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Jn ~ hiotor;r1 ~ bOa DOt otL1.7 been 

tba maiasprf..rla ot the uaovolutl01'10r1 Splft tu bUt also o1 
dClocraUc repUbllCQD 1nstttu:tS.ono, and of diplomacy. 

EVon 'ttlt».(jl., Franco bo4 SUCCtJ:lbOO to the flaz1 fl881'$Sslon 

1a June 19140, vet otter the seccmd \1or14p 1 t •ersect as 

ono of the tour B16 P()'t1GJ~s, one of -tho four occupJlGs 

po110ro s.n Qelmany, on4 also olle of tbo fl.w Pemtll'lellt 

I~a:tborS ot tbe UN SeQUrlty CouacU. 

ttoneth.eleoa, the Seoon4 \1orl4 uor bad adverse 

consequences for Fronoe, ae t1a0 tho ease. wl th the o'tl'ler 

on~or European powers. AU of than llot1 been reduced to tba 

sta'b.ls o1. oetttun-ronhlrlll pO\fGJilS, srouPe<l toaetb.er s.n two 

nntagontstto bolvoa, SA 13\1ropo, each 4cot.note4 by G Sllper 

POttS'• As a. result. &lJtOpo bocaoe the apS.centre ot the 

cold tl:ll'• ibeJte W3s J'Oal or illa~ fea:r ot sov.Let 

oaponslon. But that wae tbo peroeptl.on ot mutual mlstrwst 

1n bOth the balves, tmd tb.is led to the creation of tbe 

UAfO 1n the ueat s.n 1949, and ala yean tbe:I'OGtte• 1n 

1955, Sovlet Unlon set up 1:be ttartJO.tJ Pnot AlUo.nce syatan. 

t1l th the ontry of t1est Oemany t.nto 'tbe NATO 1n 1955. 

tb.e naeman problm" boc.1tt1e lnnol.u.ble. 

- l -
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DUrtna 1949-19~, Jhtonca contb».te4 to adhere to 

tho socuritr pJ-eecr1pto of tbe Atlantlc Alllanoe wltb. no 

oxpU.c1t dlol1GDGO to lto 4oo1slon oald.nB oppara'bls. EWn 

thou@ the NA'ro doot.a1on-:ookt.ns tZO.B da:tinated by the us and 

tb.o Uit s.n as mum o.s 'tbo.t thoro Sea::le4 to have eoergod a 

1d.M of tbo AnGlo-saxon dlrootornte. 

In t9SB, 4e Gaullo returne4 to power tlltb 'the 

tmpllc1t maD4ote to aol.ve tho A1GQrlan problEm. He not only 

rosol.ved thO A1B$1"1on ·problan, but also .tounded tbe tt.fttl 

Republs.o mald.nB the Proal.dent ao one of tbe most powerful 

heads of the Exect1tiVG as t10U aa Hoa6a of the State 1n tho 

on tire \1~ bloc. t!i ttl tbl:o ow role, de G3ulle set out 

to z-eot.ore natlonnl ldont.Ltr· to ~e. by inststtna on 

OQ.ual vol.co in tbo at:'otolllc de01slon.m~ procesa of the 

NA'lO. lts taUuro lad to 1ts tdti'l4rcltcl. fran tbe UATO 

cUltory OQ:lntantl s.n 1966. $he OOU:Ulst France aet up ita 

Otlll no.<t10!'lal strotoGLo forco, purau1l:lg tba new atratog 

ot t.S.Ui A.aJ.rmM- t~"blch ttOS tne Frendl roaponse to tb.e us 
odoptlon of tho tlad.blo z-aoponse atrntegy of Nct~r:a:u:ara. 

ncs1dos, the Chul.Uot li'l'anCe aloo aouBJ.lt to oloUte into 

ron:U.ty tbe concept of European unity trcm the 0Atlo.nt1c 

to tb.o Uralsu. In tills rogard1 ho b.:lt1. proposed t.n 1964 
n new plan for real12lng naetento, ontente and co-opero.tton8 

t1l th the USSR onc1 othor lbst Buroperm countries. 'lbe 

Oaul.Ust France was Ulo t1J!'St uostom COUDti7 to hr1VtJ 



supported the SOVS.ot proposal fer ~ tb.o COnference 

fott Socuri.ty and Co-opemtton 1.1'1 Q.lropo (CSCE). H0t10Vss, 

nftor' the Soviet lnaplred t:araa.w Poet intervants.on 1D 

Czochosl~ltle, in 1969, thOJ-Q was I'QoonsideFat1on o~ the 

Fronch stra.togy. But ouroly,_ Fronco noltber undw Goorce 

Pmpldou (1~74) .l3.Qr under C1~ d•Estalng (1974-S') 

could reill$ to tho NAil:> mUltart ~ 

\'1t th the advont of the socto118t regt.mo in Ftonco 

1n 1901, poweri\11 aupport boo bOorl oxtcmde4 to Presi4ont 

R.oaam• o mocternirtltl.on ot 1b.o N.Ai'O t>l.OD as \'lOll o.s deploy. 

ment ot tb.e ~lssUos in t1este!'n Burope, bUt .not 1n 

France itself. 'ibie, hOtmor, 4oes no-t Dean l:U'll' ldal ot 

France• s aeU.out to Ule us. On Ule other b:lnd• 1 t boa 

used 1 ta tecb:niques ot dJ.planaey to ful'tber 4tnlo£J1e 

between tb.e We> Super Powers on tbe S.I\L? (START) as well 

o.a on the INP/SS.Zs conti'OV'ernlal lsa.te. Tben tbe 

SocWJ.ot France waa in the forefront re~OC'b!ng tbe US 

policy of Vlwina tho tlortn-south probl.Elll frcm the East. 

\:1eet controntatlonol paropeotlvo and also its aaareaslve 

tlllltory cmo«l~t1ons t.n LQtt.a Amer1ca to atoll the procosa 

of poU.tt.cal clxmao 1n countrS.os such o.a El. Salvador m:xl 

UlcoroCUQ. 

1he present study aJ.mo nt o.nolyslnB 'V'i.lrious 

aspocto of the socl.o11ot France• o oporoa.cb to the anew 



cold tral'"• Before cmaolnlaa tbla canolox issue, 1t to 

necessary to l"SV'L0\1 Malytlcally evolution of the French 

po11o1os t0\':1QIIC!s Ule .first Cold. tJar, 

then to the on0\1 Cb14. l1aJt#• 

· Chapter l tOCUJos on tho ro10 plnyed by Pres14ents 

de Gaulle en4 Pcmp1dou tn leattln.n tho two rlval blocs .croo 
ucold ~ to anetenton. Cbat>~ li traeea .Francet G queat 

tor sacurt.tv tln4 lts role 14 the oonventns end the 

conduct of tho Con£~ tor SGO'Ur'1ty on4 Co-operation 1n. 

Europe ( CSCE) • Cbtlptel- Xlt Q:ntanO!o.teo the Soc1allst ~ 

appX'OCldl to the fJA'l'O ao4el*tdS!ltlon ttl1h particular reference 

to tbo 1eSUGS relntod to tbo sewl'l tv of FI'OJ'lOe. Cba()ter 

XV o.nalJ'Qes tho EGst-\1est '4Jou CGl.d 11or" and socW.S.Ot 

~ s response to l t. Arl ntta:lpt boo been mode nt an 

I.D-deptb aDd d&tailoo anol.yals of tho poll tlcol. and mUl tory 

tesues on tbo SOVlett s SS..20s end the us deployment o.t 

tbe 464 Cruise and 108 Pe'Sht.na II olaaues t.n westem. 

Burope. 

In cooplot1nG tbS.s tJOrh, l have received help 

o.nd aupport tra.1 many q~o. BUt betore I express my 

grotltooe towards itu:n, t toko tbla opportunlty to thank 

aost profusely oy ~s as tZell ao oy taot.ly for o11 

tho encourBgement and ep1r1tua11nspt.rot1on thnt I bove 

recotvod fran 'tbEm. til thoUt tbel.r 'faluable support, 1h1s 

modest reaenrch study t.10Uld bavo bOon difficult to acoanplls11. 



1\\f!n it ts t4tb pl-aura tba' t recc:;J\1 \'bo1e­

~1Y m1 11uUlks to ta7 Stld.e Proteasor H,S. Qnopra, 

trl.'tilout \'lhos& suppott an4 ~lratton at an sta&est work 

may not have Se$1 ll.gbt ot tbe 4a7t 

May 1 also 'take Ulls opQol1unl ty to tbanlt the 

staff o-f tbe 1t.brnrl.es ol 8apN Hett.ee OXd or .mu tor l\1\ 

'tme h:elp and asslstnnoe eattm4e4 to me 4\ll'f.ns the· period 

of m:t (l.t.Piltl.) "so~ 

Nw~, 

10 seot•be!' 1~Ll 



· In 1969t tthen NS.:Qll. took ovor as the us 
' 

Pns1ctent. aJl4 lrd. tlated tbe process of detente, be 

reali~ ·that real cause ot trlctS.on ~n the um.taS 

states .eat 1 ta European alUes vaa Europe' e qt.1est for an 

.tn4ependent 14entt. t,. 1bls tms a. 41tfic.a1 t p:ropost tt.on, 

tor tbe latter depemiecl upon the us for lts securtty. 

In spite of 8\lPOJ.'-POt:Or tensions due to tbe 
sov1et l.nterven.ts.on t.n Czedloslovakla, supply of massive 

a.ma to North Vietnam, orS.sia ln the t:Jldclle t?ast ( t1ilidl 

could lead to a nuclear uar), and. threat to us nucl«.\1' 

superiority by tho SOVlet missile 'butld-up S.n tho 19Gos, 

detente prospects uere Smp:ro\'ln5 fSI'G.duallr. the us 
policy tms belns ravi~ by Ntxon ant Ittess.neer and stops 

~· boing taken to 1rl1tlnte tlt.al.0£!)10 \d'tb tbe USSR ard 

China so as to enable 1tte USA to manaee 'the orlsie m 
south i!Qst Asla.. It is tblo proeess tb.lch bas been 

described by Kisss.nser ae oa hta\1 duty to prevent tb.e 

catastrophe ot nucl.oar \16l'"• 1 

1 
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E\t<m tbouttt detente became a phonanenon oaly 

c.turtns Ntxon• s tam t,)f ottlce• "" t.ts 1ntem1 ttent 
traoea .COU)4 be tOUDd ln early 1960s, as lt may be seen 
tn tba SOVJ.et policy ot npoacetul coulstence•. Then 11; 

1s also believed tba't detente began \11th the wl~atml. 

of the SOVtet missiles ou' of Cuba. For ·1 t ennbltd tho 
: . . I 

US to formulate S. tG CO'neept ot uel'lsls ~1anagemontu., 

F~ waong the· western pwcrs, role of Fftmco in 

inS. ti.ati.Dg ili~ S.s of algplftcant importance. BUt then 

let 1 t bo .:!Old tbat to e. consWeroblo extent. 1 t uas the 

by. product of: de OauU.ot s Surop$ central ·ds.plcmacy, · l'ltd.ch 

carried the anti.·Angl.o-Saxon stlne, on tne o'lnott band, . 
the Super Power detente became a compeJ..ling necess·lty, tor 

the us uas matins attenpta to extricate 1 tae.U frcm the 

deep morass t.n 'dl!ch S.t toun.d. 1tsel.f ca~dlt up 111 Sou.tb 

East AsS.a. Dnl'f.ng flixon• s second teJ;n, the us ForG1flll 

seontary, Henry K1setnger, made n pert1nent observatto.na 

ttfne purpose of the al1.1anee in the late.- elltt1os t1as no 

longer detance- a.t least in public rbetorlc; 1 ts prs.nclpal. 

3Ustlflcat1on ws bGccmlna tho rolsatlon of tenslon. "2 

And re~intl the EuropeaJ\ t!Ultngnesg for dotente, be 

says, 0If we CUsj t:oro percetvocl to block 4otento. tTe 

uould 1ose the rupport of our ttost Eurooonn nlUos, mo 

would then speed up their O'd'l contacts t1l th the East. u3 

... JJ . 1 . . · 1. r 11w · . r 

2 lb1d., P• a g. 

;5 lb14.• P• 94. 



' 
Wlthout doubt, in 196os, General de Gaulle, even 

thou• a r1gbt.lfin6 statesnan. played an Important role 1rl 

creating an environment propt..tlous tor detente. He 

believed that .S4~ology t"r the Sov1ets ~ ~1 an 

lMtluuent of power,. An4 be was also of the vtev that lt 
'• /) ' . 

tb.e two Super P0t1ers lounct their interests convargt.ng., 

they might reach an agreenent and set up . a condOlllniun 

over the worl.:ct. \1estem Europe throut#l. the French _ 

l.n1ttat1ve bad to oscape such a d1stresslng s1tu.at1on. 

Noneth.el.esa, 4e Gaulle \1aS caf.ICJi.d enouf#l in Ms analysis 

ot the vo.lue of detente for \"!estern I!Urop$t Perb.ac>s, be 

also re3l.bed that Super Power W'14ermrxltns on tills lsmlo 

tlBY h.elp spee& up the detente PI"'COSS 1n Europe• Renee 

. hle attvlea to President NS.Xon and K1ssil'lSer.- men tb.W 

vts1te4 h1m 1n Pa1"la in February 1969, that 1:he us must 

l.nS.ts.ate 4ialogle tri.ih tho USSR aD! China to settlo tbe 

tntrs.oate proble 1n Scutb. Eo.st Asta. In bls \'Jtli te Iiollse 

Y~ars, UssingEtr affirms that t. t uas de Gaulle tlhO tol4 

tllxOn ·•Not to isolate Ch1rm• • 4 LatGr, dUI'lng b.ls 

famous trio to Bol3ln& NlltDn popUlarl~ the idea of 

detente_ 

De Gaulle always arBUOd that Europa• s Uont1 ty 

and ut1l ty 4epeltde4 on selt-contidoncs of the trodl Uo:nal 
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~ormore, f.D. 4e Ca.Ullet: s mind, cOntaimu.mt of 

Germany was equally important, An4 ln reaJ.lzt.ns tb.ls 

ob3ective, lt is cnly the USSR t1h1ch could play a valuab1o 

role. Renee F~ce•s cu1t1vat1on ot 4otente \11th the USSR 

vas atpected to prOdUce canplenenta.ri ty of S.nterests, an4 

tna 'eontalmtentt of American lnfluenca 11'1 Europa to ensure 

\for~d bal.aue. 

Slace early 1960.e.- 4e <hullo baa been workin6 
ass14uously 'tO nou.rt.sb. tho notiotl of detente. It 1e in 

tbts context tbat de Gaulle in 1964 spOke of detente 

loa4tns ~ entente and ovon'blally to co-operation 

enbractng aU Europe. 6 

on J NOVEmber 1966 ft-ondl Foreign t-ll.nlstort 

f.laurlce COUVe de f.'lurvillet told. tho No.t10nal Asaenbly .that 

6 



' 
Fran~e' s · relats.ons t4'1\ tb.o socialis:t count..Jti.ee of 

Eastern Europe bod ·been d'le.Jlld.n6 J'ad1oally.. He saW, 
' 

"Fred formal. 1nfreQ.uent and. nega.tt.vo, ~ey have becano 

nunerou,, oordlal., constructive, an4 aU tol.d, normal. •' 

De Caulle asSOPted tbnt the Cold ttar was, • In 

the prooess of dl.sappoorlns' and Frnnce \10U1d "oonts.mte 

to ·direct b.Ol" actlon toward conts.nenta1 rapprocbQ. 

mento.8 

In tb1s wy President do Qaullo s,n ·June 1963 

vetoed the Bl'l t1Gh n.ppUcatlon f~ membership of 1he 

ESC, 9 demonstrated bls d.etermlnatl.on to prevent >t1bat ha 

consS4~ an Ansto-sm:on plot to matntnln us besenony 

·over \1e~ &lrope.· 

The most sl(Jd.flcant pol1ey of Franco• s detente 

t.n Europe related to 1 ts m:t:hcirav.al tl'0:3 tbo NA m• o 
mll1ta.ry or~zatlon and to mUltiply lts b11ater3l 

-
contacts w1 tb the soV'let Union tmd Eo.stom EUrope. 

Hie visit to r11oscow 1n t966 marked a t\;lr'td.Jl8 

point :1n that 1 t ttaS. a step l.n tho 41rectt.on Of i:ho 

1 Notes at Etudes oocu:~ontaires (~a docunelltatlon 
Froncalse, Pans) • 33B4-7 ( 1961.) 1 p, 191. Speeches 
and Pross collfercmces, FrOnd\ Ehoassy, new York, 
no. 254. · 

s tbS.d •• no. 255-. P• 242, !lt Doca:lber, !&it t:ear Ijeqemt• 

9 t11lltam c. CrQn\1olls, n'Jhe United states"; 1n w. c, 
c.~.~. •. '''Mt'Selm~£Obl;rag of AtlsgUs 
~\1 ·. 'P•. • 



• EUrq,enn aJ.ropet. A UDl-ilect weetcm Dtropo l18a tmJs. ~ 

oet.ved bJ d.e Oaulle not ODl.J a.s au J.Diependent partner· ot 

the us lu~ also as tm t.fttesral element ot a Pa.o &li'OPean 

systan .SA wb1d1 bylts Ol:ft welB,ht It could constitute a 

countervant.ns fo.-oe vt.a.a.Yls tb.e Sovlet Union. 

In 1959 unan Oeneral do Caulle bad reiterated 

bls 3t'Snd d.esS.gn ot a tiEurQpe tr® til& Atlantic to the 

ural.s0 , ,
0 be aOia.tallf spelt out hls t~e ot European 

4etente. Aat:MDlaS that· 'the forces ot natlonali.SID t«JU14 

prevail over -~st ideology, he expocted that tbe 

Central. and East EurOpean ct.tutlt¥'1oe 110U1d reassert their 

national t.dentt.tr. tree fran the 4anlnat1on ot the Sovl.et 

Unlon. France em tbe other hand vas moved by consl<.tera:tJ.ons 

of prestige and pOtmr, lanort.ns 1dE!JOloatoal. barriers. De 

Gaulle on tb.e otbor band. soucjl t 1ll detente en opport;un1.ty 

to bolster France• s lndependent policy Mat mirdmize mer1cat a 

influence in EUHpe. France reduced 1 ta ul.li tary canxnS.1menta 

to NATO nnd (bose to approacb. ttte Enst on a. bllaterol b:lsS.s. 

FJ'a1'lCe p1ct;u.retl berself as a p0t10r equal to RUss1a t.n 

matters ot Europeau polit1cs. In a4d1tt.on, FrancG envlsage4 

-the policy of ttdetonte to entente otl(l to eooporatS.tmn as 

a veh.t.cle for exerctolng restraint on \1est Germany ~ 



1 

tot keeping a vigllant eye on 1ts g0\1i.ng f>0\1el'. 11 In faot 

\test Oemany bad no other al1::orno.tlve than to meet 'tha 

Soviet Unl.on on the latter's terms. Once the Col4 War 

controntatlon had abated, the desire for detente @lined 

m.ometJ:tt.1m .• 

The r1ay to August 1959 mSQtlng ot Foretsn 

t·1l.nlsters ot the • Blg FoUl" producect no agreanent on 

Qermany. ~t !. t paved the way tor Khrushchev' s v1s1 t to 

tbe United .States in October. De Gaulle al.togethOJ:t uas 

un.enthUsiasttc about the proposal for a big Four Pot~er 

summ.S.t meatlng t1b1ch energo! tran KhrushcheV's us v1s1t. 

On 21 October 1959, de Gaulle a~ed t.n principle to attend 

but lnslsted, and a~1n ~cate4 at bin press oonferonco 

on '\0 Novenber, that st.sns of a lossent.na ot tension ln 

Et!st-tlest rolatlons ba4 to be a precondt tlon for such a 

meet1ng.12 

Cbarles do GauJ.let s policy o.t detente ln Europa 

was fOllowed ·by hS.s meotl.ng wl'ttl the Brltlt:b ombaeaad.or 

Cbrlstopbar Soamos t3 1n nysee Po,lo.ce en 4 February 1969. 
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Br1 tatn !ntomed t1n1 ted States about the t11scuas1on \1ltb 

de Gaulle \'tho sa1.4 that it Wl.lUld be _necessary tot' Europeans 

to fr·ee thensel ves :ttan the encum'brances of NA1'01 ttith lts, 

ttA:merS.can dom1natf.on alld madltnerya_-14 Henry A. Kissinger, 

the us secretary of state. admt. t'be4 that on. European 

lntesratlon tho Brl t1sb. Vlawa were closer to 4e Gaulle's 

than to ours ·"' . . . 
~en tn 1966, ~ance deolared 1ts ldttldra.wal 

trC~n the 1ntegrated oanmrmd structure ot tbe A tl.anti.c 

alliance, tbO t:Ato co•trS.es tho ttere aVJa~~e ·Of progress 1n 

Franco-Sov1e1 relations vt.e\1ed 1t wt\h alarm. Partlcularly 

when the ft'ench governntmt sta:~ that 1 ts troops l«luld be 

wltbdra• lrfln l~Am Canmand, an4 asked that NA'L'O b.eatl­

quarters ahou1d move out ot the French territory. 

De Ga\4le blr l11tbdl'awln8 Iran tbe camnaDd 

structure ot the NA'ro l18Dted to pUl"sue the toUotJJ.ng 

aimss 

(a) To bring aboUt a 4otento DOlley 1n &Jrot;>e mlch ccul4 

be considered as a pattem. both tor East and trest 

Euro~ countrs.es to tree tbensolves te-em riARSAW 

ae ucll as NA'ro Pacts. 

(b) fo feduce the ADG].o-Saxon domination Over \1estQrn 

Europe. 

14 Klsslnaer, n. 1, P• a?J 

15 Ibtd. • P• «ltl 
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HO~ fr<m 1 JulJ' 196G eva tbOUJjl tbe F~ 

wt~\181 .tNt tbt HA1'0 became eUecU.ve. yet the ~ 

state ~o matnta1ne4 that nranoe still, 4epeD4e« on the 

us nuc\ear 4e~ fo~ tts p~oa.·16 . 

Jtftel'' de Oau.Uet s nsl(JJ.atlon ban tile F.Nacb 

PrE:af.deaor 1.n A.prU t969, Geol'cea P<mpW• took ovett as 
. . , I - ~ 

Pn~w-. .La.teJt a early tWOs he agrGect to the llrltltAl 

manber.lb!p ol the sac. BU" n-aue ·414. r.ot ro~olft tbe NAto. 

Xn early 19f'Oa, the trect Q(cman Cb.anenllor., 

Dl* Koarad Adenau.er saw Fnmce as a ~ factor, 'tlht.ch, in 

ad cU. tton to the thJI..ted Statf!St coul4, play a usetul role in 

de:tenoe ot the Gelm~ b:terostL · 1beN e .. ed to bo a 

tacit una_..tardlna between A®nauer allli dO CauUe 

accordifts to \1hld1 the toJmer ~ belp tbe ~ 

PresJ.dant 1n the·· a~~- of Qutopean claimt vts-a-vta 

tho Utl1 ted states wt tMn 1be NA1D, 'tflUe de GeU11e 

t1Wld euppart west ~,. 1n reuttton to tbe sovtn 
uatora.;11 

, 

tS.<tne to e~lo1t GermanY' e opportQnttlea for manoGUV'.I"e 

16 TS.nt, n. 12. P•·· 153. 

,, ~r;,:;sr~~·r;B.,sr fi!trlSEt1~.as '' xt1. 



• 

. 
\tet\1Sell East and l10St, 18 the •Grand Coa11 tiona 1n late 1960s 

was 41vl.4ed in ltsal4 Botb Ktesl.rlger and. B~t a.srood. 

on tlelness owr Berls.rt. lties!.rJgor favoured a atrms 1t.ne 

tOtards the East. He prlzad the Frcmdl COJmectiOUt tut 
Brandt suppoJ'ted Br1ta1n' s ent.r7 into tho E£0. 

De Oautl.e bGll.eved. tb&t EUropean urd. ty should be 
' ' 

based upon ecoMml.o tntegratlon. sa' then he lnsiatecl 

tbat b01b the means antS the alms ot European at.ty shoUld 

be 1ft. accord \11th the tradt.tlona1 po11tle&l realltS.·es. 19 

ln b1a ap~aoh ~ detente, 4o ~1~ tocuse4 

bts attention tlrst ot all en tbe mG. Accol'dt.ns to bJm, 

Franco-Oermat;. aolldarl tv carried all bopos of ut'1l tl.ng 

Europe em po1ltt.fJa1 aud. de.teneo 101rGl as \19U as on the 

ecObamlo; l~ao 
Tbe Fmneo-\1ost German troaty ( elgoed in January 

1963) dllch uas· :fozmulatecl tor detente all over Europe 

created susplclon in the mS.nd.s of 41tferont European 

leaders, '!he C20Choslovak {SO\PeJ"'ment ln an ottt.clal note 

pointed to ito ndengeJ'OUS consequencosa. Pollab. poranent 

protested by Vlfl\11118 the pact m ttl 0 pro.found 4lsqulettt. 

18 KiSSlngort n. 1 1 p. tJ'/,' 

19 Alan 11atson, §UrPpo 9! !1\G (L()tldon, 1972)t P• 157• 

al Korbel, n. 10, P• 1/f,. 



I;.afttOI. ~ed de Gaullo• s l4M of ttEurcpe trat1 A t1ent1c 

to the trrals" as 0 pure · advanturiSA"• 2' 

Alan \1'atson 1Q hls bOok nEurovo at Rlskn22 stated 

· tbat 4~ Gaulle ( tn the tiN.t volutto ot hls O:·tenolrs ot 
Hoptt;n pUblished. sbo!'tlY before bis dea1h 1ft 1970) in b14 
first meetlns w1tb. Kc:mrn4 Ad.onauor· at ,1.£ !eltser&e 1n 

., 

CQlanbey.l~s-dev.EsUtJes on 14 f;Uld 15 septsaber '19!8 

stated bls tame to~ Franoo-Qwman reconoUtatlon. ~any 
should t.n the lq ·tom, ro3ect l'lUclear wap011S tm4 accept 

tho prasent trantter>s, De GauUo. m:plaltd to A4G~ 

that tbe 41tt1cul.Uee tacins the BEe related to 48l'1cul ture 

as \1SU as tb& Britl.eh canaldature, and added that trance 

might oppose Br1tat.n• o eatry into the Er.lrOpean Carauun1 tles. 

On both these lssues. the French OoVoJ'll'Dent was oountl:ntJ 
I' 

on the t1est1 German suppert. 

t1Ul.Y Bl"Qndt23 in bls \1G'U.lulo\1n boOk, A Pft!qg, 

~9btsz.to£ EV12Qi. statGt.ft. 
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. 
aut vhy dJ.d the wanco.oezman troaty not 1ea4 to extensive 
~olnt polits.oal actl~? In this r~~ WlUy Brandt 

stGtedt 

EWn thoueb, de Gaulle was consctous ot the 

Carman questton Ol'ld. 1ts lmplt.catlone for European seCUI'lty,. 

he 414 not recopzo the CDR. on tho other band, be 

publS..cly supported tho ide!l ot Corman n::runl.flcatlon. Yet, 

1 t did. not moan that ln bt.s View· a reurllf1o4 Gemany eou14 

ensure peace 1n Europe. tn other ttOrds, d.e aauue• s 

support to German rountt1cat1on tms only tactlcal, to l.Ure 

then awa;r tran tba enbraco #of tne us, and br1n6 them round 

to ibe vlew tbat the Geman quests.on must be resolved 

tbrOush the European o.fforts, and there must not be 



rG-1m.r>ost Uon ot Yalta. tyPe 4eo1sS.ons upan. ,Eurot>e.· -ro 
illustrate, U1en Erhard took over as the FRO CbanceUor, 

de Catille pubUcly expressed dtsP1easure over Erhard• e . 

