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PREFACE 

Since the French defeat. in t.he Franco-PrtJBBian War <)f 

1-'t\:f\l, \:.he French have suffered cont.inu•)Ut::lY fr.:..>ro ine:ec:.~r i t.y 

having 

e-xc~elle<i th~ in industrial competit.ivenei$S by about. t.he 

L!:.r:,gt. decade of t.he t.went.iet.h cent.ury .. Il.omographically, t.hey 

were- far ahead of t.he Frenc:h. And, t.hen, geost.rat.egically, 

locat.ed 

<'1itt-e-le·w--opa, wielded enorrooue p(•lit.ical C'l·:.ut. bot.h in the 

Na13.t. and the Wet:t. Th~.l!i-, ~ •.>:.>rubinath•n <..--.f theBe multiple 

frame~<"rk 

r_ecQlK':iliat.h--.n between t-he t.w--..'. With t.he res-ult., a-s the time . 

-P~a.ssed, credibility gap became hardened, leading the~) from 

<,n_ec l·rar t.o anot-he-r bigger war. 

Tndisput.ably, t.he F'r-ench vict.ory in t.h•.:. First World War 

-Wt:!•t:: tt1e finef:t h ... --.ur f<.>r th•:<!l'J, f(vr since their defeat at:. the 

B:frti:.le of Waterl•:.<..., in 1815, 1 t i£". under their le~derBhip in 

t.1':iJ:_e: w-a-r t-hat t.he -Allied P.:..•were: emerged v ict.orious over th<::--

G'trmane:. They als<) recovered t.he. terri t.ories { Alsa<:.':e and 

Lorr-aine) h)Bt. in the 187(1 War. Furthermore, it. 18 their 



c<..;nc-ept. of the nation st.ftte whieh helped reshape the post-

t.his .. finest. hour" proved t.o be short.-11 ved, 

-Germany's 

revanchism began, Ho-wever, t~he-

h-aving 

Cor-diale, 

Gaulle, 

-grT:s.v-e 

l!iilitariErtic 



hi H~.~-i Gerl!l~rt'Y ·~a- tfi:ili't,!ltrY f.rtr~.t~egy <i-eEigned by G~ner-1;1.1 

Hi":drtz G.ut1BJ:i"an-, ~hich- 1-ed t_.o Gert!'!~.ny'5 Blit-zkr-ieq ~:n:i<:i 

trtuind.:rlg- v.ictories itt the e~r-ly years <".>f t~he SBe<)!'td Wor 1<.! 

War. 

particularly 

t.mde-r :t.h~ EJ.f-t.h R~b1.i~, J..ai~ sec\-tre f.:)tU"I\lat.i<)l1Z for 

moderniz-atic..m c..--,f nat.i<:mal defence, which in policy t;f:!rmf> 

for: it. was 

believed t.hat nucl~Br we-apons formed a critical part of 

n&th..,lU'I.-1 <:'\~f-enee", ~:!}d l.n the'h:· ftbsenc:e·, t.h~- French wet"e in 

danger o:f- l~J:=n.K ~-heir P-;,.il.i t . .l-::"al survival. Wilet.her a small 

or medium- r-a~n-kd'L'lg~--nttcle.ar po-wer could deter a:ggression fr-om 

a migh t.y m:te.h~'a'r p~iw'f!r s.ueh as t.he USSF., t:hen , became a 

subjec-t. ~nd' this questi.on 

compet~nt.T~r 1•}- (R,neral P"i;e:rre Galloie:- in his ~ork "Balance 

of -orerr0-r .. ; P\'lhli-t:ffiOO. .i-n- t-1:~~ lat.e Htf><ls. Inde-ed, his: 

doctrine 't•'f:CftM!'e-= -n..~ei~ t•o <i:e. G-aulle'e: f<..•rmul-~t-i<..•n ;,.>f the 

De G~~mJ:le:_· ~" t.tuc<>:e~!'!"-....-1~ -roade n;,.--. Bignificant. ·d-eparture 

from his· m~c~-e-~frr -p;::,lil·<::~~, -e.v,en t-hough t,h~y had t.·:) effect. 

min<:."Jr changee: i-n t:he st.r~t'e-~g,iD doct.rine t . ._ .... suit. t-he <::hanging 



Ai1leret. fo:rmula-t~ed t.he :Frellch strategic doctrine · of Tou>:=-

With t-he 19-SOe:, there came 

French s~>citdist. re-gi-me· s appr<..;ach t.(, European security. 1 t 

is well kn.o~1 tJH:\t t-h-e ~·Left. Uni_t.y Programme" had bec:<...-;m'e 

neftrly inef.f.ect~ive t<.."'war<te the end of t-he 19708, Yet,_ at. the 

s-



-d · Est.alng and o~po6i tlon t.(fl FrtHK'=~"'fs Mi t.terrand f~or th-eir 

own wid~Iy dl:ff-ering reaso_ns. 

princi:pally Qn their- own- f<mn'fl th-em:se1:ve6 in full command of 

President., Pierre "H{luroy ~B t.he. Fr-~nch Prime Minl-Bter,_ and 

decades ~ con-sen-,s-\;t-6 -among t.he va-rious e:esment.e: of the French

pol! t.ic:al -cla:ss on 'the need f-;;r the French policy <..;f mH.~lear 



(.~ont.inueB t-"-" be a melD'ber of the Nort-h At-1ant.ie Alliance, but 

would not. re-t;urn t-o t:be int.eg.rat.e-d milit-tu:·y ·mechanism of t.he 

NATO; {b) Tbe French st.rat.egic f"-'~rce f"-'~rm~ an integral part. 

of the Fren-ch~ nat-ional -defence, and wil]; -as e:uch remain 

l..mt\e-r t.be- .BUPr~ comman{l of the French Pre£:i:d~nt., -and wi:ll 

be ue:ed onLY; i:.ll t.lw:c interest.£. of ·the French f:ecur 1 ty; and 

-{c) 1-hcere C-{it1:Ht be- Ct.:"'¢pera:t.1~"'!i bet.ween t;he F~ench -strat-egic 

£coree and t:ru:. :ii.A"TG e:t-r-at.egl.e CC"~IDDlands, but "-"'n terms mtttually 

ag.reed to. 7he~~e if: nQ aut.omat.icity lnvolv--~ .in it in in: 

t.b-e ~-f-tert!r~:t"1:r- 0-"f: tJl--e Seoon<l' World Wtf,r, - and= the trag i.e 

experiences tha~ 1t. ·nad to ftK':e. 

