz;:.of_thn'bogtnnsngs of political cooperation
and by icating that she wishes to be France within
a Burope which must be European, Once again the
national and intexnational condition of our eountry
resembles less and less what it used to be, How eould
the terms and conditions of her relations with the
United States fail to be altered thereby? All the
moye 80 Bince the United States, on its side, as regards

5Arnn; "Political Methads of da Ggqulle,” p», 23,
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its own problems, is undergoing great changes whieh
modify the character of hegemonic solidarity which,
since the lagc World War, has marked its relations
with France,

The concept of gysterg for which there is no precise
definition or translation is also basic to Gaullism and its
approach to world politics, It involves the refusal to
comnit one'd self openly to a pafticular policy before the
apportune time, This ambiguity is not the same as mystery,
since it 1s‘n¢t activity carried on with no apparent Iugiég
rather it is an approach that is quite rational and very |

wellwpiannad. This is the political art of not defintng’

7

the future until the future defines itself,” As early as

the 1930's, de Gaulle regarded a mastery of this gystere as
a necessary element of leadershipt |

But though there iz something in what we call a
'natural gift of authority'! which canmot be scquired
but comes from the immermost being of some individna!s,
and varies in each, there are also a number of constant
and necessary elements on which it is possible to lay
one's ttnﬁar “and these can be acquired or devaloped,
The true eaéar. like the great artist, is a man with
an inbern guupcnsity which ¢an be strengthenad and
exploited by the exerelse of his craft,

First and foremost, there can be no prestige
without mystery, for familiarity breeds contempt,..

In saying this i do not mean that he must shut himself
away in an ivory tower, remote from, and inaccessible
oy his subordinates, On the contrary, if one is to
influanca men's mwinds, one must observe them carefully
and make it clear that each has been marked out from
among his fellows, but only on condition that this
goes with a determination to give nothing away, te

64e Caulle, "EtghthkFxpsa Conference,” July 29, 19463,
liadex Addresses, r. 234,

Ttuthy, "Pose and Policy," pp. 56162,
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hold in reserve some piece of secret knowledpe which

B bolny Tomine macuce nt’a Barpesench® Sffectively
De Gaulle further explained that diplomatic flexibility
required the acceptance of the situation as it actually exists,
Svidence of the military mind are obvious where the Generel
has condemned the deduction of solutions from ahstract prine
cigles and has expressed his deep mistrust of rigid ideologies
which bind one's hands and curtall the freedom to maneuver,

De Gaulle has expressed his preference to plan action in the
1ight of contingenclies and the nature and circumstances of
the given situation,’ '

A fair appralsal of de Gaulle's foreign policy must pay
particﬁlar attention to the actions and gains of this policy;
it must look beneath the surface of his statements, realizing
that de Gaulle will often do secmingly contradictory things
at the sawe time or over a period of years, This is so because
of the Caullist belief that a statesman must have many irons
in the fire at the same timej he must be able to choose and
use that one which 48 most practical dapending on the time
and eircumstances. This practice has been deseribed as Jg
politicua de cankscassuzanca or la dinlomatis de revers. It
has been manifested in the past as an intentional attempt to
adopt o the particular circumstances and to ravise a policy

83e Gaulle, Ihg Ldos of Sbe Suaxds pe 5%
Iikides pe 98,
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when that poliecy is discovered to be incapable of'auccass.lﬁ
This determination to maintain a flexible position would
account for the desire of de Caulle to cultivate friendship
with as many nations as possible and to carry on negotliations
on the most extensive scale possible, In thls way he has
hoped to keep as many alternatives open to him ag necessary
and desirable in promoting his international aapiruttoun.ll

One other element essentlial to this desire of maintaining
a flexible position is the avoidance of all longerange come
mitments; to do 8o demands an attitude of reserve, a dip~
lomatic silence when silence is demanded, De Gaulle explained
this aspect of his,ﬁnllt&cal technique very early in his
political career:

This attitude of rxeserve demands, as a rule, a
ecorresponding economy of words and gestures, No éaubt
these things are of the surface only, but they play
a large part in determining the reaction of the crowd,
There would even seem to be somec relationship between
a man's imner force and hiz outward seeming., No ex=
perienced soldier has ever underxrated the importance
of appearances...