Atlantlclst pOllCY• As a. result_ relations between France 

tm4 'tfost GGDne.nY became straine4 in m1d-1960s. 

In Deoenba.'· t966, men KS.eo!ngor became . ChancoUor, 

he unlike bls prodocessor, turned towards the East 1n ble · 

attenpt to seek Q solution. ot tit$ Getman problen t.n eo. 
op-OI'att.on with t-lODC0\1• De Omalle tteleane<l Slich an idea, 

an4 ws prep~ ·to help in d.elS.beratlons on raurdtloats.on . 

as a ttblstorical necessttyo. De Caullo consi4ered 

Qeralanyt s d.tVS.elon to he an ttabnoftlal sttuatton• lAicb 

:nniust be eettled by ·tbQ Oertnans· ttHDselws v11ZJ.n tbe 

fr.am~t of an o.gfe«nellt o.f \10st~cen'tl"al, a.t14 East 
surepe•. 24 . 

In 1962t tba ~French sootety waa establldle4 

ln East aeu.n, ·ttJ.tb the e.1m to offer to 12:te French as we1.1 

. as ·the CDR c1 tisena to lmow better about endl. other.' 

Tb.e Cemnan problen, 1n any case, fomed an 

integral part ot de Gau'Uo' s pollc;v. But de Gaulle' s 

etton for Franco-Gesmnn oollaboratS.on to oreata a pUlar 

of Et.U-Opean ~ unde.l' the French l®dersblp 414 not 

succeed.. 

24 a&e!fSS. 19 Decanber 1966, quoted tn Korbel, n. 10, 
P• . • 
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l'lhen Georges Pcnpl.dou took over the Frel1oh 

presidency in t969, tboro were leal'S lest the SEC should 

lncreasl.ngl.J cane to bo aantaat® by tiGst Germany,. 

pant.~l.J' after tbe Frel'l.cll ectmOnlc c:rtsls et 1968. 
Tltlo led Panp!dotJ, allow Britat.n enter' ln'tO the SEC as a 

COd11tertfeif#lt w Bom#s new strenatb.Z Botb France ant. 

trest Gemany during the SPXl-FDP coalttt.on led. by \1lUy 

Brandt ( •lob. won tlto eleoUcn 1n october 1969) proft ted 

flt<m thetr econcmlo collaboration. 

1.be z-~la.tlve tleslbULty shot#l by Presl4ent 

Panptct~ at the Hague ( 1969) was also evlclent in bls 

dea.Unas mtb tha·UDtw states am NNro. ~1: tbJ.e bowaver 

dld not mean the reversal ot 4e Oaullet s w1 tbdrawal ~ 

the NAto. 

Franco tried to uso Sovlot Uftlon as a 4A.plancttc 

tool \11th t.hloh lt prestN.l'lzed Qormono. to seek ~ter oo­

operaU.cm. wS. tb. France. on the othw ban4, Bonn needed 

soviet. support not 01'111 tor 1 ts reunttlcatt.on, but also tor 

better nle.tS.ons \11th. the GDR. Besides, it was tmderstoa! 

that the me could d.erlve ecotlCmlc 'ben9ft. ts :fran tmprwed 

relations m tb the East. ibe FRO often bad m.~ 1mores 

abOut a Franco.sovJ.ot cooperatt.on at GermanY' o exoenno. 



,, 
1be Frenob. on their part. became t.ncreaslngly touchy al)out 

Bo=•s DegoUaUons ~tb. the Bast as w11 as FRets growJ.ng 

eCODQntc s'tr011gtb. 

AltogetbQr,. French supported Brandt po1lcy 

towards tbe East. When Panp1dou Vielted Bonn in July '970• 
tbe _final carmntmlque sta'ted tl'Ja~, the FRC had the tuU 

· backing ot Francs ln lts attsapts to nomallee tts 

relations tdtb. the Baat. 26 

France a&ccae4e4 1.n tmplt>ditlg lts tlrst atanlc 

bOmb six weeks batore ltbrtaslt.cheV' s Vl.st..t w Paris 10 

196o. StU'elY; the sovs.ets coUld not \1e happy a'b~t lt. . 

Yet -they un.cserstoo4 4e Gau1let s game:, aD.l belleved tbat 

France" s nE.N status as an atc:nt.c pOtter could ad4 to tho 

intra-NATO contra4lctlons whid\ In ·ntrl case• tbe Sovlots 

· 'tJOUW tml.ocm~.\ 

Nonetbeleas, tha SOViets '\fare u.rlbappy over 1be 

Frendl refUsal to st(Jl the wclear ··teat ban treaty~ slid 

t.ts refUsal to partlclpate tn the e1~nat1on 

dlsarmanen' conference. Khrushchev 11as \1Db.e.PP7 Gbout the 

rranco.Gem.OD cooperation.. sovs.et teas-a ot a FrenOO. 

Germ9¥1 S!1DJSI t~oro strenstaoned 1l'1 J'ant.W'Y 196J thm tba 
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Paris-Bonn Treaty was· s1~ on 5 Fobruary 196S, ttle 

soviet 00\f'efiDnmtt of.ttc1al1.y protested agatnst the 

·--.... Zl .,..-~-llJ· 

Inl Ually tbe fJO'Vlet teal'Qd lest tho Germans 

sboul<l benef£1: trcm tbo F~ etantc. 'tA'*lpo.ns.. But •• " . . 

the ~ OOYerrmcm.t anno\ll'leod tn March 196' that 1be 

Franco...OelmOA ta'Gaty alSftlfled no cba:nga tn ttm mUltaJ.T 

s1 tuatlon t.n EurOpet the SoVlets 'Hoamo slleat. 2B ibe 

Russian$ then tnw to oomi.nce 4o eauu.e titat ~ 
end the USSR.~ m.tural allies.. Tiley added 'that if 'lle 

1me caun.tries cculA set togotbe;r• than nno Ioree ccu14 

arl.ae to cbaage the neu map· ot Ettr'Opett •. 29 

In early1960s; -r1ben Prestdcm.t KeJl.l'le4y seenal 

tncltned for a 41ract understondt.na wJ:th Moscow. d.e 

Gaulle' s mlstrust towards tb.e Host increased dUe to 

aepe.tate DegoUatlona between the US.UK an4 tbe soviets, 

the us lno.'LiDatt.OA for a dt.reot undorsttmdlng \dill the 

USSR. Those factors were· most important ill cbanflS.nS de 

:!I Bu.oted tn Noteo ot Etudes Documen:tat.res, .Rpln:J:&ga 
~o-s~~1~ (Ln Docunen. on. 
rancatsit~~ 7P7S. Also t.n RGrbel't 

Ttnt, n. 12,. p. 1IB. 

28 %b14J 

29 Ibld. 
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GaUlle• s att1tu4a tetJal'ds the SOViets. Jte recoS11aat tbo 

canmuntst resf,me in China on 2!1 Jarwaey 1964 dllcb added 

to b1s t1alght 1111:11 MosCOtt. Durlne the year b01:tl countries 

mrcha!igatt l>fflcial deleeatt.on aa tm11 as gocdl11.U messages 

em ~ concelvnble occasion. 

·once de Ot\ul.le at bla press conference lD Bcvtmbelt 
' 

1959 sald tbat one daY tbe SOVI.titt Unt.on vOU14 re83fd I. tself 

as an European powe,r wose fate _, cl.oselv bo\Jftd \lp· \11th 

that 'Ot the Europe_JO . 

A£ter Kbfusb;cbevt s nmwal frcm power m octobeP 

1964, the Soviet leader• Alexa$. KosyaJ.n; told the BllPNne 

Soviet on 9 Docember 1964 tbat •CJUJ' poUey to~ Franco 

is odded by the .fact that the SoViet Union and Franco are 

tbe two most pO'tter.ful nations on iho European continent an4 

tberefore ba.ve a very great respcms1bU1ty l.or the eocurtt.v 

ot Europe.'1 

A fS.ve-year camnerci.Ol agreEment ln October t964 

t1ae the first result of Franco-Sovtot rapprochanent. Bu't 

oven after OranJkof s V1s1t to Parts 1n April 196' the t1nal 

camnunJ.quJ2 showed that tho mo.;Jor poJ.S.cy d.1£ferencea ba4 

not boen remr.ntod.. '.llle Soviets were not proparecl to 

3t :tbld., P• 22.' 

'2 lb1d., PP• a>-24. 
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' 
accept the epp11oatton ot' tile fi'OG· national $elt-detemlaltlcm. 

ln East Ce:maDY• 
Ulttmatoly ln r.Jarch 1966 ~anco-SOVS.et relatloras 

zteacbed their most oltS1 ted state when l t was armounce4 

tbat de Gaulle wee to pay a state vlet.t to the SoVS.et 

tfnlon,. 1'b.e $atne Jt.t:tr Frat1ee dOClated lts w1tb4rawa1 fran 

ttl& NA1'0 mUt.tary Ccrnuuma, .aQd ashed tho NA1'0 lleadq~ 

to leatre the French tell'S. torv., 

ftle bUatelta1 interests of France and thoeo of the 

Soviet Urd.on appeare4 to· bG oanpl«n~tarv as well as 

contlioctln& De Gaulle mlrdmt.aod the 1a~. MOSCK'W 

welcomed de Qaul1e• s ettorts to re4Ueo Unt ted States 

pl'<ileenoe t.n Burope bUt oerta1nly not biB call tor the 

lildepettctonce ot tbe SOVJ.et all.les in Eastern Europe.~" 

In June 1966 then 4e Gaulle uas s.n r.toscow be 

rafeftl'ed to East CormanJ as atbe eone of oceupat1on•.-. 1be 

Francb-Sovt.et 4eolaratlon, issued at tile ODd. ot b1s vlat t • 
menttonod only that tbe two countrleo exo~ vs.ewa on 

Ute German questt.on. BUt they e.areed that their prime 

objectt.ve was normaltmtion o.n4 then "a gradual clevelopnent 

ot relations between all European countries•. ' 4 

SS Korbel, n. 10• P• ltJ.1 

;,4 ~dP=~~·~ 
. ay ' P• . • . . 
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In early '1960at de Gaulle stUl recosnlzed ·the 

di.Vlslon ot Suropo J.nto wo blocs and spoke ot Ruasla 

hGganony, S.ts enplre, and lts, control ot satellites. But 

later on. bls te!minology obangod as he expressed wam. 

resal'd tor tho great Russian. peopl.e.. In 'his polloy on 

ndeten:ttl.t entente. and. co-operatJ.ontt, he s~ the ne;r tren4 

t0l1ards llbe~aUzatlon ot the East Btlrop~ nattons. 

The g<Nerrments o.t the Best European countries reapondaS to 

de aau.ue as an opportuftlt)' for aa.sortt.ng at 1ean aone 

pref'OtptlVOS of' $0VG:rolgrlty• 

ln July ,964, the Rurn!Ullon Prt.mc Filnl.ster 

cneorghe ma~r be(lan the pUsrsmase ot Eon European 

polltlcal represeata.ttvos to Parts. Xt was foU~ bY 1be 
other East European f.l~. tn Spring ant. Sunmor of 

·t966, cauva de t-1urv11le· ®s eto :tS.rGt ForeieP r.11n1stezt at 

France to bave v1s11:e4 the copl.tals of East &Jrope:m 

countrles sJ.nco \10rld t1a,.ll. '.tho policy of detente o.ppearect 

to be movlns ~ auccess. <>no Czech dally nevspaper 

considered 4e es.una• s pol1c7 °roaSODOb1ett. A Pollab 

publicist characterlZGC! b!m as na man ot 21st century with 

teatu:ros ot a man of tb.G 19th cen~. 

De Cntillo «>ndemnecl Cold. eor ns 0 sllly•. 'l'odor 

ZhllfkW, the BulfJlrlan Camnunl.at Pany Cb1o.f valuec1 

avory b.t~y the efforts of FrtmcG and oarticula,rly of 



de GaUlle t:o atrellgtbn peace 5.1'1 Europe and s.n 1be uorl4•.~ 

Htmgarlan p,.sme t.U.nlster, Jeno Foek. spOke ot tb.e 

prospect ot ttlftsUtutlonaltslna tbe trs.dsbtpu bf· s1Bftlns 

a treaty ttith FrMCOi EVen liUU Staph, 1ile Read of the 

CDR OOVertirtlent .. ~red de Gaulle* s ooucy 
a_.EJallsti.C"•1 

'!'be lis~ (London) t1r0te, ttln East European 

eyes,c General de QauUe rwaaJ th-e me.estah Of the detente 

and couw b.S.e p.-opheta.JS 

But at 1ea.st on ou important quests.on ib.e 

vls1 t1fta French statasnen foumt Ulensel.ves in 41sagreeneat 

wl th tbelJ- nons, arl4 'that was Ule quostlcm ol .acolJll tlon 

ot ODa by de GaUlle. The Bast Eu.ztopoau insisted on lts 

recognt tlon. But de Oaulle did not bWlge an lncb tr<m 

nt.s otll.o1ally stated posltl<m.. 

De Oaull.CJ 1n hls drive tor 4otento sO\lSlt r.tosoOt-Jf s 
aoqutescence. De Gau.Ue would llko to see 0 tbo stort ot the 

t.mplenentatlon ot ncm rela:tlona ttitb East E\lt'Opean 

ste.tos towards detente, ontente at'd coope¥'Q.t1cm0• To 

avoid SoV1et suaptclons that 1.b.1s pollcy 1n East Surope 

tJaa 4oslsned to 1ntr1nge em the Soviet role. De Gaulle 



expressed that aausela CvasJ, .indeed and 1n all ~spects, 

the leading pOtter s.n tbe part ot the worl4 tm.ezte dle 

~was_71ooatedft•'' 
During de· aau:ue• s v1e1t to Pol.and 6ll4 to 

Rt1rnanla• Pol.:tsh leaders tel t sra:t1t1e4 by bls repoated 

assuranco that Frtmce bad stood fer 0 long ttmo - in fact 

slnce 1944• lot' Po1atd• s ~ on the Octez-Ne1see line. 

· He expreSsed bls sUpport to the nomalimtt.OA of Po1ard• s 

relations "4th ~ FRO, the secom Otmnan state, "men tts 
off1c1~1 polS.cy \10Uld accept as e. stcrting point now aDS 

roallstlc prlnQ1ples. S7 

tt bas been araa.ed that after the· et.gna.ture o:t 

the MosCOt.,_BOnn Treaty •PL AUl!)lSt 19'/0 tbicb conflrmod the 

status quo 1n Eastem ~e. Franco was no lonser the 

leading power .ln the pursuit ot 4otento. But theN is no 

doubt that l t ba4 ior 1~ a4v1oed tho FRO to seek 

.rapp~Gnent tt1th. the sovtet Uftlon. 

De Gaullef s v1s1 t to Rumanta t.D r-lay 1969 met with 

\d. th tfte same pleas as tn tiarsa• recognl t1on of tho CDR. · 

But aptn I. t t:as re3ected by de Gaulle. SOVlet tnvaolon 

37 Voyage en Pologna de General de Gaulle, ~& fi 
~. <.Parte: La JJocumentation Francalse;DO. -s, 
~. 22. Bxtmct trom Korbel• n. 10, p. 56. 
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o:l Czeehoslovakta in Auguf:ft 1966 senoasly checked 'the 

~t1re movement ~san East-west 4etante., tfhUe ttta. 

PCF (Fz-ench CanmunS.St Party) expressed S.ts Jt&probattcn, 

de aaul.let a l'l.mt toreisn t~tnlster. Michel Dobre, •s tl-ying 

to pass 1 t ott as a minor accident. Dobre voS.cec!l that 

tdeten~ ls bUilt OD lt.benY a.n4 leads tO ll.bortyt.38 

The communique let:n.ted. after ·tile meeting ot the Councll of. 

Mln1stere on 2.3 octo'beft 19£8 stressed tha-t "French pol1oy 

must continue along tbe lines 1t has fol1C't1Gd, whiCh means 

detenta. But at the same time, 1 t entaUs the 4eterm1nat1on 

to 'brtng about the ~grli tJ.cn that each country must have 

tbe posSiblli ty of determlntng 1 ts tate"• 39 

trench OOVet'ment showott ~ interest ln. tAle 

EEC.. De Gaulle also sh.o<t104 a lr1endller att11:u4o t~ 

the NA'ro .• 

De Oat4le postponed the pro3eoted Vlslt to 

Paris t.n NovsnbeP 19Ge ot tbe Rumanian Prime ~<1lnlster 

Nioolae ceausescu ln order to reglstOI' hts disapproval 

of the SOViet lnternvett.on lrl. Czecboslovakia.ltJ 

.sa .Li ,r·JS'f41• 9 Novenber 1968 ... 

39 lb14. • 25 October 1968.· 

I() '!be idea \1aS suggested by a joumal1st Nlchel 
Tatu Le F12J¥2S!t Extl9ct fran Herbert Bnt, n. 12, 
~,m. . . .. 



.. 
In Apr11 1g6-g ho l'Gsigned .t,.an the FHl1dl 

. prest.ctency. He dld .not a.ucceea 1n readltng anv aereeaent 

on the Cerm$1'1 problem. lte also could not change 'l't1Q position 

· ot ·tbe East. 1f! loaAa satd, ~11\ree rears of tllrtlns w11tl · 

tbe Kre1111n cU.4 not make the SoViet policy 4e'Vlate one 
·J.ncb ln regard. to thO Ceman problan,. the key to a 

European settlenMt • fltCm tbo Atlantlc to the Urals' of · 

\'.fbtch ElJJJe~ continues ·to dream•.-4' 

Pre$1dont :Pan,U.ou conttnue4 to p\U'SUe the 

path aet--by de Gaulle, but 'tflth a di.Uerent outlook. 

Maurice Sctmann (Panpi40U' s For&:l.tJl Mt.nl.ster) in his 

speed&. to tna un.t to4 NatiODS ( ln 1969) statoct tbat 

ttFra;nce bad ·aft equal interest and respect tor all 

countr1es ot eastern Evope•.4t 

In fact th"Gre were· at leaot three reasons why 

the PreDch .te1t tho naed to~ a conts.nuS.ns policy ot 
detente \11th tbe sovtot trr¢cmt 

First, the us bad ftOt interrupted 11:8 own 

detente pol1CJJ secondly, tbe ooanonlc benetS. ts of 

rolaUon.s \d.th the Sovlot Uillon were const4at-ably. Ald 

thJ.l't(U.y, tbQ FRG 'Under Chancellor Brandt was rnaki.ftB rap1cl 

progress ln !oretns col.laboratt.on \11th tbe SOViet Unlon 

tmteh Cf.Nld not be ignored by FJnmoe • . 

41 ;.e flSDii• 21 Feb~ 1968. 
42 Ibid. , tS October 1969. 



Panp1d0\l•' s admiDistratlon tb.ere.foro wOJ'ked to:.i goo4 

relntJ.ou \dtb the Sovt.ei Union. He also slgntt1cant1y 

sot~ on b.J.e pr®eoessor•s attitude towards tho· tJ.nlted 

States. Eva he came to Sllpport Sr1 1:ain' s entry into the 

EEC, and a.scontim.led tbe 111uda 1:bat Fiance cou14 aot 

indopendently tNil other West EuPopean powers as equal t1t 

the SOVJ.ot Ul'd.on in European atte.lt$• 

tn .AUeJlSt ·t970 tbo 1\onn.MOSC0\1 ~a~sslon pact 

waa soen by the FrenCh leaden \11th euspS.c£on tbat FRO 

'lfas p~g a deal \11tll t>'IOSC0\1 lib.leb could bam France. 

There was also the tear that the rcn.mt..flcatlon Of oozmany 
mS.tjl.t cane ott it Bonn aa4 Moscow liOrked 1n good. ~hlp 

\'bleb ultimately could ~ 1tle Pretmh 4ecurit7. 

Bu:t in 1910 the t.ncreaslng poll ttcal !mportaJJCe 

ot the me mlpt haw t.n1 tSatecl a st~lflcant dlanse lA 

Fran~sovt.et relatlondd.p. t'lben Raurlce SchUmann. 1:be 

Frendl Rinister, atsted in N<nrember 1970 that ttwJ.tbout tbe 

Europoan CQllrJlUDl ty and Atlantic alllance, we would not 

count tor much11• 
43 lt shoued sano change in the French 

attt tude tomn!s the SOVlet Urd.on, t.or tbe inel:'eaalng 

poll t1cal t.mportanoo ot the FRC seems to have softaned 

France to~s ~ns tho \1estern ltnkaau. 



.De Gaulle '\10.-ked tor reduct.ng tlte Anglo-SaxCD 

tu)senony l.n tTestorn Europe Bad trte4 to tnt. Ue.to bte 

detente wltb. Eastern 8\U.'Ope ~ ~te b11ateral 

re1e.Uons ttith the S'Gdoral Reoubllc ot ae:many and the 

SOViet tlnf.O». But alta- tbe invasion of Czeeboslovakla l.n 

1968 by the warsaw Pact torces, and. tho Oetpol:l t1k 

tnitlated bf·l1111y Brandt as "tJell ae tbe ~8 eooncmlo 

strenstn t~t the FRG; ttl~ appearEd acme softness ·fA 1bo 

i"retid'i approadl tet$11dtl tho US and the tiAt'O 1ft as mudl as 

Froncb .seened. to be mOV'I.ng atiaJ ban 1 ts strategy ot 
TOUS AZIMUTS .tormUlated ln 1rRI t.n response to the us 
S.n1 tlated Jle\1. policy ot • tlmd.ble rosponset 1n tbe same 

year. But tbea equally truo mar 1 t be to say tbat there 

t~as no ou.bStantlal. ~ 1n tbo Fronch poJ.1cy• as tt 
became evident .tran tho way tbe Mah-powero4 sovtet tNde 

4elesat1on was recetved tn PaJ'la in Jamuu"Y 1969. DUrlng 

Pa'llpl.dout a tezm ot Presidency, there was more ot continui v 
than change. As a result, apart fran tbe French ld.Ulnpss 

to let Brl tai.n enter tha EEC, there tna no reversal of 

tbe French policy to\1artls the RAm • 

••••• 



file ldea of EurOpean securt.ty cossterence bad bean 

debated st.nee 19;Da. BQt l t was no't until tho senoral 

climate ot the East-\1est relatt.ons had. improved as a resul.t 

of \·Test Gemanyt s 0(l,tpol1 tlk• and the US... tnt tta.tl.on of 

41alO@te tfltb. the USSR, and China on modalltiea of peace 

tn soutb-East Asla that t t could take the shape that I. t 

414 eventually. As nuch detente became practicab~e When 

tenat.ona \1&re stdflol.ently relaxed to dlapel a fooling 

ot political or m111tary l.Mocurlty. It 1s througb the 

Conference for 9ecurlty and Co-oo~tt..aa. In Europe \CSCE), 

mtch dealt prlmorUy \1S.th tb.e poli.ttcal questions, that 

tbo Soviets waftted to secure the '1osterrn aQquiescence 1n 
• 

tbe lnvi.Olab111 ty of tb.e post-t!ar European borde~s, Tile 

\'lest ccul4 not accept 1 t as the pr!anaey' goal of 1ha CSCB. 

Furthermore, dospl te the scm.et assertions ttnt 14oologt.ca1 

4ebate would be further sharpened evan ln an era of 

4otento,1 tho \1est 1ns1stcd ttnt the CSCE l:10Ul4 gradually 

-26 -



1ead to ibe 4l.m1nut1on ot the hlatus lt S.t focused 011 

h.Utnan1 ta.riau aspects and. human contacts. 

"'ance• s prQposals tor a cont._e& on security 

anc1 cooparattoa ln Etu'Opo ( cscs) WN closoly linked to its 

objec;ttons to 'the lilBFR proposals. Despt te its support tott 
the prt.nc1p1e ot 4ett.m.W, J?rance eapreased concern tba't 

CSOE, ll.ke MBFR., mt.tttt pranote the ~Mt1rnle4 pte-a~c:e 

oi the super P~s aid pez-petuate tho d1vtalon of EUrope 

into two mutuaUy bostUe mUl 'CarY blocs. 

The idea of security~ Q~opettation in FA!rope 

ba4 1 ts origins 1n wagestlons made by I·tolotov tho then 

sovlet Foretan r4t.nlst&~, nt tbe .Berlin Four Power Conference 

·l.rl 1~ tih1ch aimed. at a Pan-~Opea.n. systEm ot coUectlve 

security~ 'l'he Soviet ob3ectt:ve then ws neutrallaatlon ot 

Germany and tbe ttlthdrawal of all tores.an troops trcm S.ts 

ten-1 tory. As the sovs.et leaders showed tbe1r unwUlf.Jlgneas 

to nold free general electlons ln. tbe thole Qerm.any, the 

FRO became o. oem'bar of tbe NA'm tb.G neat year·. s.n 1955. 

In July 1966, toUow1na tne vt.sJ.t ot General 4e Gaulle to 
; 
, :Hosc0\11 the Polltlcal Consultative Camnlttee ot the 

tlarsaw Pact states met at Bucharest • .and made detanect 

proposals tor tha o~lng of an All-EurOpean Conference 

on socnr1. ty .ana C~ot>&ra.titm. 2 ihese proposals seemed to 



carrr. approval only of France iran amons tne woetem 

powers,· tlhtch #Jmerall.J gave cold reception an.t eonsldoretl 

thaa as propaganda stunt. In !>larch 1969; the· l!arsaw Pact 

states me~tlnti at Bu4Sapest ret terated their appeal. tor 

convoking a conterence on seour1 ty am Cooperation in 

Qtrope. The French aovemnent bad already played a 

s1snlt1oant role in creating cond1 Uons for &wopean 

detente tbtt01.1ft& bUatoral dtscusslon wltb the East 

EUrOpean countrt.ea and responded ta'VOUf'Qbl.y to sudl an. ldea 

durt.ns the visit ot the· R1Jnan1an President ceauseaacu t.n 

June 1970. The latta~' proposed that the cscs should 

inS. tlmately be ln1 ttatc'd prluulrt.l.Y between the lncl1 vidual 

states rather than by blocs. 

Tb.o French came out more openly during Pres!4ent 

Pcupldout S VS.Sl t to t-10SCOtl 1n October 1910t when a 4etaUed 

Franco.sovt.ot declaration was mo.de. 'l'b.1s stated that "the 
bolcU.ng ot. a properly prepared atropean cworence ••• would 

mark the beglrmJ.Dg ot pemanent co-opera:t1on between an 
interested states, outside ihe £ramcmOrk ot bloc 

polttl.cs.' 
Tho USSR bG4 eVl.nced keen tn.torest in 1tle cscs 

m. th two-fold objectives. Ftrs~ to facUttate 41asolutlon 
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of tha rival military alltances tn Europe; and eecondly, 

to gain legS. tlmaey for the poai>-\1ar settlG!'lents 1n Batrtem 

EUrope. Owlously, 1n thle ()xerclee, tne Soviets \1Gf'O· to 

p1ay a key rolo. And the a.4<J(ld expectation uas that su,dl 

a conference \10uld resuJ.t in sane ldn1 of Peace 'rreaty 
tor Europa. 4 

iJhe \festern eat.mtries ha4 different 1ntentlons. 

They enpb.a.s1ze4 upon the human rlahts (with far-reaching 

pels. Ucal tmpllcaticne) • an4 ltlcrenst.ng ocmtacts bet\1een 

tb.e peoples of the European states, sc:me1btng whteh cOUld 

bardiy be welcane4 by the SOViets. 