lk'~W, wi.t~ ·t;ne sy"St.emto ~l-h<:inge and dis1nt.egrat.1on -o-f the 

USSR a-nd Ea~.e-rn. ~:rope, -G-ol-:a' War lias ended • once and for 

all, and now there 1:-s. no- :~ell-t-arget-ted adverBe.ry · nei the,r 

fo-r the ..:N1!T0- 'n-or- for t:l~e- French -and tJle .Brit-ish_, 

Not"tet;h-e-less-, mK•:leac;r det.errenQe b-as no-t. 'been g.iven up as yet 

bv- any Q-f @,e. -n:u~_lear ·;p..-.w~rs. On.ly re~tuct-ion in the 

et.r-ategic tn·m£:· 1-s bet.l'}g n£!got.iat.ed be-t-Heen t.he two mig.ht.y 

rruo le-ar:- P9w~r~-, 

-A-s f:Ucb-.- t-he-re .haB come al"\Ollt- a chang-e hi t.he object-ive 

ve-alit•¥ fn ·E\.'U'~Qe, 'Th,e de-1}<?-fmt of t-he \lSSR and t-hen it---s 

demise 

It iB 

synchro:n•±z~tr w1 til t.h.e aBcendance o£ 1.:1n1 t.ed Gerl)any, 

t-he l~"t.t.-er .:p.c.-~er t-hat is. d.est..in-ed t;;..., fill t-he power 



v-au\.nHD in · Cent.ral Eae:t.e-rn Ettrr,;"JPe. N-atAI:ra11-y, mtwh t.o the 

disJnay- ~.,f t.be French-~ Germany has al-r>e:a'dy ~rt.ed -assert.ing 

itse];f in shaping up t-he pollcieoS -and approaches of t.he 

Eur-o_pean Communi t.y t.o s-ul t- i t.s 1-n,t-eT.e~ te. g. , re<!ognl t-lon 

-o_of- -(;-:roatla -and Slovan-! a), 

In_ 'the light of t.hetre- b-a&i:c ~~g-e.s i:n the E\~ropean 

power c-onfig\.tration, W'ti-a=t role the- -F-rench st.r-at.eg_i-c "force 

-'lfill play,. and t-litb what i,."JbJe._C't-lt-~-&-, icn a~~--European_ 

~u-r-.1-.t¥-. form t-he CQre -Qf thls -s~ay-, nu,s- work trMt- been 

<llv:id~d int-o four chapt.ers, wltb t.})e -r,tf·tn- ·compri:S"in!! t.he 

Co-ncl-\-l6.iOtl=6. 

In t-h~ first. chapt~,r, an at:t'-~· oo~ -been iM\de t.o 

I<.-naaYB--e t:l'•e- S()Cio-_psychologie.al as -we:ll as th~ IX-.11t-ica1 and 

stra:tegic fact.()rs ~ which, in_ t-he a-f-t~ma'th -of the Second 

World :War-. and th€ trag:-lc -experle.ne~ t;h;a:t. Fr-ance had t.o 

face in ih-e decade t-hat . .f-i,."J!lo~ed -th-e Wl\:r--. t.-<\'iok- shape --and i_e<.:i 

the French t<, d~vls-e t>he-1-r t""WB· P<•11?--Y o:f :nucle-ar 

ind-e:p~.:.ndence , 

ln t:h~ second -chapt--er, -analys"i~- :ha-t:c been made a-s- t.Q ho~ 

t:he French socialic:t.z (C<,"f-au-t.ho~s ah.""'n-g.w_i tb t;he C.:Qmmunist.s · 

o:f t-he Left. Unity Programme in 1-aTZ) ·Yho we"re i-n the 

:g-



. strategic force for more than one-.and.-a-lla1f· decades since 

itso incept.lon 1 became its Princlpal v-ot.-ari.e:s 1-n- t-he late 
. 

1970s, and the.Y b~ve been PUrs\ting -and strengt.hent-ng it. 

-unint.errupte.-dly ever since t-heir a&8\UI)'2t-.1Qn o.f l'QWer in 

19~1. 

eont.ext. of. tJi~- INF 1 and then in th-e conventi~I fi:..eld, 

partic.ularly tlie. CFE accords~ has been Msm-t~. in- ~tai"t-. 

un-derstand the rat.lonale un4er1ying tbe co-n-t.inttance of t;he 

of t;he bipola:r conflict-~tal global ~-..raer, and- -also the French 
. 

reaction t.o the Pre8~mce o-r 't-he -NATO as the prln~ipal 

mechanlsm ensuring post.-('.old War sec\trit•Y in ~\trope. 
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Chapter =. 1. 

THE FRERCB- STRATEGJ.C TORCE: ITS IIICEPTIOB AND EVGLDTIQH 

THROUGH THE 1960s AHD THE 1-970& 

RATIOBAliE EOR THE- FRERCB: RA~IOBAL NUCLEAR· HIDEPERD~ 

roTe in t-'he politic~ of European securit.y. Ho~ever, it nas 

Repu"Dlican.isll --: Lit...e:rty, Equality and Frat.ernit.-y- -- i)ecame, 

the t;heme. song in t.he freedolll st.ruggle of ~everal erst.while 

t.he nine-t..eent.h ~nt.ur~ project.ed .a differeJlt. imag-e in 

Europe,. -at l-east. wit.b t;he ruling establ.ishment.s of majcOr 

European imperia-l powers~ It. was cons-idered- as :a- t.urm:d=e,n~t 

. 
st.at.e~ t.o be, kept. un-der $t.ri-ct. vigil by the- ot.her Eu:rope~n 

cent.re o-f Etn:-opean poli t.ics also shifted from Ear-i-sc t•o 

BerJ:in, owing particularly t.o the emergen-ce of u-nit.ed 

· German-y. Sl·nce then. Ge-rmany has been 'the maJ-or s:O.nrce _o_f 

appr.ehen,sion t.o European peace and securi t.y. From among. t:he 

Eur<sopea:n pocwerB, Fra·nce h-as felt. affected the most;, .f.-or i_t.e 

rz 



e.oil had been- t,rampled over t.hrice by t . .he German fore~ 

bet.ween 167"0 and 1945, Theref~re , 't.n~re ba~ cont.Inued t.¢ 

prevail 

'¥aking 

a kind of Germanophobia un.ti.l recently in .France, 

in-t.o account. the demographic fact.or ag well a.e. 