Sobriety of speech supplies a usaful contrast
to theatricallty of mammer. Nothing more enhances
authority than silence., It is the crowning virtue of
the strong, the refuze of the weak, the esty of the
proud, and pnride of the humble, the prudence of the
wise, and the sense of fools, The man who is moved by
desire or fear is naturally led te seek relief in
words, If he ylelds to the temptation it iz because
by his paseion or hig terror he can come
to terms with them, To speak 18 to dilute one's
thau%hts, to gtve vent to one's ardor, in short, te
dissipate one's strength, whereas, what action

1°ﬂuvergar, "ien of the 19th or 21lst Century," p. xv,
l1yacridie, Inplacable Ally, pp. 15-16.
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demands is concentration. S3Silence is a necfaaary pree-
Liminary to the ordering of one's thoughts,

Yet by de Gaulle's own diagnosis in this same fundae
mental work, the statesman and the soldlier bring to a similar
task very different characters, methods, and anxieties, The
statesman prefers to seek his goal in a roundabout way, prefers
to seek a longerange solution, through trickery and calcu-
lation. Thns 1t would be characteristic of the graat states-
man to be quite flexible, The soldier, however, prefers to
avpid complex definition of problems in favor of seaing:che
immediate situation in clear view--a situation which permits
eoncrozland simple resolution., Thus it is characteristic |
of the military mentality to demonstrate great force, vigor,
and intransigence when necessary,l3 Brzezinski has explained
this aspeét of de Gaulle's method as the result of political
necessity, France has definite policy gozls but only limited
meang, This gap between end and means has dictated a posture
of obstinate 1nsistence on its point of view.lé

This aspect of Gaullist dipldmacy has been criticlsed
quite severly by Taylor, He eonteﬁded that such stiffness
and lack of anthusiasm for dialogge in particular situations
is a manlfestation of weakness, a manifestation that this
skilled diplomacist should realize and avoid. According to

thls criticlsm, France can only lasa by instilling any deep

12 4e caulle, The Edee of the sword, pp. 58-59.

3de caulle, Ine Edze of the Sword, p. 106.
143rz&atnski, "Zurope to the Urals,” p., 14,
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resentment in the minds of the French allies,l? But in all
fairness this criticism must be considered against the opposing
viewpoint, De Caulle is attamptinghto impose Iaadarahip'
upon a diabrganizad and traditionally divided entity; he is
attempting this on two levels: domestic and international.
The chief vehicle of this unify s the charisma of his own
personality., He appeals to fear of the Suropeans; fear of
joviet domination} fear of domination by the United States;
fear of losing chéir right ﬁd g¢varn :hemsalv@s. But hek
mist also épgaal to chair‘natibnal pride and to mobtlgzu
their national émhitians. He can only do this if he exe
emplifies graat.s:rangch and force of personality, ‘This 1s
the g&&hi& whiah de Gaulle must aacape.lé

Gaullist political philosophy according ta some com-
mantatérs is more éasixy defined by what it rejects in con~
temporary Western politics than by the concrete pra?csals
advanced by the Fremch, Whether this evaluation is valid or
not is of no significance to a consideration of de Gaulle's
methods, The fact that this estimation is projected, however,
is considerably important. De Gaulle realizes that history
has emerged for a very long perlod and that the future will
he equally long. Tharefore he is not driven to agree with
what he finds distasteful to his Fremch nationalism. No

alliesz are required to say no to proposals that are contrary

15Taylor, "The Long NATO Crisis,” p. 20.
16Huizinga, "Which Way Hurope,’ pe 488,
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to the Prench interest: da Gaulle would wather nrefar to
walt-out the davelopments of the unforaseaabla futurej he
omly will compromisae whan France stands to gain.17

One additional factor that is very hard to analyze and
narhaps should not even be conaidered as an element of
de Saulle's diplomatic technique 1s the extraordinary good luck
that the General ﬁas had over the years, Whether this aood
fortune 48 tha result of axceptionally well-tuned political
genses ox Lf the successaes that have aenompanxeﬂ Gaullist
an&ﬁavért has resulted by aecid&nc, cﬁe fact rawainu‘ﬁhaﬁ tﬁa
results have bean exﬂr&a&dinaty;la G@rholm has daaurib@d
the unusual good luck that de Gaulle hes had in dealing with
sommanists in ganer&l and with tha 8¢viat Uhién in pareienlar.ig
Luthy portrayed thls aspect of Caullism ggainst the background
of celonialism, As ha"not@d; the loss of the French empire
which would have been a catastrophic Bldw‘to mast political
rerimes has been transformed by de Gaulle into the very cause

of French prestize in the wsderdeveloped world,20

L
One last toechnigue should be noted) and this 1s sorhaps
the most chavacteristic aspect of Gaullism, When a problen
ansnoars to be apparently insolueble or the solution seems to

e paés&ble only at a very high cost, the solution has

17Luthy, “Pose and Poliecy,® p, 569.

laAron, "Political Methods of de Gaulla,“ pe 24,
193arhold, "Europe as a Great Powers" p. 225.
2°Luehy. “Pose and Policy,” p. 572,
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senerally beon to taka the matter o a hizher levely it is

at the summit leval that de Zaulle feels the most at case and
it is here that he is least pressured by public epinion.zl
“oncerning this aspect of his overall diplomacy, de faulle
related:

In any case, France took note of thi: outecome
with composure. But, in her eyes, what was necessary
yvesterday will still be necessary tomorrow, The
detente, the controlled disarmament of strategic
weapons, the cooperation of welleprovided States in the
development of those which are not remain, as much as
ever, the goals that the other world powers owe it to
themselves and to the universe to accomplish together.
As for ourselves, we are disposed to return to this
¢ourse, But also, we believe that in order to follow
this course, methodical steps of diplomacy are worth more
than tunultuous exmhan%es of public speeches or the
passionate debates 1a the United Mations, which, alas,
are not united, On the bases, which a raasonabie
praparstion will enable us perhape to lay down, France
could, when the time comes, consider the racpaning of
this Paris Confaerence whicazga had decided tn hold znd
which could not take place,

De Gaulle appreciates international politics for what
he believes that it really 1s: a game of power, He has
refused to allow himself to be led astray by the haughty
cladme and ldealistic alms to whieh the great powers pledge
themselves. lla regards international organizations as the
contrivancas of the great powers to 1egitimize_thair power
politice; and the (eneral has determined that he will play
his hand in this same geme.23 1His actions, as Taylor noted,

zlﬁ:on, “Political Methods of De Gaulle," p. 24,

22430 Gaulle, "Address Outlining the Principles of Trench
Foreign Policy," May 31, 1960, lajor Addresses, n. 77.

23Lt;thy, "Pose and Policy," p. 566,
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concernlng the organlization of Surope, have conslstently
reflected against consultations carried on through complex
institutional frameworks and alphabetical agencies; instead
he has preferred to base hls actions on a more classical
diplomatic style,s?

Throughout his political career, de Gaulle's sympathles
have remained truye to this tyaditional diplomacy which placed
particular ewphasis on the notion of a power balance, Although
subatantia} alterations have bgen made in the former bhalancee«
the old Concert of Europe bas been raplaced by a new World
voncert giving a role to the United States, China, and perhaps
IndiaswZurope still remains the dominant actor (if not the
dowinant force), Those nations whigh have global power and
global commitwments must assume thely proper responsibilities,
Thay must negotiate international peace with one another and
make treaties among themselves that will guarantee this
peace, It is only after these agreements have been negotiated
by experts in sccret that they should be revealed to
legislatut@shand to the public. This has been the approach
recommended by france during the Fifth “epublic. And it is
in this context that Gaullist foreign policy must be seen, 20
Any cooperation ameng the natiens, even that of a purely

functional or technical nature, invariably involves political

245dmond Taylor, "Interim Qagort on De Gaulle's Diplomacy,”
ngnorter, Yol. 19 (September 4, 1958), pp. 17-18.

25%@6:&&&3. "De Gaulle's Toreign Policy," pn. 13081
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calculations and has political consequences, Thus de Gaulle
has repeatedly stressed that only properly constituted,
naticnal, political authorities are capable of assuming this
responsibility which is demanded by intaernationel polities,20
By personalizins the foreisn policy of Yrance, de ZTaulle
has taken a long stride toward establishing a diplomatic
franework that would allow him to implement his objectives.
Ry acting unilateyrally, he is able to avoid wndesirable
situations. lle has chosen te remain in isolatioa wﬁaravér
he bholievad his poeition to be weak; he has chosen this path
when he knew that his position was stronpz, On the one hand
he feared disaster) on the other hand, he never has conceded
what has not heen necessary to manifest, The other nations
of the world serve as the elevator on which de Gaulle hopes
to rise to world prominenca, And if de Zaulle continues to
follow a traditional diplomatic course, and if he should
achieve the position to which he aspires, then his next move
would be to attempt to implement the demise of the formerly
rreat pawerﬁ.27
This is the Gaullist game; this is the international
scene as it is seen through the cyes of the General, The
abjectives and methods are tynically his own., Ve believes
that he must lead, This has been his obsession throughout

1is entire career. Prior to the Zecond Yorld War he mads

26§urn£sa, "Crand Dasign,"” p. 164,

27ﬂgffman, “De Gaulle, Zurope, Atlantic Alliance,"pn,20-21,
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his views regarding leadershin publie and it ic these same
musincs of a voung soldier that have motivated hils actlons
since, Tn those early days, he eremplified characteristic
fnrasizht when he wrote this summery of his ideal of leader-

shint

.sswWhatever orders the leader may glve, thuy must ba
gwathed in the robes of nobllity. e nust aim high,
show that he has vision, act on the grand scele, and
so establish his authority over the generality of men
who splash in shallow water, le rnust personify -on-
temnt for contingencles, and leawve it to his subot
dinates to be bogged down in cetail. He must ﬁart
from him all that smacks of niggling and leave it tg
the humdroy individuals to »e clroumocpoct and wary,
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