France among the o'tber menbers o:t the rurope an 

community, toaetnar played. a. newel feature of the cscs 

nesotla.tS.cms, %bleb started in Noven'ber 1972. 'Jhe close 

co-operation ot the ni.na states, of tile EUropean ccmmunl ty 

\1Bs also pnvalent 1n thls reGard • 
.... 

Fran amons tbe menbol'r-statoa of the EUropean 
. ..,. 

cornmum.ty, FranCe 1)l.ayo4 an efteotlve rOle t.n the 

canmenc~nt of tbo CSCE negotiations at ibe Alnb3ssadort.al 

1eve1, to begltl t4 tb. tn .Novenber 1972. In 1910, uum 

the torel.sn minleters ot the oix member states of the 

SEC approved the LUxenl.ull-s Report in r-ttm1Qb and createci 



tt'lo European Poll t:1ca 1 Co-operatton (EPcl. th.ey also 

deoided to lni tiate Jte\1 organ1£0.:t1ons ln two other prOblem 

areas, ·sucn a~ rolat1f;1S to the· confltct tn tb.e Mld41e East. 

and. 1:b.e EurOpean Contea-ence. 

Tb.e ll1M (EC) states acted together at the p~ 

ratory meeting o.t tbe cscs in HQ1$1nld. on 15 Jafl\.UUT 1972. 

As tho USA was not pantcularly 1ntcweste4 ln the CSCE, 

the lea.dt.ng role was lett to the td.ae states o-t EurOpean 

communtty., .In the csas 4ellberattons at Helstnld t.n 1912, 

the French representative 4eclared tbat •The CSCE must . 
. not be an encounter of blocs, bUt a great rcnmd table of 

the lntereste4 states, pr$Vared tbro'Uf#l tm: equal 41scuso1on 

among aua.5 France approba.ted tho May1972 Soviet. 

American ageenent to separate the CSCE frau. 'tbo PIBFR, a deot.­

.s ion pronptly rnt111ed by tbe NA1.0 Councu, \'tl1d1 conf1rmed 

the French v1eti that the SUper P<n1ers ~oyed too pro­

pondera.nt a role in 4etemlft1na CJurope• s securt ty a.!l4 

arms control agenda. ibe Frendl Govv:rment held that no 

l'ettuctlon ot fOl'ce.t could be c:onn1del'e<l under CSCE auspices, 

bUt France would be prepSI'Gd to esarnlne • appropriate 

measures ••• tncludlns certairl mtl1 tary measures atmett at 

strengtb.ening cont14ence am l.ncreasln6 sta.bil1 tY'. 6 
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These thEmee---crl tlcl.sn of superpowers pl'&-eninence 

and the_ rJIBFR. yet support tor detentG and contt-dence-bt.t1ld1n.g 

measures ( CB,O--v.tezte reafff..nnect ln Foretsn t•U.nister f·1f.cbol 

Jobertt s lntervents.on at the CSCE meeting 1n Helsinki 1n 

1973. He staidt 

several states have 3Udged 1 t t.Nt t.tul. to 
bagln negottatlons ln another capital (t.e. 
Vienna) on tbe reduotton of az.maments S.n 
Europe •. I. hope, without. bel1evl.ns t.t tnat 
tb1s \'II.U be 1n their interests, because 
1 t is not tbus that one proceeds tQ\t.rards a 
seCUI'1 ~ more real,. more truly European and 
determt.ilad by Europe, sinco 1 t ls evident 
that ·tno negottati.ons ~411 be def1nect and 
contrOlled fran \11 thout. Tben let us 
restrict ourselves to reocmcendatlans on 
eonf1dence.build1ngmeasures ••• un1cb ·cOUld 
attenuate the susp1c1ons and·d1sarm the 
mistrust. 1 · 

When do Gaulle• e concept ot TOUS AZit·1U'l'S did 

not ga1n success, Panpldou reviewed the French. strategy, 

particularly tatting s.nto account tho factors of uncertainty, 

beart.na lmpllcattons for European security, such as the 

Soviet lnterventton 1n Czechoalovnltla. He admS. tted that 

the defence of Europe depended upon Amertc:tn nuclear POtier 

\1hen he aa1cb "It tJOuld bo an absurd idea to create a 

EUrope asatnst it ••• tnat 1t me~s that tno Europe~ 

personality mu.st maintain 1toelf vls-n-vis tbe us. J3 

7 cited 1n S.b1d., 

8 

' 
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Franco tJeleaned the conterenca tor securt~ ~ 

Cooperatt.on 1n &trope, because 1 t continued wi tb the 

Gaulllst tra41 tlon of accomnodating Eastern Europe, pranotlng 

detente aU over Europe. r-1oreovor the French objectives 

tallieS with those of tho conference so as to nel'Jd the 

d1 Vision of the Europe bito blocsu.9 

rrance uas atm1ng for a pOl1 tical as uall as 

econantc detente 1n Europe rather than a b11ateral 

detente betueen thQ Sovl.et Un1on. and the untted States of 

America. 10 In this regard Franco opposed the Mutual and 

JJalanced Force Reduction (r.tBFR) tn EUrope \1hich I. t tel t 

v1ould be advantageous only to the Soviet Un1on. I·laurlce 

Scb\Dan tn tne Frencb Ur1t1ona1 Assembly rejected tho 

I1BFR, for 1 ~ uould only htnder the mul tllateral p:roeess 

being initiated at the CSCE, and it trou14 change the sp1.r1.t 

ot the CSCE fran o. oeetf.ng of equal independent mtlons 

\11th differing eeoncotc nnd po11 ticnl. structures into o 

eonference of 1:\-IO r1:vnl m1l1.tary and lcleologlcal 

blocs. 11 

9 Guy d.e eaxmoy, "FronQe and tho Atlantlo Camnunity"• 
CUrrent H1s1i9Q. vol. 58, no. 345, I:tny 19101 p, ZTD. 

- . - . 

10 Dorothy P1ckles1 nTb.e Doc11no of Qaul11st .tc'ore1gn 
Poll c. yu, ;tn~~~onal.A§faS.rg (London) • vol. 51 1 
no. 2, Aprrl " P• ~ • 



,, 
Generally speaking, the French have consistently 

been opposed to the neeottat1ons bettreen blocs and/or 

super powers. They also o~jected to the strategic Arms 

L1mttatton Talks (SALT) fearing lest the agreenetit 

concluded. should end up 1n tb.e v!.ctirntzation of the analler 

p0\1ers. t2 

France had 1 ts 0\1A pr1or1 ties ln. lmplenents.ng 

detente uith th.$ USSR otJd Eastern Europe. Its first interest 

was tn promottng oooncms.c co-operation. And I. t 1s only 

at the next ripened stnse tb~t tnere could be steps tal~en 

to realizo mUJ.tary detente. The Fronctt concept bad tt10-

fold sS.anl.ficanco. Ftrst. any milt t::"'y detente bettJeen the 

tl?O SUper P0\10rs t10Ul4 weaken the Europmn role in 

o.dva:ne1DS detonte to entente and then to co-operat1on. 

Secondly• 1 t UlS essential to seo a d1acam1ble pro~ess 

1n the evolution of East.-\1est relations 1n po11 tical. os 

vtOll as economic fields so tba.t negotiations on mU1 tary 

questions hn4 an assurance ot success. 1' 

l1ben the F1nal Act of tbe CSCE \1SS canplete<l 1n 

' 1975. G1seard d1 Eatat.nc' s speech at Helsinld. stressed on 

the spirit of detente and m1ll tary equU1br1um and deplored 



MBFR as an endeavour ato creato in alrope a. ~one. controlled 

trcrn the outside, vb.Ore forces u~d ba stibject to ca-taln 

restr1ct1ons and. S'J.eh reglonal arrangenents \1ould- naturally 

generate d1seqU111br1un•. 14 

Europerm.s s.n thelr attonpt to br1ns tletento to 

tb.e t-1edS.terranean regs.on sou.fJlt to tmw )leciiterran.ean 

problens S.ncludad 1n the agenda for tbe Conference .Qn 

European .security and Co-operation. But the Medttorranean 

.countries then manaaed not only to pranote th.el.r own 

socurlty and. co.operatt.on bett-teen thenselves btlt a1so made 

a oontrl.butl.on to ftnding answers to the· European 

questions. 

Helst.nkl meeting l1lls tho resu:t t of two-yMr 

d1.scusslons lnvolvlns fifteen manbors ot the tiA1'0 and. 

twenty other \-tarsav Pact, neutral, and non-allaned. { NNA) 

EUropean. nations. Tile ft..rst. phase of tho CSCE l'JD.S held ln 

Hel.stntd. fran 3 July to 7 July 197,. The sacond. atage 

was conducted from 18 sopttnbGr 1m to 21 July 1915 at 

Geneva. The Thl.rd and t1nal phase opened in Holatn.ld on 

30 July to 1 Auaust 197S. 



'' 
'lbe CSCE was broadly ooncemed wl th fitldlng ways 

and means o.f easing ten~ton s.n Europe and increaeins co­

operation ~ong tbe pavtlo:Lpating tht.rt1-flve European and 

North f American states, 1' whlch \'laS concluded \11th a Final. 

Act signed by Head ot states of.·. Oovemnents.. Th.e Final 

Act contatns four sections or basketss 
; . 

· ' · t3asket 1 afflms certain pr1no1ples cc,neeming 
! 

relatllfjns between European natlona6 It includes aspects . ' \ 

sueb. ~~ respect .tor sovereign equal.l ty, rit;jlt ·to change 

fronttfers · by peacefUl means and agr.eement: non-use of 

for~, respect fw temtorial 1ntesrJ.ty, peacefUl settlement 

of ;aisputes• non-S.nterventton 1n internal affairs, confidence 
I 

bfd.lding measures. notably prlor notlfleation of major 

· .. ni'~ll tary mai10euvree and the exchange of observers at ·these 

manoauvres. ·as \'fell as cortat.n aspects of socuri ty an4 

·· · disarmament. 

As in Final Document ls mentioned, nNoti.flcatlon 

1 ,1111 be glven of ma~or mi~t. tory manoeuvres exceeding a 

15 Palrlt1c1pat1ng states t10rat Australia. Belgt.um • 

=
. ~ a, Canadn, Cyprus, czechoslov8lda1 Denmal'k, 

F.· ~. &nnce, FRG, GDRt Preece, the Holy see, 
- y, l eeland, Ireland, Italy, Liechtenstein, 

L~. bourg, l·lal. - ta, t'lonaco, tho Netherlands, NOI"\1a)', _ 
Ppland, Portu6=11, Ra:nanta, Spain, Swaden1 s\11tzorl.and, 
Sian l-1art.no, TUrkoy • USSR, UK, USA and Yusoslavta. ' . 



total of 25,000 -troops, lndepe:a4entl.y or canbS.rled wtth any 

possl.ble air or naval <:emponents.16 

Dusket 2 deals with meaSUl'e at.med a.t .furtberlns 
co-operatlcm in the t1e14s of eeon<m10.t sclcDoe1 tectulolog 

and environment.. 

Basket S deals wt th t-noAS.aed bum en contacts. 

Thls basket also calls tor a I'Ooo~ tlon of tbe 'basic 

rights of lnd!v!du.ale as family Vlstte,. the reua.ton ot 

famUt.es, greater freedam. of travel tlll4 ~sed contacts 

between peoples. 

Basket 4 etltest:es tne resolution of tbe parties 

to give practical effect to the results ot the conference. -

It also ptovldes for a foll~up meetings of "presontatlves 

d-esip.tat by Fo~lgn tU.nisters to be held 1n Bel61'Qde l.n 

197'1. 
In the fJ.na1 docunent of Helelntd thel'e ls also a 

toxt concemed \4 tb relatl.ons be'tt1een tbe partt.ct.pats.ns -

states and non.-particlpats.ng Iledlten.-a.nean countrles. As 

lt readsl. 



1be princtpal. at.rn t.1l Utls ·relJU'd ll:laG to · seek by 

turther improvlns telatJ.ons l11th ~partlclpattns I1e41tenanean 

· stQ:tes. to increase mu'tUal eonttdence ao as to pl"Qllote 

securt. ty and stab11t ty 1ft the stntealcallY .Smportr.ult 

Mocti:terranean area, 

In Helslnld., the French ~ldent Vnl$17 G1scard 

4• Estat.ng sa14s 

~e doeutnents do. not, ln tbcnselves, 
guaro.ntee peaoe •••• Ht.s1:0J'7 baS tausht ua 
that. tbe balance of power t.o a pre­
requtsito for P~'9l!rOOa on detente and 
peace ••• the ops.n.t ot ctetente must brlns 
us to a ~t dlere \10 o:m set a llml t oa. 
the bars sa of this c.QllpotS.tlon tm4 tbls 
lSmS. t must be the tolerant, interference­
free ccmpetl. tlon of 1deo1ostes. • •. 18 

tna ~resWent of France then also J.Ddlcate4 taat 
to realize the afor&sa14 ob3ect1vas France t:ould press 

17 During tbo meet1nes of tbe secot.ld staee of the 
eonlerenee .toU0\11nC i·1e41 torranean states partlc£­
patecb Danocratt.c Ropubllc ot Algeria. Arab _ 
Republlc of Emt. IsJl!el1 ltl.rladan of t11orocco, 
syrJ.an A:reb Republic, l'Uili.slo. 

ts Ad4ress b)' G1scar4 d' Esto.1na at Helsinki., "' Jt4y 
197!1t in 18 !1~t 1 AU61S' 1915t P•1 St1 

, 



abead with efforts to mal«! t.ts etm ltid~ent 4efm1Ce 

ananSESllents in accordance w1th lts CQ:l1Ull1ments to tile 

Alll~e. 

For Belsra<te meeting tnere uas a preparatoey 

d1sousslon from 15 June to 5 August. 19T/ t'lhl<:b dret~ up the 

agenda a1'1d rules of pro~ fbe matn meetsag began e 

4 October 1flf7. 

1bo reView conference in 1ho non.allsne4 

YUgoetoda '\>A11cb. was b$14 ill 197'1 • aimed at provt<ltng a 

fresb opportuntty for the rum.allgnod countries to 11.nd 

commOA ground for a aomt policy on tho Redlterranean 

problena and to stri~ tor tbe <roo.tlon of an emrlroment 

in l.'Jht.ch peace and co-operation would preva.U. 

1be special ambassadors of the ttd.rtV-flve 

CSCE menbe.J.'o.states met 1n Beleracto fran 4 Octobor 19'17 to 

9 t•1arcb. 1918 to study tho t.ntenm results. 1bc meetlns 

however 41<1 not brlna abO\lt tbo doelred lmprovenents 1n 

the ameUoratlon of tenskms ln tho overan poll. ts.cal 

climate and ·contrtJntati.on over hlDan rletlto. Nonetheleos, 

tbe Eurapoan Ccmmuni ty pla.ye4 a . a1(501ficant role 1n 

.fa.cUi.tating constructs.ve dial.oeuo between the Eaot aD4 

tbe t;1eat on var1ous complex issues, such as the HullOJl 

R1gllts. As a. result, tb.ere came about a oartaia clarity 

re&U'dl.DB diUerent perceptl.t?DS ~eld by41f£orent p~ol-

. pe.t1Dg t4tatEls at tbo conferGnCo.• 



France wae tn~ted 1n enss.ns the tension ~· 

Bast E1Rl ueat. Fr&neEi looked at tb.e cscs as an tnstt.tu,. 

t1onall?A.t1on of the detente process at least s.n Europe. 

fte Fr'ench believed ~bat tbe ob~ect ot tbe CSCE was to 

1nvol.ve tne peop1es. at dtfferent level.s t.n. aotual.S.atJ.tg 

detente. The Frend1 del,ega.tton at the Belgrade Meet~.ns 

made clear t ts .of.f1clal policy as followm 

'lbe main Ea.stem reaotkm $S to invoke the (FI.nal. Act) 

pri.nolple ot non-t.nterventlon in the tntemal aftatrs ot 

other states. 'lhtt tleat ln tum pot.nted out Ulat tba:t 

pl'1nc1p1e concerned l10Xtl-1egt time. to acts SUdl as the 

tb.reat or use of force. At BelgrQ4e. tho t1estem countries 

proposed 1tle t.mpl.men•td .. on of tbG oxlstlna FI.Ml Aot into 

praot.t.ca. 1:ne European neutral and DCJl'J-alllJled nats.ons 

tabled a \dda varlety · cf n0\1 proposals on simllar 11nes. 

The East also ltsted n cons1cleztablo 'OtJnber ot proposals 



enoouragtag tra<te an4 itdwrtria1 co-operation, no ttrst uso 

ot nuc1~ wapems, l'l0n-expml810Jl of mi.lttary eUt.ance. 

0\l~ of bUt'Jdred proposals 11blch wei'Et 1lote4, bartll¥ any ot 

than was adopted. fb.e \1eet .b.Oped to use <the opportunt.tt 

prov14c4 by the Del~ meetans to ~e Eas~ 

countries to ltupl'OV'e this .mo4eat record of lmplellen:tats.on. 

Al th01Jl#l 1ft& ftnal Act to a large t"tJttent ret:Lects tbe 

\festerA coracept ot detent&, at Belgrade tbe sovt.et Union 

accused the \'lest ot usifts the bUmaD rltttts issue trl ordar 

to diver-t 1tle meett.ns t0\1al\\a ldeo1ogl.cal controntatlon. 

A notablo teatl1re of the Belgrade ContereDCe was 

the hamony ot netm among tfOStem countries. FJ'Qrl. 11\e 
• 

earliest days o£ tbe cscs, 1be allles consulted togetber 

on gaols and tactics and tbose a~s coatlnuecl ~ 

attor He1slnld.. Tho North Atlantic Council aesleted. by 

1 ts polt.ts.eal OQTinS. ttee, bas regularly mont tored Eaetern 

lmp1Emonta'tlon of tbe F1Dal Act and the l"ePorts were 
suhn1tte4 t\d.ce a ya>.r to tbe ttlnlsterlal sessions ot. the 

Council. ~ dUrinG Ute meQ'tlnn 1ft BG1$1'0.4e, aUteci 

4olegatlons met frequQntay to exchanse VS.ews on the 

developing st. tua'tlo.n. 

Tho Belgrade mGetiftS confl~med that the pranl­

nence Given by tb.G F1nol Aot to the tn:man rt.t)l ts dlmenslcm 

ot detente 'WOuld rema.t.n as one of tho maJor tactoro of 

Eae't).\'!est ·rele:tt.cms. 
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Dtt.ferent ideas GXS.et about tbe result of1be 

CSCE Review Ccmtetenee thoudl lt df.d not craata any 

major polS.tlcal advotltage to ettber side, nor 41.4 lt 

prauote 1.1\e cause of· peace nnd security l.n the world as 

1 t 1as tn41.oated. t.n ,._, Hol.elnld. FJ.nal Act. 

~ermo.re,. the USSR SP~ Olf a Contl'OV'eJ'Qf 

at the Review Conference lft regard. to ·the s~ng up ot 

a pemanent po1t.tlca1 ottgan to ensure sacun ty tn Europe• 

but '11.1bout the partt.ctpatlon tn tt of 'tle United states 

a!l4 Cana.4a. 1\'le ldeologtca1 oonirontatS.on remalnod 

unabated bet\feon tbo East and the \1est as tbe soviet 
Union nnd S.ts allJ.os QOntlnusd to claim that the lmperlallst 

countries ba4 to Gt13Uw detente only bacause of the 

npolltleal,. econanlc and. mS.J.ltary ml8flt ot Soviet Union"• 2D 

tbon, thei'O ls no doubt tbat after tb.e Hols1nkl tbe 

ttarsaw 'bloc forces ln Central and tlorthem Europe wore 
• 

ft.u-ther strengthened, 

The \1ostom. powers expressed their opposl tt.on to 

the establ1ab:llent of a pemanen't lnat1 tutionall.zt;d 

meoban!.sn" 'lbey, hOWeVer, supported tbe review fran tt.me 

to time Ulo lmplanentatlon of the Holslnkl resoluts.ond 

so as to fUrthering the· process .ot: :detente in tbe 

future, 
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As provlded tor in tbe SetJQl'Jd Basket, l t 11at1 

&:peoted tbat ttlere ~ baa su'batantl.alincrtJase tn Ute 

Bast-trest tftlde. 21 I~eeci th~e waa a mMlfo14 ~ee 
tn til.& oommerof.a1 excbansos, and there· was also ~­

co-operation ln the ac1ent1t1c and tocbnolog1cal t1elds. 

But the confidence bUUdltts measures envisaged ln tile 

Hel~lnkl Accord hnd. bstm aCGetU.ng1y moctest ln scope 8ll1 

l.t.ttle use was mode at~ ~· ms .no notteeable 

progress In lnlomatton oxcbanges. Exchange of 

booka between tho ttto blocs ~s Oftly one o14ed• tbe SOV1et 

~olts ~ freely sold in \1estem countries 't1heroas the 

sale of 'tles1ef'n books ( partl.calar1y on soolal sciences) 

\1aS 4lacow:-agect t.n tbe SOVS.et uns.on.. Tbe la~r arsuect 

that Ute Flml. Act does not involve an obligation to 

"flins open tho door for ant£-.SoVlot aub\rerslve p~•.a 
ThOugh .tono\1l.ng the Helsl.nl.d. coDZerence tho tn.mon ridlt 

gaups came lnto exlstence in Eaoto.rn Europe but tbe 

question Of human ne,hts ond 41ssenb tn ·iDe SOvlet Union 

ranat.ned untackled.. 

Best.d:es the propo.oal tor a Confefttlce on 

Dtsarm001ent in Europe (CDS) (at Bel{JI'ado CSCE meetlnB) • 23 

21 

22 

tralter Laquaur, lbld. 

xmata. 4 Septenber 19'15. 
23 statenent by Ph111ppe ltl.obard at Belgrade of 

t7 Febl'\UU'f 19181 c1tecl in La Ronde,. 1.9 Febwarr 1nl'llft ' ' . . ' 
.;iiiVt 
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Clscar4 4'Estalng fomally SUMGste4 a CDS U\ hi.$ UNESD~ 

speech, .ln. t·lay 197$• In znebotaan411n subsequently ser.t to 

tbe tN.l"iY-ttve cOtUltrles of tho CSCB and to Al.ballta, 

Fr-anca proposed a tvm-stago CDS. In tbe tS.rst stase1 .new 

elMs t cont14e~lu1141Dg rnoa~) for conventional, at.r 

aDd. ground torces. tncludlfts. priOJ' notltleatlon ot .cer1:a1ft 
' 

mUt.tan acts.vs.ttea,. t10Uld be nesottai:e4. Ut4lke the 

Cll-te pi'OV1de4 in tbe Helelnkl Ftnal Aelt 1ft t975, tbich 

are almost entire1y voluntary aJl4 \1bi.ch exterd ~Y 250 

km into SoV'le"' B~ teft'l't0!7; these new CB-1s wa44 

l)e nu.1ndaton, ~ttable, m111tai'U.y et#Jllticant CUJd 

applicable an CNGr- Europe.. In thO aecol'd etaso. negott.o.­

te4 11mtto:tlona aut rer:tuotlons tiOUl.4 be pursued S.n 

cOMents.onal, alx-, aM grouncl lorces--est)ect.e.Uy those 

oq.US.pped td.th ma3or oftenst.vo eopabUt.ty, sucb as tanks, 

artlllery en4 flshtor alrcratts. The CDE '-as only one of 

the proposals deaS.cnod to tcoUS.ta.to France+ s roi»rn to 

multuatoral. securl ty <l1a1oguea to amble J.t to bavo o. 

oa.y on tbe attanpts at pranot~.ns al.l.-European seou:rl_.. 

At tho sane tsme. l11tterrer.d' s Docanber 1m proposale 

for a net1 Europe.:m Security Confer'OilOe lnoludect cllscusslon 

on nucl.ear ~PeGS as wen. 24 

Behind tbo ~<Ulate4 caoe ma4e out 

by tbo Frencb .for the CDS, there t1a1 an un4er1ybts · 

.IIHII.J.L .. P IJIIJ ... 



mottve, and th1s was that the CDE COUld absorb tbe MBFR 

and/Or m1 tigate 1 ts t)ffects as ·t t \1aS 4cmil'Jated by ~ 

super Pol1U's. !be otf1cf..a1 French post.tlon, as stated bJ" 
F~cols-Poncet, ~~ ttQur lntenti<m S.a owtously not 'to 

J.nterfere t.n 'these (t-1&FR) negott.atlons and we sea no 
reason~ tbe t\10 dlould not be ·conthi.ted sltm.dt;.meoualya.25 

Sane polt. tical ccmmsntaw~s cons14ered that tb.e French 

Goverrment' s proposal tor CDE was t.ndeal a VOI'ttable challenge 

to the on-going t-1&FR negotiations. 

Ae tho EaEJ1).\iest ccmtrw.ersy f1flel* 1tte mman 
Rlghts had artsen o.t 'the Belsrade Conference, tbe Frenoh 

bad. foJ:teaeen ttnt tbe East-\1est 4lscord over Junon 

rt.shts and oiber related S.sS'tlea mlaht prevent prosress on 

a QDE.. 1berofore• tbW c.nw1aaged. CDE as an eutoDQ!lOUG 

negotiatb>g forum• l11th no ll»lt to the CSCS. Hovever, by 

the f,Nmt.llefi Of 1919, rz.anoe bad Sl)roed, as a result Of 

4eUberat1onc wt1b.1n the Atlantic AUt.once as well as 

consultat1ons t!ltb the neutro1 ard Non.alt.(Jled (NNA) 

states, that 1ts CDE proposal could. be linkat to the 

CSCE process,. al'l4 tnnt the CDE negottatt.oas might occur 

\11 tllln tbe brOader tmnewoz4t of lu.maJl contracts, and 

econant.c excb:anges. Even. then Ute vs President ~ 
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dt.4 not 4eolslvel.y support the ODE proposal. ae aueb. 2.6 

tfft4er the Reagan Admlrllotratlon, the us extende4 

support to tht!! French CDB proposal oray to avold the 

,ccmre.ns.na of a EUJ'Opcan ctisam.am.en't -OOUerence wltb.otlt the 

AUiance e»beslon and aottina out constructive P~· · 

ttons. seo.u.-lty princlples encanpa.~tsed by U\e cscs, ine 

CDE proposal whlch the F~ t.ntroauced at tke Madns 

RfWle• Conterenco ·t.n Daoenber ,_ consl.derably4lttered 

~rom the ·one moot04 l.rl May 1918 1ft tbat ~be ens vas 

tlrmlJ" t1al to the C$01 pJ•<u;,ese •. · 'Jhe Vestem. AUlance 

au.pp0$4 tbe ,.._. CDS proposal alii Lt becam$ a ctmmon 
/ 

position ot the a1Ue4 powers at U1e cscs. fbe earll&l" 

us ob~eott.on to the CDE prop·osal ba4. arisen beCause ot the 
ousp1cton about the praotlcablli tv .of tho second stage 

dt.acussecl ea.rlt.er. 

The .fact is that Franoo b;;l4 beCQJle 1sa1.ate4 ban 

most of file East-. Heat arms eontl-01 toru:ns aDS uas subjected. 

to orl ts.ctsns, o1'JI.D5 to 1 to non-partt.c1patlon ln tbo nBFR.. 
and 'the dtsarmament canm£ttee a't Cen.eva as weU as ba.VS.ns 

not s1EJle4 treatt.ec like the ,96, ~ test ban and the 

1968 Non.-Pro1Uorat1on '!Yoo.ty. Ttras the CDB proposal T$1B 

\ 
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part of a aet of proposals calQ.\la~ to ""'instat$ ·h'ance 

i.n tha mul:ttlateral. sacuri ty dlal()fPetJ tn a ooutrudttw 
taah£on.,21 

tn the pert.Od leadllJ.,e Up to the Madrid conference 

Eas'0-~1est NlatS.ons 4eterloratod eart.ous1y, espeoi«UY 

between 'lte t\10. Sl.li)Gr Po\'IQI's1 and ·t~s. the end ot 1918 

a new problem arose.. ·fb.e sovJ.et mUt.tary' intervention in 

Atgbanlstan \ao construed to have Vlolatod the prinolp;Le . 