__i:ndu-st.rJ.lll e.apab.ilit-y of Germ-any, :the ·Gercman fe,ar ~eems to 

b-a~-e been ..fil-rther deepened ·int.o --t-he contempor-ary Fiefl-eh, 

pey:cne,. 1te evidenc-e ii!< p-rovided b_y an eminent. .French 

polit.1-e4'fl~~ .Francoi~ Mauriac, who, in- -the 1-at.e 195-0s had 

r-ema-rked_ :t.fu:tt. -wi t.h divi-ded -Germany, French h-a-v-e t.-o- -s-lee:P 

wi-:.tb -one----~e open, and- w-1 t~h tlnlt.ed- Ge-rm-an;y., t.hey Jflll have 

to sleep w.it.JI oot.h eyes o:pen, 

Und-e:r5t~dably, implicat.ions o'f t.he French- t.hreat. 

pe-rce-pt.ioo- f:r~ Germany had t.o be _gr-.i-evou~ ,. The f<'rm-er 

FrenCh Pre:sJ:d-ent <;enera1. de -Gau-lle han no d:iffic-ul-t.y i-n 

srMping c-l~arl.y as t.o where the Frenctl: weakness lies. 

Owi~n_-g t.o- i-t.s- h:tunillating set. backs_ cau.s~d in tbe t.hree 

w-a:r.s wi-th G.er.IYrany, F-rance n0t. __:_0nly lost 1-tB nat.ional -mora-le 

a.nd cBe.lf--es-t-.eem-,. -bu,t. al~o i~s- coTO-nl.e:s. F"rance felt. bet.ray .. ed 

t1y i~t;B' ~n- ~ric~ .• _who we~ s.gppt.:s~---t.o. ,bel·p 1~. -F~rmme 

which bad gJo·rio\,ts past., seemed to n-ave fallen flat. a·ft;er 

the t.wo w:o:r..Irl. wars, General de Gaulle, himself, w·as -a 

witnetn~ t.-o a-ll t.he misery in-flicte-d: -u_po_n France in- t-.:."lis 

eent-u-ry. 'f1:f!~e t.ha-n t.h-a-t .• be-- bim.se-lf felt. bet.rayed by -alltes 



during the Second World War, which made him t.hink t.hat. no-

body stands with the vanquished and t.he hapless. That. is .why 

he ·was determined to restore the. lost glory t.o France after 

its liberation from Nazi-Germany in t.he Second World War. 

Gene-ral -de Gaulle --t.he illustrious French man .. who 1md'" 

~n :idylli~ ima:ge o:f FraDCe . .- could neither for_ge't. no--r forgi;ve 

'the allies fol." .having l;~pt France out of 

PoWdam con~eren-ces be-iii in February and "luly-August. ~H14=5 

to 

set.t.lement.s. :He knew how hard he had t.o fight. .against. hie· 
. 

own a111~ dt1rlng the lacSt phase of t.he Second World War f-or 

repining nat.iona-1 sovereignt.y for France. 

As it. came t.o be known in 'the mld-1945 t.h.at. tbe U.$. 

had ~uired ~t.omic weapons, be also aspire-d for France t~-

equip it.seTf- with 1-t . .For, wit.hout. it., it.s de-f-ence would no=t 

be complete. Af-ter 't.ke war, but. i-n the thick of t.he Colo w-a:x 

in the Hl50s_, ne needed J.:t. urgent.ly t.o improve. i t.s stand-ing 

and 'W~t. Germany wit.b-in t.he Atlant.ic Alliance. For it. may be 

recalled that. af1:.er the Second World War, t.he i~sue of 

developing n-ue-lear powe-r w-as ci0t1ded by e-ffects of t.he w:aor. 

The· tmh:appy -experi-ences of war had left t.wo distin<>:t. and 



contradictory impressions on t.he French. They were all t.oo 

aware t.hat. t.h-ey depended on ot.he·re: for their defence a-gaine:t. 

pow.erful enemy, Ye-t. they could not. t.ru.st. t;be int4 ent.ione: and 

. 1 C{tPabilitieB. of tt1~ir !\llieB f(1r t.treir df;;.fenc!e., 

tJn:rt 

~ ·f·· 2 u'e enee. 

claim the knowledge of t.he secret. of at.omic energy 1 

·because she i~ t;he count.ry which ttas given ·birth to 

ooveloped nucle.a-r physics," 

Professor- ,_loliot., was t.hen-_. he1Kl-o£ C.<,i:rtt11rissa-riat ~ 1·· 

Errergie- Atorrrique, set up by -General de 'Ga\.tlle, Presi<;lent of 

t;he French Provift"ional Republic I vi.de hi~ -official ordinance 
-

of 18 October 194-5, But. in 1947 he wa.s .made to lea-ve under 

1 Wolf t:!endle, Det.errence !Ul:d 'Persuasion; French NUclear 
Armament. in ~ Context. .Q.f Na.tional Policy., 1945-1-969 
fhofid~nc"- 1tr7{l-}, p . 69 , 

2 Ibid., p,T3. 



"1 consider ae. very dange.rou~J att I already said, t.he 
posit.ion t.tdio~n 'by t.oo \l,S, during recent. talks., t•ecam~e 
keeping t.he s.er:::ret. o:f t.he at.omic bomb appe.ant a-6 means 
of pretH.ntre, .. 

French 1-nte~st. in· t.be po~se~ion of nuclear wea?Oncs 

was t.be mann-er in .whicn F-ranee decided to- produce t.he bom~~. 

policy caut.1QUS.ly p-l.anned and eiXecut.ed but rat~her a series 

~:f event-s and tle.ci:sions, -whiGb· led t.o -the Sahara :te~t. in 

February 196{l, :Fr~nco1'5 d(t Roe:e, a ranking member -of Quai 

d·· Orsa-y and <)f t-he At.o.mic Energy Com-mit.t.ee eaid!·4 "On 

polit.ica1 level there -boo be.en no doctrine of French nuclear 

mcarginally 

with national defence. The ordi11ance -of 16 Oct.ober 1945, 

-charged·· the CBA wit.h conduct.ins ~·scientific and t.echn-i-cal 

reBearch wi t.h a view t.-o- t.he ut..ilizat.ion of at.omic energy in-

·--------------·---
3 H_S. Ghopra., .Im: Gaul-1-e au.d ~urppean Unit.v (New Delhi. 

1974) ~ PP, 223-:2'2·4 • 

-4 Rose a~ quot.oed in Wolf Mend~, op .cit., , n .1, p. 94, Ale:e 
B~e, Drd£JiiT:-2'1'n:e- N'o.45-2[)6:3, Frart-<:.e ,h•uYTt-<=d Of1-ici<':'l 1 U.ds 
et. Q-E:cFet, 31 Octctber 1fl4c~, p.7,065-, cit.ed in Wolf 
Mencd1, ibid,, n ,1 ,_ p. 96-. 



The possibili t.y of mili ta-r}' application had been 

int.roduced int.o the CE.& tw the Beeretary-Gt~ne..::,al, Ren-e 

Lescop, who was inst.r\\ment.~d in t;he decif:ion t.o con.struct 

plut.onhtm react-or-s., 

in ~ilit.ary- -at.:omre .d-ev,eJ:Q£:!me.nt.. Only a llmit.ed number of 

millt.ary off'icerB 1re-re d:edic:ated to t.he proposi t.i<sn t,rra-t; 

weapons programme. 

also considered. In t.he mi-d:8_t. o-f :t.he crisis surroum:Hng t:he 

Fre·nc:h government. had sotl'S.ht . .Amerlc.an 1n-ili t.ary aid ii-1 the 

for~ <:,f a.ir suppo-rt .. Ad-m-i-ral lla4ford-, head -~f th.e ~l. S-.. Jvin:t 

Pullt-=s-, -+.J-ere- f.~rotlra~~e t;.Q- t1-;z·1~ "Bt.'£1:>(>-rL 'bttt. t::t.eg..:~t.::i:-ca1.i<:l!'.t£

fell thr-(1\.\Kh ~·cK\ In-dr.>-cttilr~ ~!<s.tf::J ic.Jfit t<, Fr~rtc:~, f, 

Qef.J_rge -Kelly I -~ Pt,l,i,t.ic,tt.l .B~c:kgrrn;u.td_ c•f -t.ihe 
A-B<:.,-mb.. • Orbit: ( Prti "1~~£i,~; lph18_) 1 v~.} l, 4, n-o , 3; 
1960)'. ~·· Z87. 

Fr:-t::H<::h 
i!~ll, 



American .reluct.ance t.o intervene in the French cat-u~e 

ra1tt-ed the questi¢n of t.be ext.ent. to which France could rely 

on allied ttupport wben particularly Freooh national ~e<:~\U'.i ty 

in:t.erests were at st.alte. Afte+ the Suez 1nc14-en-t. ir.~ 1966, 

. 
. American &lpport could ~ot be CO\lnted upon in :a s-11:.\u:rt.f<:-n in 

-Hlcll~ t.l't~- v1. 'tal iit'te~trts o.f t.b~ U.S. lH.ere· Yt-ot. at. st.~d.t_~ • ·6 ~ The 

aTtiee; iT1 thitS .crisi£ w&.e. (!,I1e <)f the princip&.l rf:.~<".JI'ifs~ why 

t!'1~ FreTtOh 'llilit.ary 6t:!t'f.f reo<:li!~r;ded &rtd t'tt~ Couri t-€· de 
. 

.Di€c-fF.::r,se NatioTtal.e formu.lat.ed t.he creat.ion of a .nat.ional 

n~~clear f!O i it i-'f.-U€· 

-6 vk~rf ·tteylfi-L -<ip.~··rt.· ·-~- YL ~1. ~· .1Q3. A.l.£;~ -~~-~ ·Ede~r s. 
F';trrt-i.e,s ,_ Jr. , Fr~'m.~~, T"l"onbl~d -6..t.J.JL {.New Y(";,trk. 1~-<n, 
p. 243{). 



.subversive warfare in general and :t.fie Algerian conflict in 

particular, Heakened. t.he military demand for F-ren-ch act.omic 

weapons. 

1n a debat.e on t->De mili t.:aey budget. whic:h t.ook place. in 

1%4 c~rtatn 

_p:arliam-entariaJ.lS and the Gove:rnmeft:t about. t.he a-pp1.1catien of 

at•omic -energy to -m!lit.a-ry en-dB. Spokesmen f-or t.he FinMlce 

provisions - in the bm!ge--t-.. f":or- ~en: the stRdY -of -at.omic 

- . . 1 
weapf)Y!B which. llll agreed. were -tA)e ~rm£ <."lf f\\t·"'.lre . 

. 
Tbe mofrt el<-s(;pxertt. ~!'Peal f<)r ~t·<•It!ic wea~'<"..lTt£. h<.•wever, 

.. Yfbat i6 an artrly- worth t4day llhich *-'eB n~'t ~t<'.>E6ef'if'i t~-be 
at.omiQ lie&"P<"A'tB'? 

Wi t..n~..,ut .at;o.mic ~a-pons a country does n-ot. 
count, because :t-t-s <te:f..ence i~ out of da-t.e ·anrl: a nation 
wit.hou-t at.Qmic weapon~ ... 16 .at. the mercy <,f t.hose who 
possess_ t.h-i~ weapon: A ·natio.na-.1 -defene.e -~-~~t-bout. at.{)m-k 
we.B:P<"..lft6 ice 'Lit<x.lm·-1~~- zm-4: ~v~.~lliTt'S, .... , · 

1 ~7 (.)tll' Tl a 1 Offici €" I r -d-et•at €"$ P.a-F 1 errre·TI t -a i ·r- (;!· s r AssE·trtb 1 ~-€· 
Uationa.le, n.Zl, 17 ·March 1-9-54, pp.377-98 cited in 
-La~rer-Jce .S:ehei.nlnan, At.gmJ~ Energy · Policv in Franc~ 
under ~ Four-t.b Bepub1~1-P- t~B~- \f-er-sey, 19:'65~}-,. p,"!O€. 