Of the Fl.nal. Act_ 

SOViet interventt.on may .a.ot ba:U'e atteotect the . ' 

terrltori.al i.nteGr1't1 ot e cscB s1ptor, but ~e ot. tbe 

prtnclples of the Flna1 Aot, such os non.-~terterenca 

tn. other' a tntornal ~atn bad to be hOJ\Oured. ill relations 

even to the· non-et.snatorr oout1tr1es as ~ 
' 

The t-taart.4 toUo.up moettng took Up l.or 

discussion t.n the So'O'let lntervont1on 1ft A.fgtwn1stan, 

and S.ts t.mpl1ca:t1cmo for EUror>atm security. 

But at U1e t-1~4 follorJ-up r:neetll'ltl aa at the 

Bel61'34e, the partlcd.ponta agree4 to tleal. t4Ul those 

S.ssues on. wbS.ch a consensus bo4 bean roachett. Proposals 

t10ro su'bnS. tte4 on mUt. to.ry aspects of detente, sudl as 



a ban on tbe first use ot nuclear ~potts, non..~ 

of NA!O and the \1Vs&.t1 Pact ard a&lt'tlons to tbe catalogu.~ 

of eontidet~~Gk-b\dl.dlrlS measures. Ot:ller' ltens r~lated to 

ecotlQilS.c co.operatlon bot'deen EOE.Jt at14 l1ost. 

At r-tadrt4• there lnG n ~ d1vlsl.on. bloo-

, 1'1lee, on the issues to be 41sewts~ l1b1le .the S~Qto 

uante4 ehllrp tocu.s on securS. ty J.ssuos, tb.e west lnslstent 
eonsi4~ratlon of tha lbnan .RltiJ.te as '\1C!U e.e 'the 

Atsbanlettmt.ssu.e. Boeause ot tbO absence ot any aocord. 

on these leeues, tlte Ma4l'td iollow-up ended. In a fiasco. 

But l'7estern E~ neutral., non.allgne41. ard East 

European countries were aU keotl to nvort taU.ure at the 

r-tadrlt.t contorenoe. 

Unlt.ke the USA.t tho 't1ost European nations 

tr1Qd to~ tbelr oconcmlc co-operation wltb the 

East European and in part1c.tlar \11 tb. tho SOVlet Unt.OD. 

On& Important example ls the p!pellne project. rQlatecl 

to tho 6\.lpply of Ul.o natural sas contracts. In fo.ot; 

\'lest Europeans 4Ufored trora tho us oloo on h0t1 to 

transact eoonant.c OJld cQlltllerclol rela.tlons \d. th tba 

sovs.ot UDS.on. west Fmopean countnoo 1191'0 lntereatad 1D 

cont1nuatlon ot detonto al14 lf tho t.lo.dri4 meatl.ng \101'0 to 

Ql'OVe a te.Uur~.f tbey t10ulA loso more 'than the Sovlet 



As 1 t ws proposed by the. SOVS.et. Unlcm that 1t 

11ould. not agt'ee to hold· artt more cscs follow up meets.ns 
' 

tmless a declSS.on was ~eaobed to hold tbe 41saxtnament 

conference. .so 'tb.e stertS.ng point ·~or nosotta-tlons tJl 

tbis reaard t.n the military aoctoJt Wtte 1he Frencb. propo$91 

to convene a Coiltoronce on Oisamament tn Europe (CDE) • 

Tbe Be member states bad. endorsed tbo French proposal on 

20 NOVEmber 1978; and tn• aim at Ma4tl4 \1a.S to Obtain a 

cleai' mandate to ho1d the CDS nego&ttons. 

At the Hadr14 m•tlng there camo up o1ber 

proposals, sudi as 1hose mooted by the neutra1 eftd mm. 
alf.gnsd nattons (NNA) tlb1cb. el.eo supported the Fl'el'1Cb. CDB 

· proposal., But tba Pal.lah proposnl. was aimed at convent.ng 

a Conference on n~i tary Detente and D1sumament ( CiDD) • 

to avol4 tbe CSCE-CDB Unkage. In the enct the Baat-l1est 

controversy led the nelJ)tl.atlons to toous on the Frendl 

proposal all4 tbO Pollsb PI'Qposal. \1blch camed. approva1 

of Ule SOViet Uut.on. 

Atter the SOVS.eii-encouraged impost. tlon of 

marttal lal1 1n Poland 1n December 1931, t.blcb. vlolatecl 

various p,.ovs.slons ot tb.e Helst.nld. Final Act, l t became 



dlttloult .for Ule ttestarn PC11eh to proceocl on a •bastneaa 

as usual• baa1s. 

In Sop•ber t9S!S.t the t4a«rr.d CSCE 4ellberattQtu:J 

raacbed a consenSLtS .on a conoludibg 4oC\tllent, lncludlas a 

mandate for a COB. Tbe tlrst CDE 4oU'bol'atlOM bePQ in 

stockholm 1n Jatl\W'Y 1SS4; and we !mown fol'm8lly as the 

COUO&"el'lCG on COMtdence ard Secur-1 ~:BuUding Measures 

an4 Dl~Qftlament ln Et.u-ope. Ill this confereJlCe• as tbe 

French ha4 proposod ln. the ~ nudlear issues vere 

not 1nel.uded, b r~aulile ot the stockholm col'lte~tenoe 

uUl be atJsessed by tba part:lct.patory states at tbe 

uext review meets.ns of the ·CSCB to be tt£4 ln Vienna 

ill NOVember 1£66• 

tbe princloal e.tm of the CSCB atld the toUow-. 
-. t . 

ut; confereme$ l:::r~-to~ bUS.1A up ·con£1donQe-ra1slng 

meohanldlls wS.ib a vlett _, ranovtng or· J'Gduc!Dg tbe risk of 

warm ~a. ~so QDo 'tl71ns througb. its CDE 

intUa.tlve to 'brt.nn a~t ·a klnd of 41sarm~ t.n Eua-ope, 

1:1b1eb. may enaure produott.ve peacefQl co-EQd.stenoe, but 

wt. tbout any tear of tbe two S\lpel\PPOtier condcmlnlun. 

UptU recently, even though the SUper Power nesots.ats.ona 

have been resumed on 'the SALT OXl 1be sTART, yet there 

bas not been much proaross ,-eglswred on any of the 



so 
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cotttrol negotlatiOD#, tbe'fher on the strawatc,, or the 
' 

NBFR ()J' on the xwr. one bas ODly to be oautlous in 

li>Heastmg on the CDE negottatS.ons. :su.t then what i.e 

gOOd ot S.t ls tha~ debate to prevent war ls contt.ra.d.ns 

with the t.nvolve4 partlcs ~ct.patta.s ·iu1t. 

...... 



x• ,, by a quirk O.f b.lsW17t so to ear. tbat 

the -. SUper Po~s , bappent!d to vt..etr unsympathetlcal17 

(each tor lta own reasons) the ~lAtl~ ot tbG 

SooialS.st ~at in Franco. Aa a leatlSns power tn 

~o,e, S\lsplclon erose ta the minds of both ihe supel'-

1?0\101'8• lest S. t should tum.: out 'to be a factor ot 

turbUlence t.n E\WOpean poll tics• Bo1b the super POl$rs 

baY$ been unhappy l11th tbe crittoal dlspoalts.on t~ 

1ban shOwn by tho FJ-eaob soclal1ste ss.r.ce early 1970s. 

1\le ~ sooialists on tho eve ot eleot10ft8 1n m1d-

t981 bad opcm,l.y ocmdenned. tho sovt.et mtlltaey ln~tlon 

ln Atstmntstan, and then the smet-lnspired PoUah 

suppression ot ihe "SOlS.darttyn Polim t1o,.kers Ur!d.on. 

1ben lt tas also o.pprobendect 1n the US ihat tbe 

sootaUst Conmunlot coa11tt.OJJ. in France rnt~t 1:l.lm 

against the NATO f.1o4emlaat1on. PJ.an. Here ln this 

reSQI'd, ono hOB only to recaU thO ftl.oft-Unl tytt 

proaramme dl'afted ln 1912 by rra.noots r:tltterand, \\bleb 

bnd stressed on genero.l end VGJ'lftabl.e·: 41sarm~, 

.- S1 • 



a.b01f.Uon of the ftPorco 4& Frapp~. a1Jd the 41sooatt.llwl. 

tS.cm ot Bl!rls sal&s 1» the co1onta11ot1 raolst and 

:tasolst: ta•ee 1ft. tile '.l.bb'd tTOdd. 1 Kwn enrl.lor, ut 

tbe tltne ot #1e PNI.d4entlal eleotlons in~ ln 196,, 
J'ttanools Rl ttenand bo4 COA4em!le4 tbG ft01d.On Of 

lmlepetl4ent French nudlear loroe dQ~.t4ng it as 

"inef.reottv~: oostly and <t~a"'.a 
BWft 1n bl$ !"&CQllt book &a nUl W\~$.t!I!BJ 

Ml tte~ oaye, "NOthins disposes me to postulate tbG 

neceeslty ot ·the· Atlantlo a111Qftca1 tm4 X would ._ 

sats.st1e4 wl'lfi a sJ.:t.uatlon tfbtdl \1CU14 make ·s.t 
4oltlact. •• r' 

Nott:11tbstol'ldiftB tb.e fact tilat ftane&, dUo to 
its epoclal stn~s t4tbt.n Ule AUt.ance, had no band 1n 

4~6 the ~tr.:lok NA1'0 deeleS.cm of December t9'19t 

Fl:'$Dco1o tJtt~ assured tbe us that Prance·· uoul4 

remain a tim supporter ct tho Atlanttc alltance ard 

of lts Deoanber 1979 deciaton to lnata1 CN.tse tm4 

Uiklli!IIJIII:II .. : ·a 4111P XM· 

2 

' 



Persbl.ns 1% M1esUes ill WGstern E\.U'OpG ( '~ not f.n . 

Ftancs) unless tbe SOViet um.on ~ to SC#SP ita new 
sS.:.ao mlssUes. 4 SUch a mcwe by ~s, f4£tterran4 

C;!nCQUraget R~ to Wt.oate ha.ppilf ill JUly t98t Otta\10 

Summit, titat he bad be®. p1easont1y surpnsat by 

ttMl~' s reaolut®.esstt 1r1 tba· taoe ot tbe sovs.et 
threat.' 

\ihen the SO'V.'I.et «elosatton walked out of tho 

pl.~ seaslo!l ot tho 'Ul1rty tt.rst t~Bm (tJfutt.l al14 

13alanoed Forco R«tuotJ.on) neaott.a:tt.ons ·~.n Vienna 0t1 15 -
December 1S83, tbe last ot the t~e a~ms centrol talk$ 

hatS botm bfttken ott. tn tact' CQl'ipetitlon ot \h$ umo race 
beWeen #141 ttJo SUp~ Powen ls not tl new pbenan~ Zta 

btstorr .goes back to '954 ( ~ theatre nuol~ weapons, 

'!Nl'Ji ~ 4,ep1oyed .I# ~e) aD4 was- tile result of the 

DuUes doctrine of ttmasslve Htallatt.on•. 6 It le ln the 
\iak$· ot atch a 4evolopnent that the SOVlet lJD1o}1..1ecl warsaw 

Treaty Or~zotlon (l1TO) came ll\to c:m1stence ta t·tay 1955 • 

. u • ,n- · ·alliin-~~ 

6 



A ~ ear1le~, tbe 1Nl4~ Republic o:t CkUtnan)' bact al$0 

beOQ'n.e a maaber oJ the NA'l'O. Fe~ DGW cbaUetlgos to 
1ts own seourity, sovs.n Ur4on develope4 ·.tn late 1950s 

I. ttl capabUi ty to roWJ.aw \dtll $•tostc nucl_,. weapons 

of. lts own. As • romAt, oredlblltty of· trmassJ:tre reta1iatlon" ._ 

besan to erccte. tto'beft RoNan~ Presld.ent Kennell' o 

seorete.17 Of Defense Pl-OUOSG4 in Nay 1962 a pOlicy ot 

"flexlblo ~•prmeot7 tor the NAto ttbi.Qh was ratU:lecl by 

the NAtO mtrd.stewr lft.l)ecem'bfdt 1967•· 1'be De\1 strategy 

· ·soupt to ®tel' a~,$S.on ~ the NA-m Vla4 oanpr1stng 

oonventl01'$l, thoatrJ Jl\\olear, at'ld ~trates;Lc DUc.leaf :t<rces. 
At a"bo\lt tb.o same tme1 Ulere uas recrma14ere,tion ot 

m.llf. tarv s~tegy 1rl ~. \>hich respOJ'ldeCI by wlthdraldng 

from tbe NAto mtlltary C.OllllatJd as t1011 as framing 1'te own 

strategy, aanuQ.y mus AZ!Mtna. 'lhe D.Q\1 Ftencb ttratesf 

aimed at meetlft8 w11m any CbaUenge tran any quarter. SUcb 

e. dt.sposi Uon. was D(M ill tho sense tbat 1 t did not 

spec1flcall.y attn at the USSR, as \'40.S 'tbe case w1 tb tbe 

NA'l'O. 1'hen alt,to there ~a t.ntenso 4ebate, m1ch ae oa 

I!Jlke Manetlel4• s move regarding rodttotlon of Amsrlcan 

troops in ttestern Et.tropo. In O'tbe~t words, 1he hesauODto 

'bl.polar structures ot the two super Po\"left were slvJ.ng 

•• . _ II N1 LP l . t 1112!' . 'IIi$ r Ill 



''· 
Wf to mul.ti~tt· 

ln late 1960s ap~J't 1r«n tbe HaJ:mel RepOrt, 

tiblcb stresare4 on 4etonte, defence .and 4G'tGI"JWtoe1 theM 

was no ·new ma~r deve1opaent,\ But ttlm \flUe 4ebatc:t l1afJ 

got.as en 1f1 bOth Ule b1.oce on 1:ba model.t. Ues ot detente, 

the BA1'0 telt ~ ovett ~· I'~ develop.. 

mentli 

( t) xn~on lr1 tbb sovt.ot Unlon of a Dett ~ 

tl-011 of theatre =otoar ~rtaJ 
(2) tncreastaa obsolesormco of NA~ s lon&-,~e 

thea~N i»c1oaJ;' toi'CfJS (LRTNF).,, 

(') Aobl~ent 'b7 - SOViet uas.on ot stratesto nuclear 

Pari.tr with tbb UJU.te4 states.8 

~most c!Set\lfbt.ng faotw tor the NA1'0 at 

'tblG time teD tbe 4o£Aopnent. ·ot SEJ-20 mlas1.1es and 

Backt$.re beml)ers in 1he coo.. tt&l.d1 \138 regafded as a 
new dtallmso· ~ ·the westeftl al.lianoo. 11le ss.20s GJltil)lecl 

tb.e SO'V1et tJDt.on to target m '\1estem &Jrope m24 parts of 

AA.a \11 fh 1onga~W-raDSOt blf#\17 accurate mut tt.ple, 

t.n4epeftdent1y ta~setnb1e ~entry veblclea (t•URV4) 

mobUe, 1an&obaee4 sysCans, aU.owms NAfO' s LR& Ioree 

8 
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DeCEfJibSJ' tf79 

necanber 1980 . 

Decenbel- t591 

March 1$81 

t-1a.roh 198J 

December ·198.3 

10 

70' 

140 

200 

aTO 

300-··. 

,,1 
;569 

1JO 

2,0 

420 

600 

a to 

900 

1,0,, 
-t.JOfl 

* E:Kaot tt.~s aro c1a."st.fle4J these l'llnben are 
baaed on tho moat J~G1lable uncl.o.ssltlcd. estimates. 
'lbe last ft..(Jlre cf DeCCitlbel' 1!83 ms contlmed by 
the US Defense secrettu? Ce.a-par \1ein"berger on. 
,, December 193,. 

sources us Depar1mont ol state arid Department ·ot J>efense 
Cited in Jo;t c.. SAyder, 1b1d. • P• 925. 
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lt t.s wonb ~tns that .1ft the pl'Oeeaa ot <~etente., 
prlnct.ple ot equal security tor e111b.e states 1n both 1lle 

blOC$ ·tae mutual~1J agreed to tPlde 1:ho SAL'.r nesott.ationa. 

fh~ then an amendment vas mooted by the Ser&ator ttennt 

Jackson tn 191:! tha:t the OlONsaid prf.no1p1tJ \10\4d not 

make the US· stmtoa~.c tqrce t.nterior to that ct the swt.ot . 
unt~•o 

A1thc\1F ibe SAL'l II asreeneat bas not bQen 

ratittect. lilt S.'t l4J poas1b1Et that tlr11te4 states mt~t cease 

to· ~speot t.ts prtnot,pl.es ater '' .~ber tSJJS, •• 
tl'eaty exptres. lt ls f)Jtt!:!mature tQ <JI.scuss the posst.ble 

outcane of the super P~ 41a10$10 Ntl\IJled recently on 

the START (stratesto Alma Re4~c:tton :fa1u). 

Irons.callr enougb.1 the Rea&'ln Adminlstl'atlon 

ls gene~U7 btarAel tor haVing lnitlatet! the arms race 
for 1t deployed. new mloU.es in ~ Theso mlosiles 

ba4 been. mad.e 4ur.tng the NiXon A&nlnlsttatlon. . But 

. evidently lt was tho carter Mlninlstra.Uon 'tillch provoked 

the i!New Cold tru•. ln 1979; Presldtmt eartor ba4 

tJlt. tlate4 •a llS\1 1ool:c" at conventional operations•' lhe 

us 'Assault-Breakert programme proposed the dewlopnent 

ot non.nucleaJ' mlssl1os. to cbeck the SOViet eecontl-ecbelon 



fOrces and- to proftdo 'he eventunl. ol.~U•e to th& NAtO 

long-~ theatre wOlear toroeo as. an tnwsm · 
s0lu~1t 

As ti·tated earlier, t.t ls Ptresldent carter 'lho 

·bad l~ted the NATO I!)Qdernl..ta.tlon pl.an 1n 1978. But 

it t~ -~ ue~ger the·· present us Defenn MLfll~;~tw 
'Who not on1y JMpportoa the ~ and eaioraed t.t at ·the· NA'm 

aummt.• o~ Juna 1932t bUt also s~,t ~ lmpl .. t lt. . 

Bettteen la-te 1979 and October 1~1, the NAtO mod_emt~tlon 

pl;cm teS st.ven 'the 1ook ot a fte\1 doctrlne,. •Deep strttm• 
'b~ n:---"'. ROr1DWtifi. ~- ~-,--.ft A·n-· _..........._....._... !:It·-~ ~ 1:! :1 ~"f;Wi. U"l' ~' ·w~ ~·~'!!W' ~ ... 1i:KoJ ~~'011 f ~·vv..,..1t 

RoSGi'S beUevetS that •• RA'.t'O OQ4d <ml.Y ~Odntw tb.e warsaw 

Pact at~- tbOO.tre nuclear end atra:t$gf.C mclear levels. 

He, stressecS tbat the NA'Jl needed to be able to face tbe 

adva~ e.tmllenga at tbe conventloMl .!!.evol ns wen. 
•ts ms aot so 'because the laCk of an etfeottve CODVentloMl 

-eat>nllUl ty '\10144 torCG liAf.m into 011 early nuclear release 

anA thus UiUtemtl.ne tbe 1 ftexlble NGPOASd • Rogers' e 



P1at1 ttronow • On Fo~ Attack• •e to 4lreet 1;200-'10•000 

deep-strike mlssUea carryf.DS oonventtonat ~hee.4s 

asawt tho S<NS.et "~eeb.elon totmattons. 1' 

ROgers pian l~t~ aeon as. ~ alternatlve to f,l.rst 

use ot theatre mtcl.ear weapo!l8,14 atd must fOJ'ce th• l1arsaw 

Pact to ttlspene am il01: to ooncenwate ort the attack, 

111 t919 the Atlentio A111ance agteed on~ 

strAte61o armaments Whloh. led. to 1;b$ •dual track• 4eo1sS.ona 

PiNt, to deploy 662 Crul.se MtssUes a.ul 108 PertJht.ns U 

BallS.sttc t41sslles. ln SVopeJ &114 secondly, to seek 

. MAOttatt.ons WS.tb the SoViet Uld.<m lor mu'fual re&t~ 
ot inwzmost.ate range mf.s&U·os wl1hS.n ilii'OPe. 

\be effeottwneso ot ibe plan persua4e4 tl:le 

Russ~ to sh.ov \11Uf.a8leas to 110tl0t1ate \1be1'l Bre=ov 
ask04 ·~ alliance to dr-OP Ul.et.r plcnoi,, 

Xn Novaabor 1~1, us in concert wl'th. its 

14 so. yd D •.. sutton. John. n.. Lnftdx'J.I "New Dlrectt.ou 
1n conventtoaal Defenctn• I!~. f.tardl. 
Aprll 1~4. vo1. 26t no. 2~W.~ 10. 

1S ~. 7 October 19?9,- eit,ci' tn A. Bawa, n. 2, 
p. 12 •' . 



eWes susseetec~ tbe r-ero· op\lon straiJeSV; 16 accordblg 

1:0 •tcb. 'US was p~ to caACel its 4er;tl0JIIIenl ot 
P$*'tJhUlS n ald. ptO\Dl la.-at Ol'Ul$G ml.ssUes1 U ~ 

soviets ttOUl.cl f'elnOVe their ss-a>, ss-4 am. ss-5 mieslles. 11 
l:n ............ "":"""' "'""'• t'!-.. .......... ft ... - ..................... ~ ... _. QAI'ft,,~__. 
· .. ·· ,...,..,~.,, '1.+1&1# gyv~v.w:J ~-~ -~" V•~l •~~ ·~"""'~Qol. 

medium~ mts£41~ ODilY la respOnSe to thO US to.rt1tlld 

base4 l'l\UAear ~ Ia ~· 1*a,;18 11\et~ fUrtbett• the· 

sovtets came up wi.Ul ·tlltlr 0m.to1enl- a-eeee• proposal 
eusgesUng 'fbe stopp1f18 ot eplo,mcmtt, t.n 1tlhteb. case Ute 

SOVlets ~ retain 16a S~»s l111tl 186 wrheads in 

~ 11blle the tts 1fQlld bave no 1ont.J-f'aDSG mlsail.ea 

the~-. 
' As a rem1t, there came about a deadloCk.. 

1'he SOYI.e'ts seemed neltbel' t411ti)S to do anytb.t.ng abOut 

the Pol.lsb cri.SS.o .now t.n relation. to tbe RuSIJlan tfPermanent 

lntervenUOA• t.a. Af~staa.· !be Americans reta.lle;te4 . 

16 Reagan• s speech at Natl.onal. Press ClUb (l"Jash.i.ngtOD), 

: ~!~:~a 1r~ru~s:m:;fFt~~A o~ton 
}leagan Defence_ Programs•. Q£.1:!&1• 'VOl. Z1, no. '• 
Fall 1!83; P• 6,a.t~ . . 

17 ~";,· Naunan,.· ~ ·for , ... Idles, 1932)• P-• to.~ 
18 RUSsian RaalboOk, 111, ,iO,,AJml!i .. 1:bl :Q!ceat ,lg &!£9M 

(Moocow, 1SBJ) • p. . • · 
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~Y deploying ·the NAto mlssUes la Europe, even whel\ MU 

of 11:8 aU.lee were umdJ.lmg to be helpful Sa tile ma.-ttett. 

A4de4 to t..·t, the Reagan, Admb.lstratlon ht.UJ now CQlllten* a 

new 4e'bate on the strateslc Dstace It4tiatl¥e, (SDl)t 

tfht.dl may tlaturanr J.nv1 te Russtan. ·COUll.t~easures t.o 

the to= of the fte\1 SOViet ml.ss11es ss x..a (as 

4ealgnate4 'DY the Pentason)•·'9 

awe we may look back aDS brletlr 1\Wlc;JW •e 

rrencb ap:proadl. t~ tbe aas rec~uotloa talks• As mta! 

en"lt.er. tbe ~ob bad retuo(da» to ~cLpate ln tb$ 

r.tBFR talkst for the latteJ!t lJl tt111lr vt.w, c0t44 invent 

'<rae areas. su.eb as Central .~OJ or specla1 importanoo 

for atms conw01 or re<Juots.on. SUCh a step .could tu 

1 teeU be lnocnductve to peaco, ~. they ,.,Gleaned 
ttte l.aittatloa of tb.e strategto Arms Limt:ta1:lon falke,. 

tor tboy· ·d14 DOt aaeot u.o FNAoh atttatest.c force. 

But ns tbe SALT nosott.atlons proceeded,. the 

h'Mdl Foretp Ml.ft!.eter noted ln '"'' tba.t tbe SALT l 



/ 

agreenent was 4es1(Jl~ to keep w1 tbln apeoitto llml:ts the 

S\lper Pow~ etratesto ~. :sut then then· t1aa 

apP"henaion lest the two SUptW Poraen ·sb.OU14 readl on 

aocorcl em the oomcnlnlun eo aa· to p~Wt\te theh' 

beg~ ever .bop·.e. And tbie ob:Jeottve cou14 'be reaU.VA'!d 
/ 

eaa117 becaua·e the emau. and me«w ~ European . 
powers batt to "11 tor- thrill- aeov"tr em. cme of '~:be wo 
super Powers. 21· Tho· atoro.ottect teat• ~- .tOUb/1 (atpreast.on 

~oon iilersattw in Ponpl4oll* s strl"-ent: tnat the ·two 

super Powers may set Up· 1lbeJ.r ttshaJte4 hegenon.JU over 

Europe. 22 'lttle 1n itselt• as Michel. Defnre noted, 

eonaUt\lto! Q 'br£U.lallt 3w;t1flcatton' tor the French 

nuc1oar deWtte'lC'$• Me also retl.ects the obvious 

pJI'eetU'iousrleSs of tbe potents.ei protection. of Europe by 

,w....... Uni. •-A s•""tes 23 Vl.Pil . ·~ .w;a. . • 

Ill 1966, the USSR bad sou.dlil to allay tbe 
FJtench tears 4\ll'1n8 Presl.dent cle Gaulle• s vt.slt to 



f!losoow \11th ibe s~ up of a •hot l.~ camnurd.ontt.on 

•~1 bettteen KJ-ealln ard the Blys~ Palace. xn My · 

1967, ~ sign.td a more 4etal1e4 8(Jreenent w11b tbe 

ussa 1» 'prevent aaocl4ental or· Ulla\\Ulori~ release•· ot 
nuolew wapeas_-24 

s•• m 1'11' A~.ft lttoili-a ·- _'ft __ ·11Y1.9 a.W!I . -. • ·tu....t 1o1M 
1Ult4 •• '!o!'W4(k~ AU v~ li1f . ~~ POI'Oe ,,~ wi1 

Fr<mdl PHs14ent in a nnt«R UtO:te Aesatlve U81t tb.a SAL' t 

when Olseud 4•. Estalfls eval.uaW tbat 'Is it on etteottve:Lr 
bal.on4ed agreenent be'Ween the SUperp~ AM that 

consequenc• wtn lt .bava f~r the security ot Europe?t·2!$ 

- sAL.f :tl ~ ~J.y WPr>OX'tG4 as un. ldentltJ.o.stl<m ot 
. . 