8 Ibid. 



Then he urg.ed upon t.he Fr~nch M-i:nie:t.er of Nat.ional Defene,e 

t.o equip France wit.h rLcrtional r:n.1clear defence so that. it 

recovers it;s status- in t.he: w:orld comity of nat.ion.s, and ale.o 

cont.ribut.es to global peace and security, 

·reasons t.bat. E.ranee \l..nde.r Pierre l'rende~-France de.e-ided 

clandest.inely .t.~ p-roceed -w-it.n the man\,1facture of at.-omi-c 

weap~. This -fact. was n.-o~. P\1.blicized, It. is only in :early 

Prime Minist.er, t.he ~rench plans for at.omic weapons came t(l 

weapon lobt'Y had e.roergw in t.he. French poll tic a 1 circle~:-, 

came t·<" be reinforced t.}n-ov.gh art.icle-s publicized . in 

uat.omic weapons are t.he wea.pons of f'ut.ure a·nd 
those fJ-atcioons whi-ch lacked atomie. mill t.an..
capa?ll-~_t;y _-tf<1iuld ,·be rel:esat;etl t.o th-e s-tat-us of 
s~:te l_li:te_s ~ 

9 C~·ptain Pierre, ~r, P, H~:i.'u.rin, -Pere~etivee, At.<.•m-iq"J.e r··, 
Revue de Deft:·ltse Nat..£p-rta_f...~:. {Paris}, J\me, 19t~4-" p,7{i6, 

\ 
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"An army w-ithout. atomic w-eapons would be powerlesB 
in t.he .f-ace of an adversary who possessed these 
~eapons, lacking at.o~i~ fire-power, aJ1 army relying 
tl.POn cla5'6ic -arms WO'ul:d- be subJect;~ t.o virtual 
annihil-at.ion, " 

anti-l'ttlC1e:ar lobby led by 'tbe- :former French s--o-c1ali~t. Pri-me 

itl~d-B:ter. Qu:y- H<.llle't • who -be. Iieverl -t.t1~t : 10 

"We · llill fl6'k 't.bat the lflelllber 6_t.{ttes· <_~f 
-ElJBATOM tiSI.ke- a -e<t·lemt en-sli.S~l!!~fttt· t.<) ren<•"J.'f1~4":, t--be '.lBe o-f 
at.Alm f(,\r =mi11:tary :pur'Pf".;.~ae:s ..... 

,que-st:!on -o:f v.alid±t.y of the Ame-rie.an a£surance of d-efen<Hng 

1U i.·~rw:rence Scbeinman, Atom1c Enf!rgy Po-1 icv in. France 
Und:er Fou-t"tb .R4>!Pllbl ic fPr .incet.~")n , 196 5) , p , 107 , 
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up wit.h the lJSSR. They needed a det.e-rrent t.o hedge against 

lowe:t<ed credibilit.y of American assurance t.hat. it. could 

defend~ Europe againe:t. Soviet. aggression wit.h it.s nuclear 

c-apability. 

Doubt.le-Bs&\T" :the deci~sion to test. the bomb by 1960, was 

' 
f:all of t.ne Fourth Republic .. But. it w-M t.he- .charact.erist;ic 

of -t.hat. RepubJ.ie- t.ha~. Government.s vaci_llated~~ hesi t.ated and 

tmwllllng shottlder- res-pon"Bibi 1 it. y 

-Frem~h 
. -

Str~t.egic defertce W<".>'J.ld include ~- rt~:ti-on~J. :wJ.clear str-Iking-

force, 12 a partoply of st.rat.egiG and ·t.a<-:t.i~a1 atomic weapon-s 

11 Ciro Zoppo, ''Jt'rance as a flue lear P-Ower", in Rich and 
B<JP..ecrance, ~,a.. 'M"se Dispersion -~ NtJClt"!ar Weapone, 
{New York: Col.u&bia University Press, 1964), pp.126-56. 

12 Raymond Ar<:s-n-, i-n Le· fiqal"o {Paris), 14 August 19f,9. 

~az-



say that .. the Fifth R~P'Ablic ~a.B the execut<:~r of t.h~ P<".>licy 

whicb was irti.ti-~t.e.d' b"Y it.s pr~decesB<.fr, l-3 

-
deterrertce in Whi-ch ttteir '.l.Se 'I!&Y be -~re of :psyc_h<)logicai 

13 Ibid. 

14 Wolf Mend1, op.cit., n. L p. 79. 



On Hi-16 De(.",.ember 1962, President. Charles de Gaulle 

received the Brit.ish Pr-tme Minister, Harold Macmillan at 

Rambouillet;. That. was. t.he only moment. when Gener"al de G.aulle 

hoped for a while that. he might. succeed in set.t.lins. \1P a 

comJfJO.n- Fra~-Br.i ti-sh f:ron-t. again-st. A-merican hes-emony. TM 

USA bad announced si-x JK'inX.hs be:fore "the French exp'!-os"io:n of 

its :first atomi-c de-vice in F:ebruary 1960J t.nat. it. ha~l 

discontinued product-ion· oi -skybol t :r-<X"Jiet.s wi t.h -which 

Brit.i6h had· hoped t.o buil-t\ \lP- 'the'ir nuclet:tr f.orces,. :f-or they 

-<lid not· have enough. nucl-e-ar d-el-iv-ery veh-1-ele.s ~f t-be:ir own-. 

As such, General de Gaulle t-hen P\\t. forward a plan for 

1:'uildins up the French ""ettriking force .. intended t.o -ens-ure 

French mili t.ary ind.epend.enee. G.iven t.he ·limi ta-t. i-ons of 

Fren-ch .res<lurcee, the implemen't.at.ion of that. pian was 

ext.rem-erly diff.i-cul t ... B\lt. if Brit-a-in- and France joined t.heir 

effort.s, t.he si t.uation would become different .. Should such. a 

t\ifficul t. si t.uat.ion materia-lize • Ame~ica-n alliance would 

then suffi-ce J an-rl- its .. P'r-01-ect.ion.. -would be -r-entlered. 

Imnecessary. S:oon a:ft.er t;boe Brit,ish Prime 11ini.s.t.er' s visit 

t.G 'F:rc-tn'l~, -t.tle. iJS"--=tlK S\UliDl:t. t~:)_(;'ik pt~ .. e.- -ln Ha-s-sa\-\. During: t-.ke 

negot.iat.i<:»ns, the- tl .-s. President -"lohn. F-. Kennedy of'"fered t.he 

British Prime Minist.er. Harold Macm-illan, Polaris missile-s 

on ~..,n<n tion-s: t.hat. Bri t~ain- -would t.ake part. in t.he 

111:~1 t.ilat.eral N.uelear -Force {flLF). 



\ 
) 

This plan, when offered to ·Frane.e, as it. will be. 

explained- a bit; lat.er_, was reject.ed by t.he French President. 

1 ~de G~u:lle as it w~s t::tns\::tited t ... c, the Fre~ctt .J1UCl~a.r f(".Jrce.. ,_. 

· H~ declared t.h·at Britai-ct would T!(tt be ~ tttember of t,be 

·'fhe second bomb-shell conc~e·rned' t,he MLF. Almost· at. the 

-sa~· ~.ime, t.he idea of a Hul t.ilat.eral flue lear Force OiLF) 

15- David l.L Schw-artze RATO' B Nuclear Pl1emmas {Washingt.on: 
Br~J:ngs_,. l-i:lS3), P.~Hrt .. 

16 Ni1H)la1 Molchanov, G4':neral ID=:. G-aulle: ~ •~ .arui 
.tkmk.s- {M~cow , l988 L p. 360. _ 



France as for Britain under the NaBeau agreem-ent.. lf France 

parti~ipat.ed in the ~LF, her submaTlnes wotlld remain under 

Fnmch C('.JIIdflfi\tt4.~ tt1~Y ll(•Uld bav~ Pgl~r-ie mi5BileB 17 wit-h 

It. was clear t-ha:t. Pres.i-de-nt "K-ennedy., h-is 

o-haracterist·k~ energy aoo ini t.iati.ve eruieav<>-red w maintain 

American heg,emony 'through- t.he aforeci t.ed -p.lan4- In the 

USA was t.o be- incre-ased through ado.pt.iQn <>f the ·MLF, 

comprising a fleet. of 25 warships \l:rl.der m.ixe-d command f-or 

whi<!h Alnericfi\t-t£ :were. re~dy t.o -pr(•Vide Pol<!iris 1'ftiB.6il~B, 16 

the 

16 C. L. Sl.llzbe-rg-er re¥-~rted 1"!1 lif'..ll. Ym:t.. Tlmes. t7 J·aJn:tary 
1962. 
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h-ilrts~lf insper.;ted the nuolea-r pl~Y1t£ !!1 Pierrel~tte, At tl1-e 

end of 'that y~ar, th-e French Qr-l!ed "'f.9rces ~-ere prC"JV-ided 'w i t.h 

the M-ir-age-IV PlM1eB i:r:tt~nded 1:·(.1 c~rn t"h-ose b<)l!!bs 1:.-<.'1' ~t._he 

t-arget. wu be.gun, 2° For de Gaulle :tbe "st.:ri-king f~ic~ had 

di-plomat.ic slgnillcan~. -but. J:-t. 'Was heavy: burden on F:rench 

economy, To complet.e t.he develo-pment. of nucl-ear weap<~n-s, 

te-sts were carried out. one- aft.er anot.her. But. he reftH~-ed to 

j_oin t.he M-osco~ treat.y on the bannin-g of nuclear t.ests. 

place fo-r -France in the "-Club of ·t.b-e _great" nuclear pow-ers 

t9 Nikolai Mol-chan'Ov, o;p.-e!t .. , !L"T6, p.&O-. For d-et.ails on 
MLF see "lohn -Newhot1s-e., ·~A-n Apprat:sal '-..,f the 
Mult11-a-t.-era1 .F--Q-r~", Bu1letin -Q.f. :tb.f.i: Atomi~ Scientists 
fah±c,ag()}.,_ -s:ept.ember l~9Sc4 _.,_ pp. 1-:3-1"7 . Also see , "lo-h~~ 
Silard, ""The Case -Against. Mtd't.ilat.eral Forcee", ibid., 
pp.18-20. 

20 Major . Addre,5-Sef?-, St.at-emenJ.s and _Fress ConferenceB- of 
General d-e <.rau-11~ ,. HI M:a_y: 1958--3-l ~January 1964 {New 
'for~, Amttassade d<-:- Fr-aTr:::e_. Ser~··ice- dE· Pt·E-~.sE- €-·t 
d·'iT-~1-<n·m.atiorr, 1964), pp,Z'l-28. 

·'Z7 



and to at.t.ain t.his obj-~ct•ive he wrot.e on 24 September 1958 

t.o t.he \l. S.- President; Eis~nbower and t.he Brit.ish Prime 

Minister Harold Macmillan_.. a secret memorandum demanding 

t,bat. a syst.em -<:rf trilateral consultat.,lons, wit.bin t~e 

Atlantic Alliance, be lns:t---It.u:t.ed am<mg France, "the tl. S-. aoo 

"A-s I ft&i.i ~xtec-t:e<I. oottt addresses gave Mt evasive 
reply t~ 1B"Y m~ntTt®m__.. 1k•t.hi-rta: w~ left. 'to \~B -but. 
ac"t.ion. "t>l 

BATO STRATEGY OF llJDIBLE ~SE DISAPPROVED 
FRENCH ADOPTIOR OF THE P.QLIUY OF TOOS AZ I HUTS 

Irt M~rct'! 1959, ~ner:&l de -Gaulle <')rdered ~ithdr&W{tl <•f 

t.he Frert-cti .FLeet frnm 'tbe A-tl!m:t-ic Medit.errane-&It 001tllflfl~1d. 22 

21 .... 
. 

In hi6 PrefiB :con~T-tc~ <;~rt---(f}ct<)beT: "2~--. 1'9'58. 'iifb!<=};r' 
Addreae;ee; . St7f"t.em~nt.t: ~ Prf'!Bfl C®t~rexH·:eB ~ G~nera l 
Cha-r lee; ~ G&u11~. pp-. 27-2l3- •. 