£o~wost ·con~~ ot detent$ a.s wen aa ~ea. ot the 

l.mp11oatlo.u o~ SAJ,.,f n•· o posst'b10 fE1UutO lor the AU1anoe 

oobes ttm.. An« l1i ba4 been cons14arat that tho SALT tl 

QOdUled abUts tn 1he strateslc ~ 'balance faveurtns 

the USSR.- In an art:icle wt.tten l)y an otfloial Of the 

French Defence Mlnlstl'lt lt tnO' SUll8Gste4 that SALf It 



\10\lld mean ·1ba1: the thnat ~ have ~ne to Atcerf.can 

etratesl" nuolear· .s.ysteD may becQile lees CPallble am tte 

pro'babU1 ty of n 11ml ted contl.lct m Europe ..... 26 

tt was. returt!l that qy mOdentwatt.on or Natrene­
thetl£Dg ot N~fO' w1U be velcaas« ))y !'NDce l:ll't urx.tw Glscar4 

4'·Estaf.nst ~· s po11cy on the ~be. t919 ~track 

4eciat.on uas 1t.mltta to 'private support' • \\flUe lnststt..ns 

that Sovlet XNF could not ·ttweat.en tb$ • sanotuonzecl* 
Fran~ it. was. firmly statedt 

~t soQl'l after bect.mlns President, FrtmcO.Ls 

Ml tte~Ttmd reiterated. bis pass. tton clearly ttwt "tbe 

equti.ibrlun lrl Europe was broken by _ss-aoe. •• It is 



theretore, neoe•art to ~ to re.eotablteh ibe pokl' ()f 

oqqJ;librima. Atw v.hldl we \'d.U be a'ble to •so. 

tlate,tt 

Mltte~ bas reportedl.y sa14 tbat ~e · 

atleeds an equUt.brl\& ~en the·· b1ccs ••• reaallt as tt'et;! 

aa poss,ble..,.cpnceatJtate totaUy ot1 ..-ear d~<la 

tor her ot$ terrltOI'I".• 

Deiore the ,... sr>clal.lt;~'b asst.~Uptt.on ot 

power in PftmD&• it vaa t'W11£Ge« :Ia 1be rJ.gh~ 

pol£Uca1 .~ tlvlt 1t the, lett oartt.es retL~raect to 
pove~., thellt pollct posS.tl.on wUl dt.rect\.y s.r.tluen.oe the 

4efel'lOG 811d toret.sJJ poUcy ot ~ •. 29 

A ocmoarS.aoa ot 'tbo a'tstliadeG ot the FreDch 

lott ptll"ties em 4etsce tm4 toret.sn relattcma utten tnw 
ve~e .J,n Qppoettlon '\11th 'tb• po1loles when #ler bsve 

assuned the r•i.ns of the ~ Ck;VQI'ment .shows tbeir 

:t1exlbUlty and the saP between tho precept an4 

practice.· 

tn June 1911, 't.be 111\1 Ee.a& ~ea~&dl 
<merged. as a result of the merger ot swera1 eoclQUst 



left-ori~aw parties 1ft 1·971. I.ts rna~ ob~ec'tlve uas 

to lt.sbt tbe ele~l ba'ttle· Ql'J4 achlev'Q powar UDdeJ" tb.e· 

tnstttuttont4 framework 1Dherlte4 frttl de~~ 
Fw'tbetmore, the Mw Sociallttb Party (1e:l w Francole 

Ml~) elJ,.gQed 1tfJeU· vlth tb.G ~ Pariw.t 

an4 4ftJtt up togetbor e. c<Qmcm Pl()e:tsmnte kD.otll a.s the 

ttLe1._t1.ftityft programme, which give$ a t11ardst ~ts ot 
tnternatt.onal rela.Uous that dent.sratcld the· lm~e ot 
polltlOQl..mlll fm.7' tbJtaats 4n4 tocus.e« attention on the 

·~of l..n~tlonal oap1.1ia11ED led by the UllltH. · 

sa~ arMS wed't ~.'' Averalon to ihe Atn~can 
A tlantlo o8er• el"*' s.n it$ milt. ta.r.v or econanlc sus.ses 

contlrlue4 tU11t;l1, \'GGJltbere was a m04erets.on due to 

the soolaltst rupftlro ul1'11 the ~sts. At tb.ls stage 

there came abo\lt a srowlr41 reall;ration tn tbe socialist; 

clrQlea: 1bat they vJOUltl have to 1.101'k zor their 4isttnct1ve 

soclo-occmonto soa:te v1 tbJ.n rathe:- t'tnrl agalnst the 

1nteJmtlona1 capltallst sya1:8n dcm1Julte4 by the us. '2 



'lbero \'Ia& adverse Impact of the oU. crS.ale in 1WOs on 

the, eo<ll<mles o1 EurOpean Mttona, partiou'larl:y those 

Wid\ hact no 4omestio ~ re:sC~Wces.~ Cba!lge in the 

· Soc=lalt.st ttd.nktng vas the result Of patA.ent work Acme 

b1 Chaf'1es Hemal'' \"Jlo e4"VOoaW a mtnlraunl ~ 
1orce tor ttrOteeti<a asa~Ast ~~ tu~ tareate as 
101\1 U tile tAOOS· have not. 41-~-

ihalrfl 14G(4ogy pl4.7«J Vtf!1l ilat'>'a•tanti role and 

b~t odle~~ to lbo 1eftlst positions • the 

relatl,mthlp be~ the, BlQ'bal pollttes o£ tile American 

SUper P0t1er cm4 the us J'Ole 1n tb$ Atlantlo A11£aace,. ,.n 
two tactors tmptnged nri~r upon the ocasmance betwee 

tbe lett' a 14e0l.061 and th$ explanaU.OftS about th$ reall tles 

ot lntamatl.onal polltlest 1bey mre 

( 1) Natt..cmalf.m)) 

(2) PlUralist atiNCtAlre of tbe French poll.ttoa. 

RBtlcmall$\ baa ermot1fled patl'iotism that bas 

claobed plri04lcal1y 14th the maftttata ot tbe Marxtst: 



S..~tt.onaUsn.' tle 4lssO'.t'lal'lCe bet'tt$en these Ueolostea 

.baa ~ p01ltlca11y ti'Oublescme for the· Mal'ld.ats. Jeaa 
Ja~, a sooiallst• orpes that the orptaauon. ot 
mttonal 4e.fenoe ard. mtematlo.nal ocs• are mutually 

JreWorot.na w ift balmOft¥ ubenovn the atme&l tones aN· 

denootatloallJ const&tute4 to lft~e tl\e vortAng ~s, 

tlltttou" jlap or ea•te pro~lce m their orpnt~ 

u~'' 
Ftertcb Pl\ll'eUsa :b(le forco4 tbe ;~lets into 

M attonpi) to p:rotte ih~ t.a4eptdl~ in .torelgn as well 

as aanestto poUor f.l'(ln tbe SO'\tlet tft\lta, and tt has 

forced fbe SOCJ.aUsts to ~ their trwtitlonal bent 

t0\fal'4 JUJltrallatl and paolfl-.'6 

Pl'rulcola tU.tterratd led tbe SJ'CUP w1 'thin the 

sod.alist party tbat was .troubl.e4 by mQftd reaerra.tlcns."R 

The ·CERES GrOUP 14 t1ta the PS taVQlre4 tbe 4eterren't as 

a means ot ~ FrGrldl ~el)fmdenco. b ants.­

nuolear ldbby s.nststed on 1t1.e 4enuclea.t'ieat1CD of tbe 

Fread! natt.onal te.'rr11:ol7• l:Ut conceded to tile Importance 

R i J T f.·. . I I l .. 

'' Jean JauNB ... · . gi;!l!li!I9J!l'lS&t (Par1GJ B41tt.OM soclales, 1~ti • 

36 ct.ro rut.ott zappo,. -. 29, p.~ 29~ 

3'1 Dan~l.que Lad.dels 1n Le.BSD't• 1 30JJUa.rJ 1918,1 



of tb.e sullnSJ"iM. < • ~-a ... o.t ~ ... 4~ .. ___.. ... ·. " ...• < .... - • ... .. ,_ ...... 

. ~11t ""J&' l;:I~V. #I.A.lj .fP'CIQp .N:tloN.W 

hostUe. to 11\e co.noept Ol an ift4epel'J40l'lt IUOlea• force .OI'l4 

pretene4 to depd. on the Atlatitlc AUI.anco aM tbe VS 

ouolear ~· In ear-11 19'JS• 1Ze soctaUst parf:Y 
< meett.ns ~ectst any 'breach wl1:111be WesWJri eccaanlo • 

aecul'lty 01'4_., d taaleW that In tho._, Of a olaar 

amer•s..._ ~ tts antes the SoelaJ.lst ~· UOUl4 

iulf£.l·ltl Ol4lfJ!itlGI16 un.det both the Bl\lSSels aD4 Jf~ 

AtlantlO tl'eatwi•39 Az14 Mltt~ tdmselt ina~Gtecl 
that. "the Americans ~t to ~ tbnt we \dU be 10181 
alllos, tt tnere ls a wr ald. lt thls V3r'" ls P"OJ/Okfd by 

1he <JeslNS ot wtslde Poweftf"*·I#J Ho ma4e .lt clear tb.at 

.~· wuld •• a loyal au.v bot not an t.ntesr-e.W 
.. 1·"1t' a ... Y• 

tho sovtet ifttenoentt.ou itt lldnSal7 (1956) axd. 

1a c.~Qhoslovakla t 1961) bad "ca:ttpGlled the soeiollats · 

to rathtnk on tbe ~ attitude t~ the sovJ.et Unton. 

·' .·· f r j i AM. I , . .·Jilt ill HI 

AO kt.BSDII• 10 lBillmJT 1918.1 

41 I'bl4.' 



'lhe Prencl1 Prest4ent was cr1tlcal of tbe Soviets when he 

n~ •It eeans to me that the us bas· been. able to 

presertte 1l worl4 \11.to supe.riortw l:ut, In a.or>e, sovtet 
. QUperiort.ty ls estabUihed. a·42 

Betox-e bls asmaptlo.n. ot tbe ~- P~14enoy, 

If£.~ uas a Vigorous crt.Uo of Uto "Yalta• ~­
·dtVl$lon Of EtlrQ£)~ and Q. st.long euppOJ"be:r ot tbe ~. 

pe~tu\ w• ~ •c.ter enorg, ·~n tM 19Jt elections, 
Frtmeols MJ.~ voctterousl.Y Qri.tielaett ot.acap,t 

d'Sstat.ngt s CQr1oWatoey approach ~ the· ussa. 
part1~17 atter the la~ e Sn~ico in Af~staa. 

Ho ~ dt.sappr~ Glscard 4''Bsta~ e meetifte td.tb. 

~ ln t!Q.IIlsaw SA May 1930 and v~ not to_JAeet the 

illlsstan 1ea4ent \1blle 'thelr boope were present ln 

At~stan.4' art lt Sea:JS he C011d not keep. Uf> b.U 

ltOWt tor he Visited V10soow in JUDo 1S4\ He reeaNOd tbG 

4GVel.OpJ.ns imbalance of toroes 1ft Fnrope as n maJor threa-t 

· to peace. Be 14ent1f1G4 the smet ss.m mS.sst.les as a 

tteapQn Of d.•SH~taSI lts alii 'b(d.ng. to 4lvl4e us .ban 1ta 

42 LSnl·tmdS• 22 Decanber 1919. 

4' NevUle Waites. •F.ranee Ull4er t;li~ • Ule 
Flrst .Yoar J ~ Rela:ctOAS_!1 .IMI !{Odd. :£94aX• 
vol. sa,. no.. 6. lunG 1932. p. ~. . 



i.Uropean aUlos.a~44. tn bis oampalfJl he supports tbe .,~ 
opttonn., an4 at~ked I.I'Jif t:be 41smant1Uls of the ss-zs. 1n 

rat\&rn tor tit$ non-4ep1~en-t by1he us ot tbe 01\d.se and 

P~ mt.ssUe wtanatlons· in ~e. Mitterranl $loGo 

telt wmed lest the SOVlet Uftloa. <toes blaolaaUirls U 

the · ss.ms .. as.n ~tolled by t11e NA10. 1.r1 ~rope. 45 But, 

Crnc& JA power, tiJlttert.-.an4 Sl.U'PriSe<i f·lOSCOW by giVing .full 

support to the NA1'0 po1t..cy to lnsta11 nm1 ml.sslles in 

S\JrOpe fran 19BS ~s, He also drOpped bJ.e 1978 

tdea of a rei~ on tile "tont1011 ot tbe Frel'lCb. 

nuc1.car torce. an<! announce4 td.a pl:an t.or a seventh 

nucl~ stt~ne and pW~ neu'tzon baa'&> tests \".bile 

explalnlng ttnt a dect.st.on on t.te dewl.opnent bad been 
. ' 4G pos.tponea,, 



.Nltt~ hac! ·to bal!nrmlze dlVeJtgtmt \tl.ews ot 
the .filf_._, :tactt.ona ·~1:bta the Soctalt.~tt Party.; .. au.ch as 

t.bose of tbe Atlant1olata, the centre d' Etudes 4e 

,aeobercnes G1: tt•uucatton socWlstea (CSJWS) CP*<Ul'· led 

by P1~ abeVSMnent, wtaose· 8U9POR Mltteft'aid needed J.r1 

·order ·to renal.n la OOAtrol ot the P.(l.l't:1• *.Dte CER118 was 
more ,eager -to denounce an -erlal Amert.Cii than a 

· tota11~ SOVl~ tJrd.~ 1b.G laO.O~Datt.oruA1st Gt'q 

was 1M. by tbe rreneh Del .. HUd.SteJ' Cbarles H~ 

•. o, 110t .QRly beeaue • hls pc>li.tlcal caHer I:Ul(l his 

·eap~e on tbe· ftenob. 4e.t0l1Qe poltoiee, bad bee clCISe 

to Mttte~ sinee early 19Ei;)s, so, in 1~1 Defence 

Mln1Jrtelt Hsrrat attache4 priorS. tv to the ftrtb.er s.trengtheo­

:S.ng ot FroDCe• s· nuclear tOl'oas am. 

(a) Defence of France· tbtOugh the use ot mtolear aJd 

om.ventLctlQl. arscmals •. 

(b) Oolltrtbu.ti.Da tc tbe conventlonal defence of 

E\lrope,t 

(c) RaisinG a Rapid Deployment VQJ"e& Of liBtOOO trocp.s 
to ltOJlCUr cOmniS.irncmts ot the aUJ.ed states (partt­

Cllarlt tn Aftl.oa) ,.111 



'' 
In this. re68ftl, 1he French Prime Mlntater, 

Plel.'t'e MaurcJJt fitated !a biB a44rese. to tbe Nattonal 

Institute for tU.fJleJ' net~ Studies ca .16 septe!l'ber 

19e1t 

FrenCb t>o11())' aiJlee dt!· Caullo has been based. 

on tbe pn,m!se tbat ~ nee4s a "balancGa of power in 

EUrope in ord.or to p1Jr$G t.te interests. 'ib.e dltference 

ls that the. S$Ut wa$ conel4ere4 to bt:t· weaker 4urJ.Ds 

4e Caullat s ,_04, ~ n0t1 there bas caoo tlbtut pari. tr 
between the two. super Powers, 1he Fronch soc1al.S.stB 

" i rr r . n: ' 11 a · 1 • i'il ,. 



\ 

?4 

wr.t - Atlan-tic AUS.ance to baccmG etronaer so as to 
ma.intat.n balance 1n Europa, 1'hts• bwever, does not mean 
tbe.t itle soct.ellsts envision a chanse l1\ th ... r-elAtion:At.p 

\11 1lb: tbe a1Uanoe., 

tn May-June tg;t~ tho soeicl!sta lnhGarttoct rea­

pcns1b1ll.'ty .tor~ trlad ot auclear weapon. Gtsteno based aA 

·the _on.gl.m.d t1t\t.i.Ll.tst 4~st.sn ot the 196oa.'ll9 
t ts Ol4ettt cc:aponet is acmo ihb'ty' at.x eatnn 

Mlrase-lV Gt.rerafts ~~se4 ov~ .seven bases. the eeco.n4 

canponen't ot the 198 -~irA ,§$m1iea&\M (ms) canslsts 
ot ·esgbteen s-2 llll:tts (lntcmecliato.~ balllatlo 

mtadlec:t)• The third .encl the· m0$t important part, 

aest.snatea as tbe F~ ~¢ue strat:esJ.que, are the 

tlve mlssf3.e-1aunchlne nuclear· wlmati.N,ts now s.n semce. SO 

A subnarlne 1s equtppe4 wi'tb s~ mlssUe&, each wJ.tb 

a range of '•300 lrn. and amed td.tll a ~esatoa 

theimOftl1cleaJl war~ Plans ~or mo4emlzat1on envlsaae 

that by :early 19SOs the· ·FJ'enCb land end af.t forces VJU1 
. . . . 51 

be equlppeel \11 t!\. pluton tactlcal nucl~ wtaPOM• Xn 

49 t-I111rid. L. ltcbl·~dg'B &&~ex (PrJ.noetco, N.J,.s Prtnoeton .. ws · ns, · . .~ 

SO Hamson• n.. J9, p,. 232. 



thts 4analn, tt la worth m..en:tl.onf.n8 that Clscard 4* Estal.ng 

pursued poltoS.es 'htcb became bJ.gbly controverslel tor 
th$y seene« ·to make a shUt l11 b#i.getary pr1or1t1et to 
t$YCUr c~tlonal. tor:ce developnent over ~provanents in 

tbe nuolear tOMe, and .also bis taUt.ire to pln parltamentary 

apprO'Ital tttr the c~otl.on of tbe SlxUl Nuolear Subnarifte 
' 

un'U 8eptenber 19'18, whtcb meant that lt COUld not. enter 

tate servtoe belore 1~Sfi> 1'htmln :tuty 1~1, Ml~ 

app~ the constructlon Of ·a seventh mS.sstl.o.l.auJ').cb.lng 

subnalilne to enter t.nto semce by 1994. He· further <leot4ecl 

to eo abea4 wl tb plans 1D1 Uated under at scar« to oreat$ a 

mobUe ~based lRD·i totoe., 
The t~Wlst e.ttentlon to 4etence and mUt.tary 

se(JUI"lty was also reflected tn tha. SOV'almentf e first 

de1ence buaget tox- 1~2. dllc:b increased 4etenoe opend1DS 

by '7~6' per CG¥lt over 1~ 1, omoun:tlng to a pl.ormed 4 pe¥' 

cent l'ea1 mcrease otter aoco~ tcr J.ntlatlon. Defence 

'WEL$ to acocunt for 3.99 p$l" cent ot FlGnce' o aross mtional. 

product (aNP) k 1932t Gl'1d tblo fl.$1re, was to be ·increased 

to 3.94 per cent toJ!' the 193' hldset. 

%D tact. French Secur1 ty interests were directly 

a.tfected by tbo ss..ms .dep1oJlllent. 'J.bis ts aeen ln 

Alldro!lOV' s suggest1QJ1 that the FrenOb. strateglc !OJ'oe 

be counte4 as part. of the NAfO lntermedt.ate.~ 

potent1a1 .at the Geneva talks. AJ'Jtbtopov secme4 ~ 
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to redu.ae the sewlet INF potential to the level. of the 

B~S.tJ.Sb and. ~ arsenals, ocmbbled, which was re~ectat 

1Jf ·tbe French socla11sts w!lUe their C<Jntnunlst coUea.gues 

.apprwe4 of the sws.~ proposal. 1hls partly explams 

Mlt~'s !lev$ tOttUds Atlanttolsn., for be could not 

1rna.g$.ne Atnertca•s wi.~ ~~ bope,. \tbt.ch lfOUl4 ·be 

totallr detJ:imE!ltal to the French 4octrtne ot JtBalanee 

ot P«hher• tQ htope. 

Prime Mt.ntster Maut'O, l'$lt$~'ted tblt ,.. •• 

tbat made the S0¥1et proposal unacoep•ble to PraPce,t He 

con$l4erG<l the rt'endl m«!erntr.att.C~t. of 1 ts nuclear :toi!"C& 

as lleee$satJ' to 4e*' au sratsa capable of tttreaten!.ng 
.. 

rrancet s teouri:ty. ln this J"OPI'dt be sa14t 



tno1tt4e4 1r1 tbe agenda tor negottatlons .an IntermediatE! 

r~ maolear toroes.. '10ft tbese d1soues1ano aimed aia 

~anortns balance ot d$~ bl Europe foUOWi.itl tbe 

4oplQJment ot sa-m• 
Francois r-11~ apparentJ..y ·supported the_ 

4eplOJment ot crul.se -~ pwsnt.ns U (by NA10) in ~e 

tot!' bee rea.a<mst 

(.e) SUpwlo.-J:tr OflTUsatt Pact ov~ NAto atter fhe 

deploJttt•t o:· SS.20a•' 

('b) b l'e4Uced credtblllty ot the us, on4 its a4optt.cm 

ot ·Ute ttflexlblo rosponsf;JU strategy, l'!d.oh maket 

1im.l.:te4 mtc1ear "t1tll"s ln ~e poss1b1e. 

(c) Trend in~· FRG ~s nelltl'allsaUon (tb.J'aa.gh 

c;eaoe m.ovt'lllents) • 

rurttu~m.oret Y.t11:teri'Wld oft~ Parle ns a 

venue tor the super Power noaot!aitS.Cl'lS \1blch would crea'te 

a s'lobal aJJd veritlo'ble balance of oapa~1t1es 'between 

the two,SJ EVen Cla.udo Cb.eYssan reiterated tbal •in no 

case t1lU w eccept tbe expansion ot the Atlantic 

A lllance • not geograptd.ca11y. Amctl<>DaUy, towaJd 



oiher .-egtons lt.ke 'the 'lhlftt tTorl.d,. or tor ecoaanlc 

issues •• ~ DU&"S.ns the Atlantic C~oil moetf.Ag in· Juno 

1983, 11rst tmt;h meetll\g 11). P~s aince 1966, Ml ttef.r.raJ:d 

eXPressed FrenOJl Otaril11zn~t to NAIO,t but be ,aD1n4a:l that 
NATO bad no ~l'laltctlOA ove tbe eotldttlatlS ot East .aftd 

west ~.'' 
the~ ·~umst.tl.vttr mth regard to lmJ)alat10e 

in Europe at\4 lts euspS.cion about NLNnf.ns r.t$got1ati.CM 

be~ tbe 11\10 SUpeJt. Powors ob1lged lt to mai~lze its 

conventional .tete~ tOf'ces as wU.. Prest4ent tU. tteft"'D4 

Oi1 dltteren1: occae1ons expreseed that Bbalance ot power" t.s 

·the ~e of peace. Ho sal4• 

54 Claud:! Cbeyssm, ott«\ in RUdney RObert s. • 't-11 tterratd• a 
New Atlantlclsn 1 SVo1'Vln6 French Att11;udes Toward 
NATO•, P£lJ&tt. vol. Zit no. 1, sprtng ig:)4, p.· s,;.~ 

55 lbtd.' pp. 86.S1., 

S6 BBC b.teni.ew WS.'Ul Francois t41tterrand Broad.cast 
on the ttt-latf.-Jide" p'rOBJ'etUne, 11 Septallber 1931. lp'\Sij!z..t!" (Lomont French BnbQssy), 14 



In tact, rrance by moae~alDa lta sc:Lear foroe 

tried to OSSUl'e balm1oe s.n Eorqpe ill taVOUI'" of the \fester-a . . 
pOtlers. VAder tbe soolaltdt soYe.rnnent, Prance bas tri«l 
to pursue c prasnatio sat gene~Uy .senstble pOlicy on 

tbe 4etence equation betwea tbe two a4YeftJal7 bl.ocs. 

H~~ the pa;Jamount. cQ'lsUeratton 1n ·the Frenoh mUJA 

b&s been tbe Prtedl r:etlona1 security. 'ttbetnw such a 

polley must also be 'banet1cla1 tc the NAiO has betJn a 

ma'tteJt of co~. 

• 
Xt is \1'E41 .. known that t)W FreftCb haVe the most 

~~ army &n tfostelft E~e. Its defence mo4emt,. 

zatlon programme lo contained ttl ·tts RlOentlY adopted 

~Slrrdfi Ji!&9JDI!!mi!lSA I&M!!,&£1 ( 1~4-SS) wlUl a. pro3eote4 

budget ct S30 btllton francs (appJ!'Q:dmatoly $ ·too 
blllton)i 

lD the Dell de.tencri programne tbtcb. ls 

designed to ensure Acalb111ty, nobWty and tire po.er 

cf conventional forces a new· ela:1ent bas been in:trodueed 

in tbe .fol'tll ot a FOrce 4''Act1an Raplde (FAR) of lt:l,ooo 
men. J:t lnel.Udes 'fbe Elewmth ParachUte Dlvlslon, the 

Ni.noth Manne us.vs.ss.cn, the· 1\ienty. .... StWenth Al.plrle Dlv.ls10A, 

one U.,Pt armored dS.vlslon. t.md a J.ar,ee at.r-mobU~ Wd.ts 

comprised. of 13> antt.tank hollcopterst forty support 

b.eltcopters, end msht1 manoe\1\TG helleopters. ~ls 

caubat fOrCe. lf111 be ermect wt th &lO ol. the most 



sQpblstlcated antt-ta.nk weapaus ~ \1U1 have the capacity 

to bG Wat\sported ax; tons bran·· '11$ 1m. tta1 zCile of 

4ep10JDtent. 

AOOO~ to HetnU• Defence Mt.nteter ot 11le 

French Soot.allst COVe ... ent; ffJ'Aii 1.d.U be a'bl.e t• deal \1'11h 

au a.mwed tnvaeton b7 •sagtng tn 4~enslve acts.on atj!li.nst 

t. t at pol.nts 4ecldetl by us.•57 -1hl.4 hlsJilF mo))Ue (FAR) 

1orce wUl be entrusted \fl.tll the tttlsslol\ of etoppbts ·tbe 
I . . 

sone't OperatlOnal r-tan~e OtOUp-s Penewattns deep 

J.nal4• Gelman temw~~ 
the al$tlng Pluton nuclear missiles f.n 1990 

wW. bo grouped into a single nuc1E&r dt.vtston. and. 

aroUD4 1938• tbe Plutan ttlU be l'OPlaoad by tbe Hades 

missUes, vlth a SS0 lime radlUSt 'Wbtch l11111Jl01t ~ 

oarw tbe l'edUQed blast warbea4 ·(neutron ballb) at present 
b: ........ develo· _. __ •- ~ ..... -,.,.. :P9 e-"6 ... p~ .....,. 6..-~ 

In september 1SB4t the .tw\1 French Prime 

Mlnlster M• ~ Fa'bS.us ~ ihe curJ.teDt seauri.tJ 

policy t and saf.cl• 

s1 1term1 tnten~.ew ~n Le ~tt*t· 1a 3ur1e "•'·1 

5B cTacquas Isnar41 .L£2· l'JS!ld.e, 25 October 1$8,.1 

'9 Det<moe Corraspondent, . "Sh1el4 and sword for Eu:t~e? 
\be .Freneb Arm__ 1"_ ... _ ~~~~S9&99lftSr VOl. 291, flOt T!J47, a Jtme ,$8,., P• _-, 



Ano~ potat of and.ety t.or tb$ Fleneb. eta~ 

m&n ls attout aeasan• $ • star wart pro~eo~ In tbts resaN 

(m11S. taw use ot spa~) • ft-•oe msde· real. is 'tic p..opo-sals 

a June 1!83 wbltb aimed at settSllB neaottatiOllS UD4$1" 

.vtaY to Gvo14. a ·new aplra1 ot tbe ~~~· racG., Pl*aD.ce· mate 

't clear that S.t uants "Star P•u:e•t6t and. more tmpor'tant 

that\ aUf the PrQlleh believe tba~ ihe str,ate&lo Defence 

Inltlatlv~ ( SDt) wo44 make amo control negotla tl.ono 

even more ditfl~t en4 as a reSlllt crtals .lntenattr 

·wU1 Snweas ... 

~ ls a m·cber of the North AiQ.antlc 

Al.11ance. But lt reserves the ri.Sbt to deolcle when aDd 

whero its mtlttary forces have to 'be used. De Gaulle 

.aoul#lt to 11berate ~e .&an the cons~ ot the 

Yalta systou and. U.te soc1eltst Frence is ln1tl.atln6 a 
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process so as to secure balance ot torces s.n &urope. For 

tbta. reason, France ls oppor:Jed to tbe 4ecQ.lp11ns ot the 

us ll'e &aro~ ln any case. u •at 1leH to ilapPeftt 

· tbe FNrlcb nspOnatb1Uty to maintain pOtfer equlUbrtUlll 

ll\ ~· ·wS.U. J.ncrGase rnfiliifold. and tht$ may be beyord 

its~-. " 



In ~ 1, 1hen tbo Soclaltsts o.t;~suned pOtter 1n 

France, the Ea~t1est c~ntattonva1ch came to be J.m.Otm 

as ·tile asec()D(t Cotd \1ar" bad reaobed lts blt.P point. 

soviet's co~ tJiib Hitte~•s SUi)port tor NAfDta ~ 

track 4ecl$1on ard 1tle French detence m04eral~tt.cn,. baJtt.l~ 

t.ts attitude towaraa the XNP negotl.att.ons. Mit~• a 

coD4Glin.at.1® of rtengant: s Latin Amerlcan polt.cy. F~t-

irme supplle.s <10 that realM, tU.&!lo East and its prosence 

ln. Atl'ica plUS ona'bl.lahment Ot FOrce dt Actlon RapS4 (FAR) 

and lts intention to iftcl.Ude tho PRG 1n S.ts 4etenoo plan 

asainst any sovlet nuclear ttlrreat, not onlr contributed 

in a anall way to reducins tension betweeD 'tile tt10 Super 

P~s, bUt al~;JC 1owerec~ s.n tneh' vlet1 the cre41bUtty Of 

)tit~ because ot hS.e pollt1o3ls.ndepaenoe, and 

de:tlanoe on etl'aWalc issues. 

There ~e dlversen.t V1ewa on tbe· exaot start­

ins potnt ot tbe 'Nett colA \1art. \be UDS.ted states baa 

also resisted publ.1c debat$ about, the roalttles ~ . 

- 8J -



llUolear ueapons ald. deten'$loe, 1 ~e toftteJ' us Seo.Ntai'Y of 

sta- c,rus· Vanoe in bls boolt. ac.ye that f.be Admlrd.stratt.on 

mlase4 an op~ty 1n Al)rll. 1~ to e;cproes conoems • 

'"more snatp1yo2 \'ilet). til~ sm~lnsp~ ra41cal po11 ttcal 

chimp came about 1n Al.pnlstan. .. ln AQgust 19B2,- the, SOViet 

Detm10o Minlatet, !4araball niult. 'td;. UsUMv, said that 1be 

soviet tlnlon• s 4eployment Of more Ulan 11000 warheads Ia 

Eul'Ope ag againS.t ,the NA'I()ts F~ Basi'd Detell09 aystons 

(and the t62 F~ench and Sri tl.sn systente) represented a 

$1tuatton c:t nappl'Q.dmate oclLcytt-. ·!he Amerloart analysts . . . 

-·tn.en believed that even t£ the French ant1 Brttiab. syst.s 

were lnclu4e4 1ft Uatl.rloV1 e :force caleulatlou, . bls $tatenent 

vas a'DSUN_. "Jhey: then added that more than Wo-1h11'<ls of 

tbe SOVlet lend ba.sed ,LR.INF mtG'sUe toree t.s WltbJ.n the 

range ol NA1'0' s bor4•rs at'ld tb$ I'Qhal~Wlg toreea COU14 

reach the a111ea ten-1 tory ln vtrtuo ot the ss-a>• s mobility 

an4 transportabl.lt. w, Flrther it ls argued that rou[jlly 

25 pw cent ot the S&-20 deployments had ooourreet since 

the lMF tal.ks 'bea<m s.n N<>Venber 1~1.' 

1 ... I. 1 ) Ql.l.f_ltF'!ll.i , 

' 



Ute Reagan admlfd.:s'Qtat$on f'ealiae4 soon ~-

l ts a4vent to ~ower tba t sodot tk4t$\ wa, Ullllkely to 
negotiate untU 11: was co~ed that the alllanoe wou14 · 

deploy aane ot ~ S12 ftew mlsslles prescrtbe4 by 1be NATO 

mt.nlstes tour ygars ego. In cont;rad.1st1®tt.on theJ9to, 

tn.e Sovlets beltewd 1tlat 1'be tfnl,te4 Si;ates \'10U14 1-.ke to 

secure a monopoly by deployt.ag nat to tile USSR nuclear 

·ueapMS capn'ble of hittlns ta~tgets deep· iftsld.e 1ts ~tol7 •. 
whereas. the ussa 4ld not tw.ve~e om ot c~se accord~ to 
the AtnerlOM 1ogLo, t. t ahoQld D01r have a eotnpara l:iLe nucl.eal' 

tone llote.n.Ual hOld~ OUf; any UU'eat 1:o 'lle USA. 4 

11; is argued in tne \!estern oircl.es tnat the 

USSR, by tal.dna tm4Ue advantage ot detente; bad escalated 

the, DNev Cold. t:artt. 5 But then. there S.e no denyl:nG 'the tact 

tbat tbG Carter Admt.n1strat1on bad Wtl&.ted the nG\1 col4 
I 

unr. EVS.dently it wt\s 1t1o ~ Adml.nlatration thtcb. ba4 

rewme« .t. ts· pror.tecusora (Ntxon and FOZ'd) policies aJ.med. 

at 4otente.. Its mojor enpbnsls VIaS upon Hunan R.t.l#lts \1ith 

its provocatively designed focus on 11\o sovt.et Union thlch 

' 
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«mWlbUtecl not only to tbq 4eterloratton ·of US.SoViet 

retattons,. but also 4\Uectea. the on.sotna processes ol detente. 

fhe us d•tfimte p~ltc, vas torm\tlated by·HeM7 
Itl.sslnger tm.Of.Je goal bad beett iO· overoane the stagna'tlon 
' 
ot tbe CoW \1~ •roup a t: net1 LOok' policy v1 th e. vle\"~ to 

rea~lftl a •more cou~ve l."elatlonsblp' m• the SCJViet 

unto-. 6 .· In order to reaob ihat got4 Kiss~ sought to 

t.nvolw tbe SOViet Union \11 poll tical., economic and 

cu1 wa1 '1t.Gkages• wJ.th 'l:le t1est, tb•b:r ~llzlftg 

the l4eo1os&.d Adversariel .dtttel"etltlal. 1 

AU4 1he mala etE!blent. \bleb was- excluc1e4 ft'Oll , 
_this l.ong.tel'm t.ni:ematlo!lal bargain between the SOViet 

\Jrll<m and. the 'fJD1 W States 11as Soviet concessions t.n. 

dorneatlo pol.S.ct.ea. As' Kt.setftller areue4, any attEmpt to 

seek a cbango ill SOViet dcraesttc attalrs would pose a ttu-eat 

to detente and itl.us risk pet\ CO S. tselfJ "'Wbe:re the age..ol4 

ant;agonl.-n botwen treedan and. ~ ls COil~., we 

ere not neut.-al., a.t other S:tnpafttl ves trnpose ltmt ts on 

our ablll'tY t6 produoe internal Cbtm.Ses t.n fore1611 countries 

a: •, 'lb.e preservation ot twman lUo and tuaan society are 



moml value, too ••.•• .a .He tooJt apeolal. care a:gal.Mt any 

• tanptatS.on to co:nl)lne detente \11tb lncrea.stna presaul'l;l on 

the SOY!ei: Urltont, tor "suctl an attitude t1CUl4 be 4bastl'oua 

• •• -. we t.d.U .ttnally td.ed U.tl again 111 ttl tbe· Cold. wnr ~ taU 

to achieve el tMr peace ~ any bUmane goal. a9 It .is· tal& 

oppos1te ot ~ai: the CaPtw Mm&nistration ·tried to do by 

t.W$~pbaalz1M tua4 61-oaan~: on DJtunan Rltflts"• 

fbe Soviet Urd.on seen$! to have· ols_,'t.llgect the 

oppoJ"ttJrd.ty protesaed by ltls#in~ a ~tao· more V1etrtams0 

and s.out#it to score over the us .in Angola~ thls added to . 

mutlal suspicion tn 1h:e tt-Jo· camps. In early t970e, tbo 

USSR bad agreed to negotiate w tbe f•1utua1 Balnncoct Force 

Re4uctl0ft4 (MBFR) only after tbo US bad acqulosced tho 

to:zmert s proposal tot- tale Contexrenoc OD Seeurl ty and. Co. 

oparat1on J.ft. Europa \CSCE). 

Brezed.mkl. Uatlonol ~S.ty AdVisor to 

Presl.dent COI'teJ' 't3tlU bet0¥'0 the Jl0\:1 elecUon re3ecte4 

KlssS.nge:rf s bas1c p~S.se iftat tba alternative to detente 

t'!OUld be wcloar 't~Gl'. tn hta Vle\1 reduclr13 tbe a1 tematl ves 

to detente or wr meant a .r:teducUon ot us• c flteodcm ot 
manoOU't'l'et ntt you prodlcoto your entire toreigo poUey 

8 Xb14., r>•· 145. 

9 tbldt' ,. 169. 



.as 

on ibe assumpttcn 1bat any de~J.tlSd move you ltleke In 

Amei'S.~sevlet relatlons u ttaul#l\ 1'41b the dangers of 

nu()].ear war. you ere. tn teet, dec1arirlg yourseu unaaual 

'to the ~~ rtoscbw ta f>layJ.ng. a10 Brezed.Dskl ac~ 
NixOn and ·us:s~ ol Mvba •elavatect amom1tr to tbe 
1-·-" of . _._ ....... fta 11 u .... "'. _ _., .... - . .--.~~ •o· ... _ ....... AAC ..._ .. , 

. ~·t:J&, p,..-.~o·~ • su:: ~~~~ ~- VJ:IU. ·~ iM.I~""~~ 

b041'W-1$181l llbt.Cb. constituted a dt.:rec1: threat to tba· t:JPlrlt 

of ·de'Cente old an a to the soviet Vlola:tlon ot ~ 
r111\ta \tllch 011tftgect a slpficant aeotton ot the carter· 

electorate and therebY e<mplJ.eated $tld exacerbated SOVle~ 

American relat1ons .ta •• 
Bte~ left no doubt that detente impUed 

sub.fl'ttmts.al cttlngas w1 tlUft. ttta·· sovtot Unlcm. ntt detente ia 

to baccl'oe more than a transient and tun4amentan1 unstab1e 

re1at1ondd.p, £ t l'1111 have to ba mucb more ctlll~enstve 

than 1t S.s emtisaged to be $-t the ptosent,. and tbat tnean$ a 

possibly gradual blt ~beless i'u.ndamental change tn 

SO\tiet pos1t1cms at bone aDS abroad."1' sucn a cbollenge 

10 

11 

12 ,, 

Zblmd..· ·OW Bro. . z..ozinsk. lhi. . ."FI'<lll .. · .· .· COld. · Uar to Cold Peaca. n t tn G,.R. V1"~ eel. t ·~ (Lond:~ TEmple smt.1h, 
1976), P• 269. Brez . · . 'a r=arks ware made til 
the course ot an. tntervlew wltb Mr u,.'ban .for Radio 
Free .Europ~, tn late 1975_. 

Ibid•·• P• 266. 
lbSA.t . P•' 270• 

X 'bU.., P• 264. 



to the sovtet Unton · ooul4 be wccessfUl only 1t Sov1e1: mUt tary 

supertortty 00\&l.d be wewnted and 1bat could be. ecbleved by 

dealing \11111 ttte soviet um.ou. 
When srezeatnskl. sara .. *'Only America bas tbe power 

tQ sbapa a hoatUe world tot- ltseu•, 1·' canled tho SmplS.. 
. . . 

cation that tbe SOVI.&'-Ameri.can rele.tlonsblp was no 1<mger 

the prectantnaftt o• tor 'the tJnlted. str:d~e$. ,Carte made 

tbls approaeb hls ~ 4\U'lng 1tle el"'lcn campaign.'' 

The dynamics ot 1be electlt.m. campaJ.gn. and tbe taket­

over ot gavetnnent bad created n s~ danes1;1o linkage 

be~en buntat1 J:ilghto a 4e~ But ult!lnately bl$ 

universal camns. iment ot bulnafl ridlts t$lcb. led btm to help 

the Shah ot Xttan lad; to his tatlure J.n tbe subsequent electt.on 

4UO tc the ~ebfan hostages crtsf..s, 

EVen t;houfit S. t i.e saf.d tlat tilth out scme sort o1 

ttutnan r1S.. t policY Carter \'IOUld not bava bee able to pursue 

any .ld.rJd of poll·cy of detente.~ 

caner wanted beth. 4etente and tunan rights tnt 

Bre2tmev wanted Qlllf detente "'1bout b\lnan rl{jlto. ~is 

divergence ws n 8)0d p1ea 'lor tbo carter Mminlotratlon tor 
tb.e deterioration Of 4etonte aJJd tbo Rcna,an A4rai.nlstrat1on 

14 Zb1gn1G\1 Broza:d.nski, OAine;-lca in a HOstile Uorl4o, 
£Si&ftt! £fiMQY, S\lmller 19'16., 

1' carter's speech of 23 June 1976 to the Foztell)ft Policy 
Assoos.ats.on 1n fJG\1 York, . "'111dl was \#'itton l~y . 
'by B"eze:atnskl. Cl. ted Ul Scbweltlert n.. S, p., Sit; 

I 



tl'a.Mtomect l't into the "New co'ld war•. 
BreablleY thr~ ~ r.oDCh Presldent coaveyed 

-~ hn4 one.sklecU.y <'banged tb& rules of ooa:tuct ot 4etente. ' 6 

~ .are bi.Dts that; c~ enplOJ$4 a pol1oy ot etrens111 

and 4eltbeJ*ate uncertaintt. 17 

lt l$S 4Urins 19?6-80 that botn the super Powers 
War$ tllleAtl.y m1sustns tteterrte, ~· s.n tills process tbe: 

sovt~ s po1t,oy t1as mUdl mom aoplllRS.oa:tG<lt tbGI'e t.meJ~sed 

s•raJ. f)rO.Swtftt soveJD'IUIIftW !A dl..U(!ND't parts ot the 

wor14, t'a.J'tlOAJ.arly t.a Atrl~ Both Russl.ans· and AmerlcaM 

w1 tb. ttae suppOri ot tbelr reapectlve aUS.aQD$S uere· woot.ng 

tlangei'O\isly ibe thUd uorU sanetllat aiJlt.nst Ule aptri t ot 

the Helsinkl Flnnl Act. 'l'hore La no d~ tho tNU'l tbat 

outsld~ of Europe the Be,lslnld. spirl t 4i4 not b.Uuence the 

Supor Pot1W beb:Wlour. 

The· vos1>-~ Cold tJ~ dlfters tran tho lttlw cold 

tiN'., s.n one esaents.nl way tbat ihe latter 1ttt1s tho by. 

procluct ot. t.ntert-ndWrsary SUper PCt~erS m1s4eneanwr. ond 

.ln 1 t ttlet:r al.llanoe partnors hod flO role. FUrthermore, 1ft 

tlle l)Sl1 oold ~. nore 'l.'u'n fb.e ldeolostcal and/W terr1torta1 

16 Oebbstd Schw1e\ert n. 5, P• 8'1, 

17 so CU'SUE~i Vlotor zorza, ela1mlnB lntomatton nce1'h4 
fran 1 bl@l-~ aovorment ottlcialet • See non . 
the sud4en SOVle~Us 1'ba~, Jn~PDibnDat9l4.· fdla!la 6 septenbor 1m. · · · ·· · · ·· · · ·· 
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t.ssues (as theJ figured 1n the- CMe ot 'tbe eal'll.el' C<tlfl 

wr) '\'DS the contention = tbe q,uantl tattve bUild up ot 

the INr torces 1n Europe. ·ibe "first Cold \'Iartt \134 the 

result ot • ~W.e tOl' \10ztl4 loa«ersht.p ~s tbe 
'second C014 War' wo.s based on 1tle question ot parity or 

l t~ wosloa ln tbe ·relattona bet.ua• Ut.e ttro super l?otJers. 

!ben the •New cold we• oaane w ·the 4tme-1lttht and tigul'ed 

bit.ll on tb.G SUper Potter agenda, tor 4lalope otd.llg 

prbc1p:a1ly to tba nue6ed SCNI.et polttloal bohaYJ.our· an4 the 
. . I 

reGUltaat changes ln SOU1l\ woot Asla, v•st Asla, AngOla 

tlrJd. 11\e Hofti et All'i.Ot1t ttlidl ~- ~trued as 4etr1nlontal. 

to the us tft~s;; 

It ls ottml ergu'ed tba't the procoss of "Nett COld 

warn bepA 't1ben the Soviets lDitlated a proxY ~ throu{tl 

the Cuban troops 1n Afrlcn. 9le carter A4nl1utetrat1on 

waa conoeraed ttith tbe W<:m<m«ou.s ~ ot SOV1et azms 

and mllt~ t.utsistanoe nD\1 the. CUban troops presence b 

Angola. 
Xn tact, SO'Vlet and Outxm entry lnto An8f)la 10s 

legttltnt.~ ln Atrlcan eyes beeause Angola \18o beinu 
attaCked by SOU1b Afl'l.CO.. As ttenyn.t s FoNI.lJl I=linlder 

obse~• •1he C~bans bovo chatlgad the b.t.etorr o.f Afrtca. 

on the q\lOSttot:L ot metal su.b~lJ.ltJ.on 1n SOUthern .Atl'ica, 

no ono oan convince me that the A?4nlans (South A.frlenll$) 1 



· ZlmbabweaDG $M Nantlbl.ans sb.Ould not get aes1&tar»e iran 
el~re .it ttl.ey are denle4 ansistance by 'tho treat.• i8 

Later on sovlat and 0\l'bari ~s en~ Eths.opla to g\¥t 

•ck Open pr~ tram Sannlt.~ tt wae ctue to these 

act1V'l tles1 dl1dl. atteotea. .r&lat1on.o betwe~ ttl&. ~ Sut;>er 
. . 

POl1ere 8$ w-en as thei.r detente p011oy. xt even threatened . 
' 

tile SALT 11 negott.atlone mea Zbi~ Brezed%l8kl satds 

#SALT ltes t.unofl tn tb.e SQMS ot Ogaden.·tt19 'the SOVlet 

lnterwntlon lr. A:tgbaDJ.stan In naoan'ber 1918 and 1:1\m the 

••senoe of tho •;p:ro-~all~• $1J1 lsl.atdc 1\evol.ut.ton , 
ln tran 111 February 1979 canpellG<l the Carter AdmWotratlon 

to adopt an assresss.ve posture tcM1Ns the _ussR. He warnea 
that '~~Any attanpt. ••· to saJ.n con:trol of tbe PeJfsian auua 

. . ~ 

\10Uld be 12re~ed as an assault- on the \1'J. tal tnterosta of 
the tfnit(d states'~ a11d vould be nrepelled b)' use of any 

means nocessary, lnclu.diDs m:UI.tary force•.m 

ca.rtar a.nnounead on 5 December 1979. tbe ~eatl.on 

of tbe Rapid Dei)lOJtn<mt Foroe (RDF). ·.One ueek after the 

18 

19 Zbisnl.ew Bnaezlnald in Power and Princi~e, cited in 
K. Bubramanyam, "The Secorid Cold Vvarh, S ategic Analysis 
(New Delhi: IIDS&A), vol. 7, no. L-3, May-June 1983, p.73. 

20 !!lll1!£BnAB& al Januaey 1930. 
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•eatton. ot 1t1e RDP, Pros14ent Carter revealed his 4etenoe 
bud&et .,._ ~ to a 5 POl" cent increase in dotence 

t:tf>G1l4lng.. these f13tl'EUJ trGJ'e $ 13 'blUJ.on, OJ" a. 9 per cent 

bS. .. or tbml that projec:ted by ·~ hlmseU a rea• earlier. 2' 
' 

1.be Democrats blomed ei(tlt yoora ot Republic pdQrltles 

~ mt.manasenEmt tor tne .f'lp be~. us caoabUt.ties em 
oamnt.1ments._ Caner• o supporters clal1Qe4, sanewta.t ~ 
slnsly. that the. Prest.dat aa4 AlUU1ed bl.s t916 prc:mtse to 
cut tlle del~ ~t by 0 5 bUllon, wb:Ue ~ ou.t 

bte \917 pl•ae to the NAW s.Ul<uJ to tnweuso 4ete~e 

spe.ndlng by J per cent a year. 22 

caner 1ft bls ·campai~ atatements stre.asect tbe 

11mltatl.ons o.e well as 11\e usos ot mill tary potfer. SALT IX, 

in ltl.s v1ew1 _.etalned a posttlon ot central tmportanoeJ l.t 

represerttett the OlllY ol~tlve to a masoive arms raco• 
bUt by th:! Cl1r~stances of the· events tb.lch were toto.Uy 

\lllWlccmed by t,bo carter Mm1n1strat1oa b.e boycotted us 
pQJ'tl.clpatlon 1n the 1930 ~or OlJmpS.c Qamoa in Moscow., 

tmpose4 a f#'Bln enbtli'GO on 'tb.e SOV1et Unlon end wt.ibck'eY 



1lbe SALf Il treaty wblch ba4 'baeD eubnltted for ra.tlt~ts.oa 

bY tl\e senate. 23 

Tb<Mt#l Presld.-t aenpn pursued. 1be 4eterx:h:t 

pr:ogra.tmne as outlined durlns the •later ca~ MmWstra:eton•. 

yet he alleged tbat the us mUl tary prepare4ness undar 

,carter ba4 4eel.tned to tt.its lowest ebb 1n a seneratt.on•.24 

aea~Jm in .tact ws not ~· tor evan. thout#l the CtaJ:ttor 

MmUdatratton bad S$1'Aed ~t oa aeooUJ'it ot t- Sl.lCeesa 

o~ the Cemp Davl.d Agreement bet\1een Egypt and Ittrael; yet 

tbG hostages, prob1tl!n 1n lrM. am tallutte of the m1Utary 

expettttlcm. tbere.fON resulted SA bl.s defeat for second 

i;em.,, 

Anu:ms the \fest tbropeoa statesmen, Helmut 

sclmtdt, tbe l'Iest Otmnan Chancellor, kn.Ottn for bls 

~perit.so on mUttart strntesr, aDS also knOWA tor be1rt3 

n supporter ot renovs.ng tho 1bor-e cm4 Jup't.ters, \1t:l.S the 

:first, mo,, 1n a crl'tlcal speech 1n London called for 1be 

nw Amerlc;an deployments in Eur-opa 1n response to tbe 

ss-ms. tn 1gr7. be saw, rtSAt.'f neutrallzea (tbo super 
pottera• ') strateslc m.acl.ear oapabll.l ties. In Furopo, tb.ta 



rnasnlflfla 1be s18Mt1cance of tb& 4iepQ'ltLes be~ East and 

'tfest. ·•25 sohD.Wt bad eXP~IJsed ~ abOu.t the Carter· 

Aib,ntsvats.on• s a~anent witlt tbe SOViet union to exclude 

the B!tarestrateglc weapou froA the dla1ogue on SALT :tl ln 

1918. He teared that lts re3eotlon 110t11d Smpm.-U cletf.mte, 

of lfbidt west Gertnany t1<1s its matn t:enetLcd.aw. 11: I\'Ja8 a 

fact that the geograp~as.-1 ~b111 ty of tb.a FRC in case. 

01 arut ct>iltrontatt.on between \felt eD4 East, reqqln4 110t 

<mlt· detelite with t-tos~. wt ·also \1est ».tropean un1 ty as 

well as lta cont$.1\UGd secutt t1 ~1M&ge wt ttl tbe 
NI\T0,26· 

, As can~ct to Frtmdl Rest4ent de aaUUe,.. bt.s 

successor Prest.dent Ceor&es. PQttptdou• a style rovealad a leas 

str141mt ati.-Ameri.can end a more prasnatlc approaoh. to 
m. ..... ,.._ -•n-'....., ln ~~" -~ ,__ ....... , · ,.e..,,....W\....,... ·•­~\4;1;·-vP~ D'!iil~·· "'¥ . .. ~ ...... ~ .QPW. ..,. .. -~ s Q,. ·~ ..... 

parit<=Ular" EUropean susplclons of SUper Powere detente 

't1el"G upreesect by Pc:mp14ou on Z1 September 1m wban he 

sat.dl ttTbe lAw of poll t1cs QQd the lS.te ot statea requlre 

25 speech. of ~ut Sdlnll4t at the lnternatlOJlal 
lnstf.iute tor strategic Studl.es, London, 'ZI 
October 1VI7t Cited in Survival, January­
February 1978, pp. 2-10. 



011$ to· oons14er aU eventua1111.es am iheretore to see· the 

4ari ... S \!bidl 1tlle rapp~enent mldtt also entall t.t lt 
\1ere to lead to a ld.lld. of coDdanll\ium-, or to a kto:l of 

n.-trallaatlon 0: QlrOpe. "'8 1\10 ma.~r 1n1tematlera1 ~ts 
wero t.anuonce4 bJ P<:mpt.douf s viet:. ·. First• the us-usSR 
agrc:;aneut on th.e · PJ'GVGntlon of ntlcl.ear v.er· 1:1h1dl \10.& n:ulrkod . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

. tor dlscre41bUlty of the ·•~can nuclear· guarantee to J?Autope 

· arld i#le -seoOld was t~ US.USSR cona.boratl.cn durl.DS tbo 

October 1m tit.44l.e East orisls1 ~ch vas :responsible 

fo.- the ~d 4t.aiolJ1$ bet\1eotl France aDd Amor-lca.8 

l?cmpldou. also doUbted about 1b.e aincor1 ty of Ut.e Soviet 

Ulllon in ·tne namo of detente. AttoP de G:lulle* s d!.eo.ppeo,ranee 

from the French po11tloel. scene, tbore took placo a brOad 

review of the ·.Froncb. concept of securitJ• lt epl)eGI'S that 
Pcmptdou rea.l12Gd. tbat Ute Atlant1o alliance t1DS bo.si.O to 

Europc;on securli'·!'• and aloe a.dQlttecl that tbo detenoo of 

:ruropo 4eo-eneled upon tho Amert.ean ~oar power. 
. . . 