22 U.S, Cor1gr:ese. ~A--E--.- -S'~Abe-olllmittee f'.JI1 Agreemerttfi- f<.•r 
C<:.<•pe-ratior'i. A-gr~e~-f.s !2J: -G<t<=lpee--t-tt"ltt ~ _f!,Jtu:a:l-
Defexv~~ Pnrp<:•&eB, 66-tt-1 eortgreoo, FirEt· ~--B6if'.>Tt, t9tl9, 
p,9, 



Frf;Ttch In 

"The defence of France mnt:~t. be French,.. If- a 
Ilat.ion like Fra~e has to g.o t.o w·ar, it. mnst be its· 
own ... wit.bout. doubt., our defence can be coonUnat.ed in 
case of ~ed- wi t.b t;he defence of· anot.ber- count.ry ... But. 
France's defence .mue-f be her own. ~~t mu.st; d.efend 
l1erBeli: Qn her owr-t 1.md in her <.~wn lHfY, · 

2.4 ·Text.. <!f BJ~eel}h re~-~f.H:~d l{(ter iTt !:..£.. r:Jor.d€_ (Paris}, 6 
N9vetuber 19:5"9 ~ 



De Gaulle looked to western Europe for a basi"S of 

France's independence. Indeed. the heri t.age left here by t·he 

Fourt.h Republic sui t-ed him even less. t.han France's miserable 

'1 posit-ion in NATO. Earlier, French policy had ~n mostly 

o.rient.~d t-owards various forms of E\lr.opean .alliance of six 

Comm\mit._y}. EEC {European EcoMJmic -commmi--ty), and t.he 

them wit-h a "Europ-etm ArmyJ, t;o whieh -de Gau-lle had 

. . 25· 
expre~d :t'ti'6 <)p~fi i t.i.on not. wi t:tto\lt tn-.~<ree6S ... 

The 
. 

Bl..lPranatic_,nal eleme:nttt that threatened 1:·1'-te iitde~Itdeit<;e · of 

And- t-i." form ·tm independen-t. West-e-m European -bloe -h-e 

look-ed -t.(.'I.Wa.t'ds ·Germany .for help, t:h.e -v~~Y cru.:mtry 'F-rance 

etrong as France, but 1 t. badly needed political .sttpport, A. 

'"l'F: 
.Lr<_) -walter lla11s.tein, ~ European Communitv 

Found:at.ion Q..! ~ Political Union 2.! E-urope 
2Z -(}ct~"ber l£16-2., pp. 11-12. 

30-
'-.. 

&i -~ 
(Lond<ln-), 



joint. declarat.ion wa6 worked out., Bolemnly announcing end of 

t.he traditional host.ili t.y between t.he t.-wo countries. 

C-ooperat.ioo bet.ween France and the FRG, -t.ne _s.t.ate]!Jent -£~aid_, 

wa6 ··t.he ba6-i6 of any con6t.ruct.ive \.mdert.akJng in Europe." 

Gen-er-al -de Gaulle and German -cha-n~ellor, Konrad 1\den-auer 

e:t.r\\f,K a 6-ecret ba-rgain 1:-11 tl:te.ir 1neet.lng in- p,a;r-1£:- ln \;l~m-nary 

1-9-c:?, 26 .11 tb 'I:' h p i~~-t ;l ~~ t t 1 d vi' wn e . -e r-renc re.s ~- _. prom.1~-u' n<r . -.o cone- tl e 

treat;y, t.he pedant.ic German6, cont .. rary "t.o a_il rules of 

In"t.ernation-al law, added to t.be t;ext. a pollt.i-cal preamble in 

alliance wl t.h t.he OSA, milit.:a.ry int-egration wi t.h:in NcATO, 

"Suprana:tional Europe", an-d Brit.ain' s p-art.i<.dp-at:ion in _t;he 

had al-ready 

-26 See t.be t•ext o-f the Trea-ty i-n Le-.s Voru~:€-r,.-t :;: Com-.llJ;L'-J:Ja{.rh-

§-u-r- Of(E! E!TI-t- ..-- L e Do .s $'-i FY d~ .L ·· U-rt id.Tfi p:(;J I i t i q.u,e:_ ·t: B-li-1' e-iiH.l 

d 'I T.t--r or 'fila t i o1, des C <; ... mm u~,, a-ut f:!:.:: Eur op.e-e-, r~ t=·::: _. Far is~, 
1964}, l•P, 47-SO ~6 cited in H, 5:, Ct~tpr~, O'!J-, 0'11.:·, , IL 3: 
p-.143. 

27 The Franco-Germa-n C\.")o~e.rat;ion T-r-e-a-ty e--ame inT-o _for-e.e on 
2 \;l\:l1Y 19-63, 

28- ·~ Times,, 17 May 1963; and I& HoMe. 2(1 N'o-vember lH63. 
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After t.he conc~lusion of t.he Treat.y, the rel,at.ions 

bet•ween France and West. Germany det.eriorated rapidly and 

abruptly. New Federal Chancellor, Lt•dwig Erhard. was more 

worried about. concrete economic problems like tne 

improv~lllfm"t of t.fte ~Gel":11'11lY1 bal!tn~ o-f payme.ntE • 29 :Erf-La.Td~ wh<.t 

-had replaee<l Ade.n-au.er .as Cl'1fltncellfJ_r {l:f tf1~ Federal ~ep,Ab~l.-e 

refusal nUcolear 

The ever increasing pano_ply and grow.ing sophist.icat.ion 

of nuclear weapons systems a-e: well as d-eveloping French 

-c&pa"billt.l-es in t.hi-s" field, ·i-ntroduced- a new dimensio-n in 

t.be ~leld, of European secux:i t.y. Large number -of tact-teal 

nuclear we-apon-6 available t.<) bot.h sides ra1B'ed t.be spectre 

of liKri t.ed nuclear wa-r in Euro-pe which wou~d ~dev-ast.at•e the 

cont.in:ent. but spare RtHH!Ii--a and the tlni toed St.at.es ·~ As far as 

Ge~many had been lost. sh-e wo~ld becQme a corridor f~r 

· bata.ille· de-s Ye-ste-s .- based on Spain, as st.ated by Eric 

29 ~Err!'st... K&.jo:nic--b, ,E~st.-w~F-!.st. -Relati"'ms: a. "German ~ 
-{Pr{(eger, 1969 L -p, 192. 
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The ~cale of American nuclear armament. and t.he cont.ext. 

o~ Am.erican global strat.egy in<lica-t.ed t.h~t. great.est. danger 

¢f n!!elear- war in Europ-e came from Amerlcan si-d--e, for 

ir1 ord-:er t:o. halt. t.b-e en-emy · .s a4v a nee . The -Fre.nch nuclea-r 

force th-erefore b-ecame an inst.rument. for le-ssen-ing French 
~ 

on assumpt.ion that. the global str-ategic balance. we:tgbted as 

it. appear-eo t.o be in Am-erica's favour, would suffice to 

protect. E\trope against i:nor<Hnat•e --Russian pres-sure, 

French nuclear on the 

ins--t.ant.aneous and t.:<.'lt.al tlse of nat.lonal nuclear armoury once 
-

a se-rious ,aggress-ion has been initiated-. This adttptat.h")n of 

purer in .i-t;B 

weRpon:s would _permit a delay bet.:w-een t.he ident.Jficat:ion of 

3"0 Wolf -Mendl, o.p,cit-.., n.l, p.81. 