But itlm tt is also clear that detente 0114 ead1ntl 

ot 'the lntel"-bloo ad:vorsarlal. eontrontGtton were· tun4emcta1 



.teatures ot the French approach to European SGCUPlty. 'th.ts 

. pJJootsa co\44 be tcacUttate4 Ollly throud\ co.opera.tton 

be~ 'the Bast aDd \'lest. 

in ihts reprd.,. Mlohel Debra ~ of tbe 'Vlow 

tbat ibe pro-Hquislte .tor 4etento was the on4ttls ot th.o 

bloc $Yeten tbleh l'Ostrlcted tho treedan ot 4ec1slon ot 
o1tler c.ounwtes. 29 

tbGN 1s no ttoubt 1hat to acccmp11Sh a successtul 

4etcm'te in EUrope,. ~~e ttaS wry e.ottve t>ariiC\11arly in 

re<tu.ctton ot tenslotl between tb.~ two SUp~ P01.V9re1 peaceful 

. settlenent ot 41sputes and prQnotll'lS eotlf14etl0&-but.141ng 

meamwes. 01\0 Sw:h m'Ga$11N was the CODI~Jrence em. security 

a.ntt co-operatlon b. Europe lmieb \1t\S st.v• tun support by 

France. BUt tht!Jl the American rel.Uot.anco to c.o.operate on 

the CSCE led Preslcl<at Glecard 4t Sstnina to 41Sa(3t'OO wf.Ul 

the caner AdaiS.-strat1on on. tho quest1on ot ban Riflrts · 

t.b.lch b.o felt, thna1:ortod detente., Bls tnsio pol.l.cy110a to 

p\U"'sue tt4s national luterest. G1scal'd tl'le4 to Staprare 

s-elo.tt.ons botb \11th East nnd the \1est. ~ tbo advent 

of Reagan Admlnistratt.on. lt o.pCJearod ae 1f the Franco­

American "hOneymoon" had started &new, 



one. impoftant nspect ot OS.~' s pollcy waa bla 

·cQMlltment ~o deteute o.t least 1n EUrope., AccordlJltl to 

Gle.cord' s ·own rec~, 11J n key CODS14&Jiatlon .i.n Ills 

l'~tance to becane t.nvolveci l10S·· tbat by takinn side 'id.th 

th.a \festem allles ho \1Wl4 leave Frnnce .open to Soviets 

detnan& tnat -e .Frenoh mclear tot'C$ should 1;e counted ln the 

IRF talks tn ~. .It S.s bcrdly· cQft4elvablo, bacause 

probla ot tne Frencb JlUCl.~ IOJ'Ca bte)luslen SA the SUp_. 

P~ nesott.nuons uas ot.flclally rnlsed b7 the sovt.ets 1n 

the bUatel'Q1 F.mnCO..Soriet QOnsultattons hel4 t.n MOSCO'tt 

&n Januanr 19?8, one .YGar bet oro tiAW took 1 ts double- track 

4ecle£m. . Olscnnl 'fhou.sht if be does not support tbe NAi\l 
\ 

deplo)iment ot.tS.oielly, be could (JllD r~oacow' s support. Then 

bo \188 tll,so aware ot Ule .tl.ssures 1n the 11Loft Urd. tyo 'dlS.cb. 

bact 'been nearlJ tom nEIU'ndet- at tilo aenera1 elections held 

tn Marcb 19'18. t11tb tbe resUlt, 01sCQI'd tel't reassured 

. about hls OWA v1otol'Y l1'l tb.e French Pras14ent1a1 eleotlons 

S.n May 1981. But then as we not.1·kl1o\11 hl.s 4es1an tolled: 

miserably, o.nc.t :bo lost 1n the olectl.ons. · Glsco.nl' e May 1930 

trip to t-Iaroow, and. b.ls meeting WS.tib Lenold Breztmev, 

soon atter i:be soviet intervention s.n Atab.Onietan Md his 

.eUcmce on the ss-m t.asue, becetOo koy elenents in the 



soclallst or1tl.q.ue ot bJ.a asoftti toro1Btt poltcy vllko.Via 

Moac0\1• Glscard was urong lr1 hts ~roeptlon ot setttAB 
concession ti'On Soviets tts tho letter ha4 constantly 
presse4 fOJl canp~ts.on optDSt the French erut BJI'lttsh 

r.nlOlear systems ~ since ihe ~ag ot tbe SALT 

nesottatt.<ms ln 1969. ~' 
G1eoard ettaeb$4 prSmaer to detente. He trs.• 

net to dl.splsaae 1be SOVlots:; ,ronoe ttan1:ed to kee' as 

mueh tlexlbUt.ty as posst.ble fa lta toNign ·rolatl.cns, 

becaUse a ~ of tho ,cold ~· '" Eul'()pe uoul4 .aftll.n 

torce lt to ao closer ~laNe tho us, devalue J.tselt tor 

the USSR as \feU -as other West EUrOpean sta-tea tbt.cb 

showed acme lftd~aanoe ot ibe us. By Wercm.ce, thls 

cO\lld also mean a nev "WBW ot. tenas.ons SmperWf.:BB peo.ce 

ln Europe. 

Reap• s success U1 1~ beOame f>Osslbl.e because 

of a. general destre tor obr:mge ln the us poltoy towards 

the USSR. l:n other ucrds, Reneau was the beneflc1a:l7 of 

tb.e pop~ar discontent w1 tb c~tert s po11oies• ' 2 1he DeW· 

aeaaan Adtnlrdstratlon aet about mokl1l3 cnansoo 1n the FY 

't Pier.r$ LeUO\lcbe, •rrencb and 'the Euranl.ssUes"• 
I:P.A§lfP &Ui&DI• vol. 62, no. 2, wlnter 1983-84; 
P• .. • 

J2 Datd.el Ytmkolovlcb. and -Larry Konpn, "Assertive 
Anterioa•. F~6UB· vol. 59t 1981, P• ?b~. 
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1~ t and n 19"$2 4ofence 'b.14pts., A~ter a 11 ttle more 

ttwl a montb t.n ottlce. Rea;JUl am his Defenoe secretary 

Ca;ptlr l"lt..d.nberset' sul:mitte4 tormat revta1ons requesttns 

an ttd4ttlona1 $ 1 b1Ut.on ·(·4 per cent) tor n 1981 M4 

8 a6 bU1lon ( '' per cent) for PI' 1·~2. "Taken toge~ 
these· revtstone pro~oete.i a ·10~ 1 per cent real tvmua1 

#Ot.flh in t'OA durtns ttscal rears '981-86, bl'lnsll\8 <letcmce 
. . . . 
apenctlns to 7 port cent ot QNP· Bat SB.e pel' 'C<mt ot toW 
ied~al spendf.li$ by ibe end of that parted, n33 Reagan 

«eol4ec! to cont~J".US ~ltb the cart• programme that ba4 out 

'h'J.dent pro<tuctlon ftcm three sutme.rinee .ovary t;uo. years 

to one ~ year,.J4 \'Jblle Carter Admlntstratlon had 

dev-~lcp~ an opt)l'eclation for the Smpertance of ~e I-1ldcD .. e 

East am Persian Gulf as a aubsl4larY theatre durtng a 

roa~or tJal' oenterecs 1n Europa, the Reagan Adm1nlstratlon 

hlnted tbat any~ t11U\ tbe sovtot Union~ t~bether 
b~gun 1n Europe or not - tJOUld be of \101'14-t11de dlmenslons 

w£ ib central EurOpe baing only one theatre. tfetnber'ser 

urotet ..... s.t the enemy a~Cked at only one place, w 

,, 



m .. le;b.t dloose not to rest.not oursolwa to meetto.g a~sslon 

on 1ts 01111 blmecU.ate front. •'' 

Fran sevt.ett s perspective ot the East \1os:' 

ormtnmtatlc.m. the collapse ot detente was attrl't»Ute4 

to Ute· e~ Admlnlstratlon,: V11ch t..s sai.Cl to have done 

. mud'l· tttbat was halmtul and tena..,a. to pest. uon the b.terw 

national atnospilero•.• AceoMi.Dg to the sovs.et modta,. 

Ullder Reagan ma-tters haVe g~ iran bad to wcrse. 

The aeasao AdmWsbtlon t1as beil\g pUlorW 

lol' allegeG.y rGtuminB to the attitude ot tbe Cold \iJatt 

uTbere te no ~tU1oat1on tor giVinG tmJ to ttl& blncknlcU 

of tb$ arrowmt on4 tar .fran diplanatlc st9tanents of 

certat.n trashington pelf. tt.clana,. Llstenlns to the oggrressi~ 

boastltlg of sane of U\QD. ono might tblnk that 1t l.s not 

"513' but 19;o. Het-JOVeJ", airJCO Ul.en the t10Jt14 has tteccme 

tli.tferent •• • • r:J1 'lho Reagan MtnlnlstratS.m ls aCCleecl ot 

.. ha'YlJ;).g opted tor mU1 ~ aupre.macy over 'ttle SOV1e1: 

umon, discarding tM poliey. of peacetul co.exletence 

and detente and rolyf..ria em a ebQrp build-up ot tbe US 

35 Kettb. A •. .Du:rm .and i•f111lam o. Staudennaler, "S'trategy 
for Suniwl11, J:Pm!JS! 1!2}&Q%. faU 1~3, PP.: 2a..41; 

36 P1ck Otto•. ·aRoaction to Rea(Jln t SOVlet Fears r.u:d 
Ogportunt.· ... · .'Q.. es!f b "lif' ~ vol. 37, no. ?-a, 
JUly.Au@lSt 1~1, Pt · .· • · 

'!11 ~10s00\1 Ro41o Hane .sentco, 26 r~arch 1581 (S11B, BBC 
Mont,torlns Service, ~ 1, SO r.larch 1991). 
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tnS1l't:arV presence 1n 41fi~ ~ ot the w$1'14; ta.clu­

dlns areas atcmg SO'V'let trontt~•. Xt t.s a1so po1nted 

O'\lt tbat NA:t'O' s U'Genal ot tb.ea:tte nuo1ear' fo~e 

• appf'<*S&Ilately cor.respon4st ~ the Soviet Unt.on• s . 
capabUl tr• x• eoeae4 that the Sov1.et Untcn ttas not 

reluctat'lt to tree tho em ot tbe ca.rtor er'Q when 11: 

watdlad the lat'ter'1 s trim hetl WflG passing M to 1he 

shoUlders ot 12\o incQJlifts Republtcam. But tben Pr-es14ent 

Reagan aooue4 the St'>'riet Unto11 of strJ:vtns tor t10rU 

besen0Jl11 the "eat .®y, fASS d:escrt.'bed tht.e aa • tlellberate 

41atortLcnt pmn01:ed 1>7 a canplete laolt ot Wder:standins 

ot tbe process ot change in intetnatlonal atfa1rew 

Reagan• t1 etatsnents l1el'e attribl.lte4 to bls chlldlsb. 

ailments broufjlt oa by eocessl-cm to power. 
~ :Soviet unt.on bnd, .. mtense inteJ'est m 

matatalrd.as a ~b1e situation 1n E\u:'ope in vlew of ita 

o• ecot«.mlc 4Lfti.<;ults.ea and the a1arm1ng .Ohanges m 
progress t.n Pol.tlnd. By clalming 1:bat 1 t 1e the Americans 

\iho are tr~ to upset the military balance in l'.UrOpe, 

they tried to maS.ntntn tbeS.r +.enporary adwntase to 

o0ll80l14at'A thetr ·relatt.onshlp l1itb. tbe1r Eaat;.EUrOpean 

allS.es. At tbo same tt. .. le, tb.o SOViets wert" s.ntens11YtnS 

t.hell' establlsheci pe>llcy ot ~l'JS to 4r.Lve a wedge 
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, 

b(!'twtJen Western Europe alld tbe USA. EVen GewsJ. A~a~tov'B 
on trest German Televlrd.on trled to ~~ty \be Sovlet post. tt.cm. 
He took caa'O· to stress that ibe Sovlet Unloa• a areasouble" 

attitude was baeect on atrqtb. and Jll.Eide sam• ccmpariaon. 

be'twol.al us OPROSlti.Ol\ to the stat£~ ot. Sovtet m:tssUes 

ln CUba 1n '962 QQd tho present Soviet concern ~ the 

proposal to place Pet'ab.tn,e.ll e.t1d CNlse missiles ln EUrope,. 

Arbatov anph.arilaed on the USSR's eccftCml~ mfabi1t. ty WbeJl he 

sa14t •tte ·could adlleve hf.~u~r ~onnance it needs' be• U 

.1 t were und:er~ ibat 1 t bas been toi'Oed or. us. u . Arbatov1 

tn a w14el.1 publlcl~ article in I!Dx&. on 9 March. ,te 1 

· h94 sunmarlze« the S<r~J.et view o:t the s.n.ternatlonel 

s1twlt1ont 

38 Reportedly lnfluontt.Bl i>lrector ot 1he USA and Coft34a 
lnstl. tute of tbe USSR, lbo 1s otten used to ~lain tbe 
Soviet post tlon to to.retfJl audiences. He delt.vered a 
speeCh s.n \11nter 1~3 in sts, JNU, New Delhl • 

. S9 ~- Arbatov, c1 ted ln Ptdt Otto, At 36, p,. 2$,\ 
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·' 
PolMd casee1 or be was ~ti.fytng SO'Ilet vtw ot lb.t·...,_ 

nati<mal. sJ.tuatl.on on the bnaS.s ot tt~ztmev Doctrine• .• 

There t,; no dc;ul)t that SOVlot uniotl as \1011 ·CB 

Ua.ltet statos, tollo\1 and 4eti.M the lrl:t:ern.atlonal situat10D 

ao l t su.l ts . tb&1r f.ntereste, as 1 t .was cleer ln the caso . ot 
soclaltst govstnnont in. J'ramtt• M1~ bel~ tba.t 

Europe• s ~tal polltlcal.. •atld. atratelJlo taterests \'I$N 

at staks.. He ·uas ·~~ that Ftonce bad to tntorvene Ill 

the Earopean debate fA o~ to ttop Ute risk ot. l'lelltral.Sn. 

4rif't to non-nuclear B\U'tope, and to belp restore a 11baloUoe0 

ot forces bt'Oken by ltlG1:aUats.on of ss-ms. t:11 ~ 1n 

his ecmmt.1atmt to support ~m mo4emtzatiorl cons14erect the 

Gl'BV1t1 of tho :lnterrsnl ewlutlon in Ce.rmany, O!l4 SOViet 

amb1 t1on fe¢t docoupltna Etutopo ban Amertcon nuclear detorrence, 

declared tlrlt rm.y a:ttaek on Frorce doea not start ·\"Jben enemy 

entera F.rencb terr1tQI'lee• 

Dlo ttae wen SOolaUst France came to power was 

canpletely 41tforent trcrn 1t1c tlmo t1hen PanpS.CSw tas SA 

pc:>uor~ Panptdcu tried to ~t tb.e prob:1ble ocon4an1rd.um• 

fomat1on. ot tho super powers, tmereas ru. tterztom• s tosk was 

to restore 'Balance' ot fos-ces in Europe. AM ftatu:rn11y 

restorlna Balnnce requiros to partio1pote in tbe cold \iar 

of tbe super Pouere.. 
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' 

the 1t1e8l'S Of Nett Cold \'farlt• Dur1.ng ~Sf! years ~· tJa$· 

ruled by ·the rt&ht ~· part7 ot ots~. and then the 

so~altn PartY' of Mt.tte~ &otb tbese statesmen wtJ~e 

~tx'~ . \11 tbe· US bu-t there was qual.t. ta'tlve dlt1orence ·~a 

re~ to tbe inten·at tb.e1 evinced tn tbe prcmotJ.on Of . 

detente. Gena~y t.t le ·Ql14entood 'tb.at Glscard tned to 
pranote detente ·td.th the USSR. Both the US aD4 the USSR 

$eened to be sa:t:lafled 111-th GS.ecard. That 1s '\'AJ they 

fa'VOUX'ed nts ~eleot10JJ., M4 tm'e opposed to Mt~s 
e1ectlon as the French P~s14ent, because ea.Oh of tb.e two· 

sup.- POl'lers bad dlit~nt appl'eh.ens&ou on bS.e po11cy 

approacheS. 
:~. -

lt \be PreftOUS ~ents in FrMce· trletl to 
·u.,hold the• procees ot 4etente. tbo soot.alt.st reeime 1n 

Fra.llCe 1n many ways escalated tho mm Cold tlar ttbicb sesned 

to be brewing up between tbe wo supe~ Powers. Due to the 
. ~- ' 

prolonged econanlc cr1st.s 1n the treet tt!ltterrarMI Uke hls 

predecessors bad t.o face tor a lODB perio4 gra.ve ~ial 

lnstabilS. ty exacerbated by the q,Wli.ll'Up11Ds os oU prS.cos 

tol1ow1ng 011 Arab-Israel war tn 197'3; and by the dcubl.l.ng 

·Of PI'1COs 1n 1979 4Ul'l.fts a seoond. oll crisis associated 

\11 tb the Islamlc Revolution in Iran. lln4 SOViet lntertentlon 

.ln .A.ttjumtstan. At i.he same time there 'WGre politt..cal 

uphea~m American d$feat tn Vietnam uas followed by a 
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1q tar· Ia. Katnpt.lOheaJ Portt.t~ese wtth4r'&wal tl'QQ t!Iozam.bique 

atld AnfJ)la led. su'baftuently to s~($1 Atz-tcan mllltaQ' 

lntenenUoa atJllnat tile CUban 1roops pretence sn ~ 
and tae atmcd coMliot 1n the tleQ~sabara tbat toots, 

place toUowtns the Spanish 'ttl11tata~ 1\U'thermo~ tm 
4lversenoe 1ft. snper i>tmef's approach to 4etef1te ct'eatecl 

mt~t:ual ~NSCJloion tesul tUls b Ole spt.Nnl.ng arms race, 

tmd in ttd.e :tegard, maJ.ntatne4 i.ts po$ltlo!l, 1n tbe l·ore. 

trcmt. 
As a ml44le.~s ~ .• the Prcndl .lnteresta 

and a.cts.VS.ttes were Wb~ot to ·i.hree patinctpol s.nt~ 

t;>J"eta14CUI 

( l) '~.he classt.c.al lt.lm'al VS.ett cnphaslsed tbe naed. tor 

n-ance to reect tloxl.bly to tlllpred1ctable torcea 
and events lD Ofdor to keep uprJ.Slt l'ftlle o.waitlng· 

a now we>rl4 equ11t.briun•40 

( l$) Tbe J:eto:mlet ltberol vt.e\1 anphasS.zed French links 

&ncl canpnrlstms •1th <rlher etates, 11 ,a~ug ~.!a. 
!C)dl $1 k a\Hi goa; 4ai 'Ql!l.\U •tho weakeat of 

tbe strona and tba· ~st of 'the weak.• needinG 

aottvel.y to seek um.-estrlcted co-operation with an 

#1(/t Mil L ... l't'ilillll IUW fi'"LI(I~I.t 



puts ot intefdepG,~ctent t10rld to 4WJ.ve mutual 

benetlts ot penCEJ am pretJpol'lty.·41 

(lll) lh9 t·t~bt vtar enpbaei• fhe need to-r France to 

adopt tn a onpetltl.ve bat c~spect r<>l.G beil:ttlDIJ 

an tntel.mediato pcsttloa 1n o. world strttcturany 
divided bet\1es daafJ).ant, aanl-4ependent and. depolldent 

staw.42 

Mt. ~ gave pr~ri t1 to eocnanle r$11'i\f'al 

and bts a~nesa of the J?raoh po$1 tlon as a mldd.le­

r~ p~ 1.11th Umttscl flteedO!l ot actt.on led h.Sm to 
enphasi%& ~operation 't11Ul alUes mtb• tban ~ependence._ 

· Al ttlougta hio toctalist ooUeaguea reccmment:ie4 a Marxlet 

policy ot canpet1 ttva prtQtecttoxd.~ r·U.ttefWU'd opted 

event\lally tor a ~fomiot liberal approach,. 4' He maintained 

Glscard• s ros.mement policy whl.cb. began in 1978, bu.t 

dispensed utth hi$ eeardt fer an East-l'!est Convergence of 

lntarests ln favour of a ~Of P0\1er't t1b1cb. lmtolved 

Frmx:~ to t:mCOUI"BeG Us reamO!Jlont ond lnsto.Uatlon of orulse 

and Persh.tne II mlesUos in tro~ Europe ~ c~ 

Soviet' a SS.a'Js.' 



l!ll!f lpl 'lllfli!'!feslaFBil!ill. f!SIUll IOii,IUS .1. 111 nu Ll' I ~II" . 
Year s•tefll.o At:r:iY .Nav A1rtarce ormene 
. ·a ..• ,..,, &S!:S! , .:.1 ·. nn I .. r ,. 1 1 an • · rf.a.R _ 1 :CI' 

1911 :s.ooo 
11.610 

,,. "··lt€0 ,.,.,,., 
1919 "·''' 14.195 

t~O S7.26o 
t6.1110 

\98' 99. 99() 
18.495 

,932 1t4.!17S 
m.m 



-..a ~..-.h o~ ~ ..... n--..&. i!!l-v ........,.._.. 
AIU QA YV v•a . ilo Q-~~ ¥.1; ..... 1;;.1M!III& WA..._.#. Wiw.~ 

creG'Md suspto-s.on t.o~t· the SoViet Uxd.on t138· e1gn1AC8At. 

Among the C{).eratlonat.to~: ·~be ·amy was partly J~ew 

strttC'tured tn 1979.4' By t!B' tbare wre elpt ~ · · 
dlvit,dons, ead!a. canprls!Qg •.coo men d1Vf.4e4 into 'M 

·tank regiments, t\1o. medl.waect l.rifantrJ "stmats :d 
t~ art:u.l.-v .res&.men1:s;. tbee wro also saae tOUJt 

I 

tntantry 41V1d1t.mS. aaoh cemp.-1SUVJ6,SOO men- 4iv!4e4 

lnto three moto"-:aed tnfnnt&'Y regiments, one am~ .. 

car nu.d.m~t aDS one erilU.erv ·ress.ment (a .tltth tnfoniry 

dlv1s1<'>ll ·ttaS· also smG4ul«<). ln cddltlon 'there were 
se~ s~ctalli:Od Alplna, marine a1'id priraolnlte d1V1sioneJ 

tm4 ftve .-eglmonts equipped wl ih tblrt,. pluton sur.faco. 

. to-su.rtaco missllo tor •tactl.oal' uae. eacb. ~ODe 

20-ldloton watbesd oqulvalent to the power of the 

Hl~tm.a 'bcob.. A mm'ber Of other restments w.e oqutpped 

with Ha.tik tm4 Roland ourfaee.to.otr ms.ssllos., 'lhe navy 

uas ~B steod1ly in 1933 nud 1t vas oapected tbat 

by tile early 1990s France would be sb1e to matdl BrttalD 

oo a vorld l'.aO.Va1 power. 1bo 4eplOJment of the QJ'tllf 

outsl4e France tas as· lol10l111 4a~SOO 1n rae, plus another 

2.100 tn west B.-11ft; '•'3) at D~boutl, 2,911 in Lebanon 

1n trultt-Nats.onsl United nations Interim Forcesa ,,,70 in 



__ , ..a. IV\ In IGo.nA• If . i"'!' 1'~~- t'Wt#!l '*-$9~-:e~J. i.i!fOvv ·. · ~ :, ~ vu_,_, ~ iWii the l'VOJ7 

eoaatJ tG, .SlO 1n ~~oae 1ft ArJtulea-G\11QM1 Soutb 

Indian 0~ NG\1 C$1G40Dta and Pt4vaGttl.e.46 An estllatlted 

ss.EO p_. cent of au mS:Utar;v aquipiumt ptcd\lcett .m 
Fi'anc~ ls EIXPO~ ·Out ot162 t-tlrnso tldttel's produced 

I 

Ia 1rl/1, oaly 44 ~ 4e1l'\f0Hd to ina Fl'fJDdl AV rorca, 
t*fi.lo· the ranatntng 118 WI'O expo~ Ill DQ:sttault 

Company J.s ·de.velop~Jls tbe .Jle\1 ~1tftln-a.ICJOO tJ.shteJt• 
e:cluslwly l~ usa ill 1hW world cour.t.tt-l-... I.e ono at 

ttl& largest 4ea1s e1fQJ1' madt by ~e was thtl 1911 oU 

'ba.._ deal tilth lraq, ·tel1tt 02,))0 mW.lM. In 1979 

F~e beam negotla~ a tbcQsnutt Gl1l,loa.4o11u 4oal 

tilth Scuti-Atabla tlhU.e both~" ~sed fA dlsp\l'Oes in 

tha Q4t uar.-. Xn South East Asia, trrencb ccmpetl~ 

tor aa1s orders .ha:$ _.OSUltea 1n tbe posltloa ae the 

tt\lrd ~sast oxponor to 'tbe raat.on n~r si.81W8 1:t1e 

Heltd.ntd. rtnal Act kt tm. xn Africa, Franco .bad to 

gt.va •r to the sovtot uaton "Wt i'd!loined tb.e seco124 

largest: ams supplt.or to tb.S.s Black oontt.nent. Ill SOUtb. 

Atnorica1 Fra110e bas boeome tbs 1t1b'4 wgest a1'lllS sOU_. 

to the reg1on, with ChUe as tho lorgest custaner M4 

46 Ibid• 

111 am -Xm ~~Sott, .. l;Bl· P·· .,. 

48 lbl4. 



Eouador tho .~ 1~1:. ae ~~ ~ooattrum.'t 
·reoelvet.J an t.tlcreaslat! ave ()t &~ ueapons, placlD3 
France ao 1bo socon4 lai-s-t. GUPPller to the N:'OJl attGJ* 

Hels~ asreeuo.nt Of 197,, 49 
wt 'th $1ch. a peroenta.ae of oms -~~ ft'OJU:h 

President who- -~ cmtosttag sr.~ s claim ec>resscd. 

that PresidE~nt Carter' a eapbnSls on IJinm rishts bad ~ 

;i4eGy changed tbe Nles ot cerduct. ot <le~ SO 1ft 

bis· speech ~t; UN Special sesst.on on tllsarmament tn 19'18. 
P_.es14en.t Glscald 4' Esta1ng l'ftsentod an altematlve 
p~sal tor azms sal~, ocntrOl, and eusseated tbat 'lltrd 

vor14 oountries also GfP'eO to seU.restra1rlt em. 01ma 

p\\rebaeas.. 5i BUt in EQP.t1 Fr.once ¢0!ltluered o. biG 

dlare of ibe eul~or a$8 market. bn'VUI8 aQ\d Mlroao.-' 

fighters. heltcopters, tbe orotnlo SAI:J syotan oai tbe 

EUrOnanlsstle RILAN.sa And .. t.n tho soconct haU ot tbo 

1970s. France euppl.t.od S3 · P• cent· ot tbe ma.3o_. orms 

~erred to tho R~pub!.ir of SOuih Atrtca." ln fao't 

stt11M1Y olrcumsm1.l4na tbe enbnr8) placed qulnst the . . 

49 tbW.., P• 76.· · 
50 Oebb.ard. Scbt$!.glar, ,. '' p.i 87. 

'" atmt x:~. tseo. P• 11.; 
sa tb1tt.. P• se, 
53 tbld.:t o. 11~ 



Jmp!AJWS 1 x'!!b1ar .,~- S! ·. f!~fii ... o! 
COW'ltrle~ vnl,uo total, eapona total raf:_ 'to 

., ·c.· .. 1 i!it ··' ~·· .IlL. . ..ru•. r ••rnt ·-·!!ill : L · . .~·. 'l. WI wu · Z2"i!l ,J19.z:a+1 · 
USA 24.S9S · 4,_S · 60.8 

USSR t::S.m 27•4 19;, 
Br~ 

li:al.J 
6-~·­•4 .;,# 

' ,o.s 76.5 
~0 ·76;6 

~oun:s:;· ·Ul'CMR ' ;t '7ilinour;t' • I r.J[sSl!e.s 
~--............. IJlliiiLIIIIII1 ..... 19hlala& 
USA S2 8 S9 
USSR 60 1J 24 
TlrmlCO :n ,. 2) 

1ta1J'. !JG· t7 54 
·Ult ,3J t9 t4 
· . 'It f T .II . t . ( f R • . it Jfl[ r '· r · u 11 .n ' · -• u 11 r 1 ·• n '* · · . t 1. · 

It® 

. ~s,na 

1 

' 9 

13 ,. 

t~or~ 

SOUt.b 
Africa.· 

tllfSSD 

p 1 il 

. I 'f?l 11 I . 
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nurs.og the vears 1917-eo. ·wtlen Valery GS.S(;Ud· 4' 

Establg PJ'OPOaecl t~ a Conference on nt.sancment ln 

Europe (CDS), Hel.st.nld fo11ow-up t'l(l$ in progress and the 

Ba ........ wa t ft.JI!;j,fH'i,t• ...................... - ..... mo....t ........ ·- ..... e eA"l m .. .. o-W"'u~s .• .,w«:J .... ,a,Q~ ....... ......, 'Wv.r.w .. ·v-u ~""""- .... ~.-. ,..._ 

e.greanent. At the same ttme Fr:Jnce t:a.ti fbci 1hlr4 1arpt 
weapon expomr to the tbtrd tterld CO\IIltrle&.~ 

DLtrins .1-m.eo. 76~5 ·per cent ot ftr.e•Cb ems 
expo~ts uent tQ tbO· 1'b1rcl world• ln 1SEIO FranCe 't1(l1 . " ' . . . . . . . . 

substaQtlal net1 orders,. toUow.t.as PrGs14ent C1scal'4 ·d• 

btal.ngt a ~- of 111; Middle East. Ovor the ~- decad.e• 

Av1ou Ma.nel nas~t..nreauot wns expecte4 to procluce a~ 
, lees" 4!» 4e1'ta;.111ng Mlrage.aJOQ 11$-tars tor Arab 

c~trtes alone - S.neludi.Qs saudl A:l'abt.a ana lraq. 1bon. 

l t ws also ·reported tmt so.wU. Arabia t10Ul4 ftnai1Ce 

4evelopnent o.f too bicmcr Fill'esa-4ootl.54 

Accor"3tng to offi.ctal. atats.stlos, l'rench o.zms 

export$ 11\. real prlcea have mora filan dCQbled, fN:J $2,!Xl0 

m.il11on s.n· 1V16 to an estJ.Qa.tod G 5,3>0 mUllon ill 1910. 

l\y 19:10, betwaen eo tm.i 90 per cent of . French flm.(l exports 

t1ent to weal thy Arab oU. ptodUc!Ds couatrieo web. as 

Xraq,. Ssud.l Arabtn. L1bytl art4 the Un:l. ted Arab &alrotea, 

and t.n ttla sana year J?rencb hellcoptel's tmd transport 

aS.JiCJ'!atts 1.1e~ aupp11ed to An80la•" 

54 l1b.lte, D •• O:·lU~tary Contractan, ~ t!mi&h 
4 Decenbe.- 1918.~ · · 

ss SEA XsslaS~ lalt ,,. 191~ 
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~ s econG'4lo ~ons tmd lts depen4oDCG 'OJl 

fot&tau loans ~'educed J.ts ·ccx=11mst ~- tnten.1at~ . 
peace as well as detonw,. Even lf due to the I?Nndl 

lDt. tlai411e Burop&an Dl~anent Con£e!'enoe bas been 

held _SA ·StOCkholm in t!\84; nottd.ug ,£Mbs1:(ultt.al baD 

emer$14 -0\tt. ot lt. 
I¥.eneh e.Jma ~ wore the· result of sn 

ofttctal poUey to mtd.nt:aJ.D lDdepGldence tn defeMO nm 
loret.St poltoy • arms sales wore intenetoel to sene the 

polltical. pUl"f,los:& ot ~teelns sn atttcnmous 4afoncG 

etNCibre an4 mClkS.ng tba htench lnfluence felt ~t ®y 

111, E!uJ"OPe tut s.n UJ.e WOI'ld as a ~~ success ot SUCb. 

a QQltey depend04 on ~ch' s ama tltlrket,. 1'0 increase 

tbe polS.tlcal t..nnuence 1n Eu.ropo ao woU as 1n tba wod.d 

attar tba Helslnld accord, Frend1 canpoti.t1on w1 tb. SllPW 

Powers in atms manutaoture as tJCU oo azms sole bep. 

ihe French o'b~acttw vas rot\lteed pnnolpally bocause s.n . 
tbe New C014 tzar thoro uoi'Q pOUticol rinl.s in ell parts 

of tb.e '\1Q.rl.ct. French acplll'IUna world armament markot 

can be seen in tems oz sales 1n billlons ot us 4ollare, 

ss.ven heJ'e· balc>wt 

.•/• 



•ll!ii J: ... ll~ii'IP'I ' liUlM I 

1914 
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Xn 1591 •. o~ers trcm nbron4 fw French oms were 

¥10~ nearly 110 bUlt.on fronos, ani 1n 1~2 Otder'S rose 

to about 53 bllllon fi'MOS. 56 Itl t960s JF~tench o.ms sales 

wot'e 4t.recte4 a.& much to developed ns to developln3 

count¥tf.est wt durlDa the· 1t.1/0s there was en 1nQfttaSing 

bias towards 'the la'Oter, amounting to 90 per cent by 1930. 

soon after the Helsinld. l·teet~.nst and 1 ts tollow-up• tbe 

Frencb po11cy ot ame supply std.fte4 towards the i'hlrd 

ttorld countries. 5he f!tld41e iast ~ .North Africa took 

19 per cent of all Freneb. ems soles 1i119301 Europe and 

North America 7 *' per cent at.d Latin America 1 per oent,1 



,,, 
Itt tbe 1t.rat b.aU ot · 198S tho t.ttdile East Qt\4 Nwtl\ A~ 

took 62.' pe.Jt ~ 'Wbtle Latin America an4 the Carlbbeon 

took 8,6 p,e't' e<mt Of. Frellch arms sales.- the moo\ lmi)Ortarlt: 

oanponents ot sales wwe ~ helloopwrs. mut 

tao~toal mlssU.ss, makins up 59 per cent ln '919. Deteace. 

relatacl seetl.cms ot FNncb lnttusm became mw~ 
' 

4ependent. Xn 1910, arms pro®.ctlon. lt>r iONS.stl markets 

was only 14.,8 p&l"' oe»t. wt J.t. rose to ,;.1 peJ' cent b1 
1~ ...... ..t ...- ....._j'fl, 6 ...._ • 1.--."'i ;~,.. 1t'W!.IIW 'f$1 

li'f I WAI. w~e ~···~ .· B:tt \lllG sane U'YwA ........ -;IQ(lf • . 

Fnnce• s o.4:QJitlon in 1965 to;: •anpty chalrl 

po11cy1 lts x-eftlsal to atan a~ents well as ibe 196) 

partial test Ba# freatY (PWf) • As w&ll aa 1 ts ~· 
parttc1pat$.on in MBrR (NATO.;waraa.tt Pact negctlo:t1ono) on4 

·tbo UN. OS.sarttl~t canmtttee at GQrleva to,.. tmatever 

rtaaon \\tl.teb they mtty ~tt.ty, OJtaoerbated tbe Bast. 

t1ost ~t.cm.a.. ~e ·C$1Ile to bG consldered na a trouble. 

sane and. t.ntrensleent. aUy mtbJ,rl tht NA1'0, tttere­
atlmUlntlna tbe sovs.~ lt\terout 1D 1:be wUontna .dlsunt. ty 

tt1 the 11est. Tile Non-ProlUeratlon Treaty (NPf) ot 1968 

toll even ftlrtb.er Btl~ ot French Critei*Sa tOI' 41earntament. 

1!l'le • anpty Obo.ir' po1lcy wos a(Jlln tollo\1ed even 1n 1972 

for M.Ologlco1 .an4 'bda t~eapcm.s cOJ'ltlantl.cm. \be Jrrtendl 

J1!'1 I P R 1 I I I! I . i. ¥ 



approa.cb at non.parilclpatlon ln tbJ.s conterenoe -was 
designed to regtster a protest apt.nst the us attEmpts 

at perpetuatmg t. ts 4,0sttftatlcm. OYel" tM \'Jestem e111anco, 

and ta.so there was ao adequate coJUNltatl011 ld ._ the el.Ues. 

1l1a~ 4•Estalns blmsell told tJCae ~s..u (ln June 

1971)$ tbat-~a dU DOt exc1u.te ~ ,po~albtllty of 

r·e~ t() 1he ~ nt.sem~~ canm.s.ttee it 1tte 

SOVlet-Ante•ican 4)0-p~cy weN to bo aban4one4 ·aDS 11 

tta.e ccmmt. tt«iJe OO't44. ott~ • pvspect.tves oJ conontt 
r ult...t At" ........... .,.. __ ............ tilloit.a ftA ..• ""'". t ll!u!!l ... ~ t:.'l' ·: ..... es. . . ~ .. * . -~ ~"'" ,~ v.t. ..... t;;)~o~•s .. , ~uw•· ,.rauco,tioi:l 

Mlt~ pu'blf.sbeti t\10 pi'QlltnW!t artloles on ttl& 

sub3f!Ct iD Deeanber 1W71 nm tbe natJ.QMl. convention 

ot the. soolal.tst party sa Jnnuary1978 approved a broad 

approadl. to ctlmumanu!nt in a.nttotpat~ of. the March 1978 
' 

leglalatl.ve elect~~ 

In as.acara•'s V~.evs, the world ls 4S.v14e4 mto 
the nucl~hrxVes ar¥1 JlUCl.ear haVe-DOts. In the zone: 
w1 thout nue.loar '\1GQPC>ns, F~o \10U1d contiaue to oppose 

nuclear PJ'Ol,Ueratlon a.ncl. fQ.~ ostobl.S.Shment ot 
nuclear-tree aones•S9 Fov Nsumlntl 4etente. 1n ~o 



Fra.rce• proposed. a ecmterence on Disarmament lA B\ll'opo 

(CD~) in aa. at-eenpt to dealldth the oonv~t1ona1 force 

ae well as INF M)'mllletri.e:e fav~Jng the .J1arsaw 

PQ.c'tt 

Wf&Ue tb.o SOB 9f'OPosal remains !:7 tar the most 

sS.gnS.itcant · ot the 19'18 Wtlatt.ves, a. tXl lt _wQd.d 'be naS.ve 

-to eapeot that hanoet s ~ to ·the GeneVa ~-

00ttun1~ wi.U make S;t n'lON .-etteettve ·thaft tbe · ol4 cao 

4eno\11'1CM by ~ de <bUllet 

. Fran tbQ ttrst meettna ot tb& ~. Ger.te"fn 

Dls~ament OQ'attlltwe ton. JarJl.\Qey tm. Franoe bas faetid 

or1tlolaa tor ita oppoaltlon to a ccmprebe\'lslve toat barl 

treaty,., 

· Frtnnce~ e re1e tn Chanl.ca1 tJeapoua ( CtJ) nosott.atl<ms 

has been to PW'S\te Vb.at bas ap~nt1y been amoDg tho most 

tar.reachtng an4 tboi'OU!#l proposals fOl* vwUlcots.on .. 
provtslons.. 1be .FrGncb. Oovorman:~ bas cans1stently re~cted 

al.l su.mestlons o.t partlolpatlOB in Ule Vleno negotlatlons 

tbat·beaan t.n 19'1!'• Oll4 bas e!lphattCllly dlsapprove<t. of 

tho t<>rum• s ed.stenoo ODd the bobti'Aou:t of 1 ts l1~tem 

allies in wstat.ntns 1 t, because .t.n Franoe'· s View 

strelllJihenlna of. ·ttte we· UU.S.oncos ·tJ0\44 clash w11tl its 

declared policy re{JU'dl.na detente as it \1lab.es tint 

alliances must be crcdUollY t-eakane4 tn oon3tmct1on WS.Ul 

tile \illlorsmoo of on Eoe~\i'est datanto to rect\Ce tile 
StlpWt P0\1e1'8 lntl.U,eDCe in JNre~a. 
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!he lntaJma11ate-Rqe NUQ'l• FOrce, (XAV) dUa:L-­

V'ack 4ec1t~loa oal.1SDS tor bOOl RQI$0tlatioas aas 4e.PlO)ment 

bas provOk~ J'eoonsuvatlon of the 1\lta.we ot us-euz.optatt 
se·O\Wlty (JOlley in 4ea1lns wlib tile ttarBaw oonventtonal 

as wen as mr to~ 
And ~tar 11Jackson .Atnondtnentu tlh1ob obllsed tlte 

U$ to seek ·equal ua-soYf.et cel11~ on ••teP,c IIUOlear 

loa®~ 1n -SALT U, tbe USSR -~ to SHk ccmpeDtJaticm 

tor Bttlttsh a!ld ~Cb forces to be i.aelwl$4 1D b 

:tlegatj.Gttons.Eo In April 19BJ, Arl4rel GrcxoYko etate4 . 

tnat #uit Fren~ and »rttlSh mS.ssU•s tamed tart ot the 

cmm1on toroes ot tb$ Mortb.t Aitlantt.c aut.anoe, tb.en 
~oCUUrly, be addetb 6Imaglne e Fnncb t-titJstle flytng 

per.~ vU1 also oaft7 a tas saJin& t X a. FrenCh' • all4 

X snout« 1\0t. baW bHn tnolu4od 1n ·tbe camtttt61 

·lbe· US bas lts own reasons tor saylns tbat Br1 tlah 

and French forces can be no substttu.ta for us forces as 

a suarantee t.ott oiher tfest European non-!llcl.ear memben d 

the NA!J.O• 

But \'hen ttl~ announced h1a support to 

NA'ln' s :mr declslon thlcb Glfllcetrbclted the Eo.et. west 

tr'f: 1 1 ;r .- r . 1 . · 1 1 · r r t 111 11 All' 

60· Imts.anv 1ft SALt :t ussR ha.cl ma4a the same canpensat1on.' 

61 A~1 Gran~' e pnos ocn£erenco ot 2 April. 199,, 
£fl li.tm~r xo.ra. amu, ' AprU ,g:~,, P• 1o.~ . . 



tenston. soviri Utilon· th• re1t.ei'e.te4 its View tbat the 

French an4 Blt1 tleh f~s be C(JUBtQd w1 tb thode of the 

·.us.62 SOViet Utd.M then ac~ed. ~e ot purauing 

aoontradlctol7*' po1t.c1es, in that ~e lt claims to be 

a •1ota1 ~JI· of the· Atlantt.o Alllance• yet it ••.gt.ves tbe 

iapresst.OA 1tiat ·ift tbe case ot a m11ttar7 contllct 

'betwen tbe two blocs. FrmOh nuclear fc.-ces col44 ~e.t.Q. 

eeide1J:.,
6
' 

rranoe nat\\raUr tetused to pennlt its forces 

to be taken into a.;oount l.n a bUG.teftl. ~sov.t.et ~ 

ttatt.ons 'tm'tll attar a si.gnlfloa.nt recluctlotl In SQt>er 

Powers JlUOlear capebUl ties -.e made, 1hey ra-r bel1wed 

that tbela't foroea are central systaaa. inte:aded to pl'OVl«e 

an Ul. tsmate deterrent a~lftet Sovlet nuclear ~~ 

asa~ rranoe. 
As PreX'Cb. FCI'&lp t-lt.nlater Claude Cheyoson noted. 

tbe USSR ls attenptJ.rJs to sbLtt the dlalo8J.e away traa 

tbe true wbjeot, on4 to conceal tho .na8Ql.tal4e of SOViet 

INF superlorlty. 64 Botb t·l1 ~and ~ HerJtu hel4 on 

to 1Jte riw that acqtd.escence tnto tb.e scm.et proposels 

uould not only b$ • 4etr1mental toa- peaoe 

62 Let.N4 Bre~a Movanber' 1~t lntef'riew with Der 
~:t=r ~r,n~,e Paa, (London), .r~ 

6' VruUm zagtadin, La· .. tttDISP 26 Jawa~7 1SSJ. 

64 Cheysson S.a l:ft M,SJ!4p. a Docenber 1982; 
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, ·,if. t:'u- &. ,, · ... •""""'"'"""'"" ...,,a ..a ·- _A;a_. .,..,a "t .......... ~n- ~~eJO · ·. -~ ~""~ al-sO ~ ·r.u ,,..,seq......,.lur•tGt All 

suet!, title Soctaltst ~- S.S not Oftl.J opposed tQ the 

Boftot, pi"'posal. ·to l.nol\de _.the Ftrencb nuclear :toroe t.n 

the lNP ctebt\•, bUt bas sot. ·up tts &tra d'~,A&t4ml!ePUI 
(PAttl. \'llthl.rl lte ~- oonoentl'lc 4etence ~~~e 

coatpJ:ilsf.flg Fr'MOO• ~e aad Ule overs~as. Also $-t bas 

:rette\fG'l l ts canml1lltat to tho s•tm.gtlumlq ot ·the Atlantto 

a2.11anoe• tut td.thout ·re3oi:IU.Dg tts milltar:f e<mne!J4.· 
It oafttlt>t break tt1ib 'tbe 1mg..._ Gaull.lst peJ'specUYe 

o! Fnn• aatt.onal ~ondent;e wt.'ttiin SUrope ha.VI.tls 

resaJ.ned 1ts Wtntl.ty aa1 ualty t.rcm, ··th$ •AU.tl.c to 

. ~-.. !i1 otbeJ:t wrds, theh· ~- to have enersas a 
{:··.J.-.tem national.~-~ ot oeot1'ia~e 

tree ~ f41e SUper P~ heS'J110ftY• 1b.ln lta mat 
P,ancoif ll'lttte~Tantt ·ba4 sa:l4 sOO!l c,_ bb· invests.~ 

as the PNU14eAt ot France. iil.et us begln by ~tt~a a 

soul. bao1t 1n Eul'ope.. •• 

I flirt L ·r.i>; .. ! II . I II I ltfa ... 

Gs RL~• s speech to _Ute BUndestag on .3) 3a.nuar'f 
tseJ. t.n ~~a. tass8• 22 Janua17 1.~,. 

66 Intervlew II\ Li UP'!?A9.r 2 JUly t'S81J 



Olleo de Gaulle W std.d, llf there \i'as a vo1ctJ 

tttat m1tf.lt bG 1t.rtef10d. tc> tmr1 a po1S.c)" that ol8lt be 

etf4Dtlve tilth a ..-Lew to •attt.as up a nG\1'1 ,ortter to :rep1aca 

the Cold \'1~• tnat w$.ce ens •• policy WN pre-entnentty 

those ot ~~e._u1 t/Mtner at ~~t the soc1altst 

goYel"Qnel\t In Franoe rePftsents the same vlet1 ot DOt is a 

Q.UG$tlon 'to \1bt.cb. an~ may baV& to be found 1n tbe 

WQ' lt canduots 1tpelt now on crlt1C3l issues Hlatl.ng to 

.E\Utopean sec~ty am Eat~t-West detente. 

Sl1'1ce 1he lnceptt.on of thO.· V Republic ln 19S8, 

FraUCJ& bas: stven o111den0!1 of l ts gr:o.op ot poll tlc;so.l realism 

on Suropeon sec::ut?ity, t.ts 0ta1 4efenoo 4l.'Jd Eost.l1est 

relc.tion,e. TO sateguaN t.ta nacurlty and to pranote 

prospects of peace ln ~pe, France p~ued the pn1h 

f)f •Realpo11tlk.ft 1n rolatlon to the two SUI)er fowetta. I.t 

~pressed 1ts oppost. t1on both to itle &.tper Power 

condcmW\13 and or :ooutrallt:1t1on of CeDtral Quope, tbieb., 

tt 'bo11eve41 coul<l only imperial. tranquility and., secilri ty 

in Eul'ope. 

FraMe pln)'ed n hoy role in tho Conference tor 

securt ty on4 ~oopeatlon in Europa. lto CDE proposal \as 

a successful step to set into the SUper Pm1ers• 011na 
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ne~tatlons. Hctiever, lts approach to tntornattonal peace 

and security ~s coni:l'adt.otl.oa. \'lhUe e tbe oae bard 

t.t 11as strlvtq tw peace an4 securlty s.n EurOpe, on the 

other band, surprt..s1DS11 lt proposed a ffPtm.Aftlcaa 

C011eot!ve S~ ty i'Orcett npp~'hlJ' to GDG.ble tbe 

Atttcan menarche to S\t,;t\PJ'ei!S ~ m01tQ:lct 1011 p011ti.cal 

cnanr:e. fbi s .-evogx"t;U1o oouep~ \12.\$ app:rcbatea 'by the 

US. AM• es a ~t S.t became COtlCt'et1~ a ibe 

ttuws.ous policy, sueb a.s 1 t J.s, re.~aed doubts partioulat"lV 

tn tl\e lbt.N wor--141 as to •~her the Frtnch intoncJed tbe 

CSOE to pratlote peace in Europe or to dll:tt the contllctt:~ 

to the fbS.r4, worl41 
!be atrong support extended by tbo Frencb 

Sool.al.tsts rogt.mo to tho NAm a«1Gl'llS..ats.on plan canplloate4 

not only •o process Of 4otente. 1 t further escalated the 

•Nett Cold trara be'Ween the two SUper P0l107s. Its refUsal 

to aoqu1esce .tnto tne So'Vlet demand to 1nclu4e i'C& 

nuc~ a.rsena1 1n tho mr tallts was an add1 ticmal factor 

that added fl»1 to the tire. 

sovteta beUave tbat FranCe is reple.ot.ng lts 

et.n(Jl.e-warhead t•t-20 SLJiis wltb sown·~ M-4 SLJ:t•ts 

a. ld. Lts ground 'ba$e4 slrltJl.&,.\1:lrb.ead &-3 ~nlssUes t11tb 

f•· .n.·· ai'IH .. l.l u • 
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s~\1al'hea4 s-4 llllssUes. ·'lbat even beltove the. t Ute 

.Prtmcb 4otenoe apparo:tus la aanehOl:t an n43uao1: of 1he 
NNro. tn realtty, the NA1'0-matlaged 4otence Of t~estatft 

Europe providG:s a cover tor Franoe against ~Y possible 

1ncurston ~~ tho USSR.· tmt1 Cia oudl ltQ own ~tes&·o 
toroe ·,bears, slentfteanoe onlY· as 'the seCOl'Jd ll.ne ot 

'. . ' 4et~, prtmerUy meant to eateauard 1ta Ol1n security.-

. A$ "pOrted in tbe \m~. pHSS France baS 

already tested 1he neutron btmb,. And tor- the per.1o4 

1984-881 S.t proposoa 2 per. cent onmta1 ~ in tts 4~e=e 

spencU.ns lD. real ~s. 4 trltb.out doubt td:U\ 1 ts ooctcm.L­

ao.tlort plan 4oveto.U.ed tll'th tb:lt of t.t.te NAm (modernl2atlon 

prosramoo), Fl'aJ)Ce feels reassured about 1ts 0t1n as well 

as EUropean seCUrity. But onco tb.e nuclear threshold 1s 

crossed, it becanes very 41ttlcult to S.Oagt.ne -that 'the use 

of uucl.ear \1&:lpotlS t10U1d 1Kt ltmf.ted, It t.s understood in 

1be f4A10 sttatoGf.c cli'Cles• as is also tb.e case wt.tb 

F.l"onect; f:flat semn ty policy can no longor bO bo.sod on o 

nu<:loar respons• to a conYezltional attack. 
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Ae ap1utaed ~al'l1.-, rranoe taae directly or 

ln4J.rac1tl.y oon.Wtbt.lted to, the ttNew Cold ttartt• As . stated. 

retetiUY 1t1 OJlf.l of tho Xndlo:a aat1~l «aUl.es• ~ 

in 1984-SJ t)tls ~el'~ ns file ~seat export_. o'l a1ms 

( wl'Ul do procee4a arnountlqs to 1' bUllon Us ®Uars ne 

ccmpa.Nd to the us e.xpo~s ot g bUl.lon Us dollars) to tilt) 

fhl.fd World• AH\lrl4 JOOtOOQ peep~ f.\" $pl.O,.o4 S;n t;bo. 

,_._. .azm J.Muatrt.Gf! an4 mea• ot tito arms produoe4 GJO 

ouppll.ed to ~ Worl4 ~t"les.e· ln pas~ may t.t ·~ 
menttoned that tA tM t.eooad. ball! ot 19f0s,, .~·· was the 

ma.30r arms suppller _to Sou1:b Atrica. De$14.,. rtanoe bas 

tal..$0 been a rna~ supplier ot ~s t<> -. lndtaD sub. 

continent, .Atnoa~ ttest Asia• ScutA Arnenoa aut tbe Per 

Enst. 1ble l.s a pnrt ot ibe· t011tioa1 f1ml& played b)' 

Prance ot11he oneseb081'4 ot ~tlonal polttics, ot 
'tfb1cb. tba .ett·ect Ma been more of llJlit~ ratber tban 

extb.fJ;ll$htns omtltots 111 tbo 1blnt \1orl4. 

Vl1l\ fhts kind of 'backaroud, ltl lt not 

surprl~ that 'the ~ Pns14ont Valery Olscard. 

ct• Eotat.ns 1n · b.ts speeoh at UR Speclal Stsslcm on DS.aarmaoent 

:tn 19'18 presented a preposal lor conwol on cums oales by 

tbe arms suppllers• tb1d1 also envt.sased tbat 1bi.N World 

coua1:r'1t;m must e;greo to selt-s-eatrnSl\t on arms 

p•obn"S.·' 

1. f t "Jl! . 1 J • l . l .. fr .~ i l .• !L t 
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\'It tb. all tbese patent· contl'adictlOM in t10rdb 

and 4eats, l t ls cl..enr tbat a medtun ranld.DB DoweJt .llke 

Ft'an~e bas to adept c t>Olloy ot aat$.®31. Udepen4eaoe to 
p~teot lts Ol(ll tnteJ:'acts \Vb.Ue at the same -e enbnncing 

the P·r'-Dt~Pects of PEJaCCJ 1n l!\lrop~ \11.1boat ·doubt; in tbls 
' 

pro*s the tteetoM \1l1J.I'.UIC$ bentdl ts trcm 'tbe presenoo 
of a 4et~m~ any, tbo supp~ n't:J'tm.atheairla oi 
tlle aJ.Unnoe effort· ub.Uo mat.ntalftir1s 1-ts ~. sS.plttcant 

4otenoe caoald.lt/ty, 

1:04~1 t.A FI-ance, de OauUe, is no me~ to 
du:tttiploa the cause of m~l<mal ltldependenoe4 Yet no ~ •. 

s.a praouoe;, <~••ttotlS t..·ta ftlttJttr. Atter au, t.t ls 

thts pol..ioy t1hl.eh has been aclq,ted bY the soolalists on 

e.s~pts.on ot ()0\1el' m 1981,. Let no oue forget that 

while S.n op.,oettS.on ~6 1-91bs they haW been the 

prf.nclpol antagonists of DBU.onal stratest..o 4e:tf!Me. 11: 

, 1s this .p~_pos1tl«l th1cb renn1#S tt:ne-..te&'Ced tbat 

vbats'V'er pOsltlon tho po11ts.oal parties (tn opposition) 

may hold does not tndtca:t;e ~li' true pos1t1on on 
critical issues such aa nnttonal 4efencet :rattler t t lo only 

tthen they bold the tet.gns of govemnent Ulat they in 

oractS.oe snott ~they stand• so• lf the Frenoh 

soctal.lsts have ohanged tbell' vl.ow on mtloaat 4etence 
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anct ba.Ye beocme contomlats a-1~od$ GouUl$t1 tbls 

ls very much in aocord witb. the known pol.ttloal. beha'Vlour 

patteras .ift the uest. 
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