the opponents· citi~, Th~ deployment of conventi~nal forces 

baeked by t-hreat.ene<l o-r act.\.:tal us-e of· t.act.ical nne-lear 

weapon~ 10ight force the invader to pause in "face of t-hie 

e.arnec.t. Q:f Frel)cb intenti<>ns ... However, such a de-:lay could 

given ~~it.ical j-\mct.nre. The-re seemed n-o ~t.ber -way· :tn: whicb 

to de~l wit-h~ the hypothetically dreaded- e=r~e.ct-s <)4: lim-ited 

":-\1 -wa-r- in E'.l'l"()pe_-. ~ -

Azimuts, in- ~~evw:· de D(Sfertse Nationale in December 1967, 

i:n-side tt"C1d Otltside FrMt.Ge .~bo,.l"t ~ t1ew de-I-thrt'.A.re in the 

~2 Fre-c.teh Btr~t.egic doctri!1e." 

He threw light on -new enemy" t-heory <sT France. Wolf 

11end--1, a well- 1moim ~xpert., delineat.es_ 1 t -as -f-ollows-: 

"Accor~-J;ng t•o ~im, Franee ha-s -always had ·a 
-"fa-V<)ur1.t.e enem-y", The r<sle ha:e f-allen sueces-Bively on 
Brit,ain, Ge-rmany and- Russi-a. -Now- t.b_at 'tln~~at. f.rOJI't 
IiUBB.ia had -almo-st _\11-s-a~_peared, ~here w~ n-o- BP~i-fic 

31 \lolyon How.orthJ "Consensus and tlytho-1o_gy: Sec!--lrlt.y 
Al t.e.rna-t.ives in Post.-(~aullist. France" in R-0bert 
A.ldcrich an-d ,;lohn Counell, eds, , _Fran-c-PJ in World 
~.lill~ {bonoon: Ront.ledg~, 19~9}. 

32 Wolf Mend-1, op.cit.., n. L p.-83 . 

. -- ~ 
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enemy, Nonet.helese., tt-B a c<~n-seq-tl.·en.ee .:)f progresB tn 
weapons t.echnol<•gy. a. t.hreat. in f\\t.ure 'Could ~ome from 
any direction in t:be world, France migbt, be at. tacked by 
nat. ions which were at. war wa t.h o-t.he,r £t.at,es, The at. tack 
might. be la\mched because- one of t.he part.ie£< wanted t.<:' 
cont.rol- French t.erri t-o.r·y a-nd __ resQurces or b-ecause it. 
want.ed t.o deny t.heut t.o op_PQnen-1: .. " 



C!hari t.able, may dub it. a~ belonging t.o t.he realm of fiction. 

Let \ti!- not. forget t.hat. since in its past. hist.ory, 

"unt.hlnkable" tragi~ ev~nt.s have taken place, which make it. 

imperat,ive for France t.o be prepared for it.s defence in all 

Therefore , · under the then prevailing 

.cireumst•tmces the new French st.rat.egy s~med not. t.o be 

inappropriat.e. 

But soon aft.er untiJtrely demise of General Ailleret, his 
r 

.Buc_cescSQ.r, 'General M_i.cllel Fou.rquet. had t.he courage t.o reject 

t..t1e frt.rat.egy of T<n~.s Azivwts in March 1969, Le., a mont.h 

before General de Gaulle relinquished t.he French 

P 1 ~ 33 ree: tt~ncy , He also disapprCJved the doct.rine ·of 

Ret.tdiact.io.ns" or Tout ou Rien, as well as the American 

s-trategy of ''Flexil?le Re~orise'', meet.ing aggression in force 

at -~11 levels, He advocated, inst.ead, a st.rat.egy of 

"graduat-e-d response" in which t.actical nuclear weapons· -would 

play t-h-eir part. ind-ependent. of t.he strat.egic nucl-e-ar force 

and t.ffils raise t.he threshold beyond which ·the I.atter would 

. . --tc ..._ _ -1. 34: 
-C"-01r!Etr :d'!:· .. ~, 'P . &.1/ • 
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FRNHCH WITHDRAMAb FROM THE NATO MILITARY APPAFATUS 

offi<.!ial sitting. De G~-ulle- cut. him e.b~)rt~ "A ~::t~t.e -w<:n:·t~hy 

of na111e b~B It<) friertdB, " 36 Ai. firet. Bi~-ttt~, ttte .f<)reg~.Jif'tS 

35 Wilfrid f..<)til, E:t.~Y·c~h Hlle!lf".f!tr ili.clrJIU!j<;-,y {i~ew .J•~rsey :. 
frirtceton-, 1:971}, pp, 134-37, 
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Alli~B ~re 

expected cooper~tion from·hiB own Bo-c~lled ~lli~ in w~r. 

Those war experience~ tausht him to go aione. De ~~±e 

t.hus t.¢9k t.be principle of national indepen-dence. t.be most 

impo rt.an-t. of ~all principles to hi~. t~ it.s ~ogtcal 

conclusion. 

In summer of 1963, de Gaulle withdrEiw t.he -French 

At.lantic Fleet fr<..~m t.he NATO command. Only two Fren-ch 

divisions remained under American command instead C~f t.be 14 

the 

-::\-7 \Utite .... · 



On 9 September 1965, de Gaulle held a press con-ference 

h:l.ghligbt .. irtB: critic!tl ~BpectB of A:t.lMttic! ~.lli~rtce, 36 

be 

"Ch.1r OO'lntry -will r~m~in ~1 ~lly of ""Alr 
allie.B bllt ort eXPire <.1f t..l~tfj ·t.~~rm (".>f 0'.1r c<)lfllflitmert"ts--.
th~t iB, 11<.1 litter t.h~It 1969. ("_)'J.:r BUb<)rd~I-tat_.e. st.~tllB, i-r1 
other lWrds. the i"T1t.egr-~1" ... i<.~n (:frfvis~ge.d by th~ ,N(irt-h 
Atll!mt .. ic Treat.y Qr;s~niz~".ti<)!t ~t1ich pl~c~ <)Ur f'l:~t,l-re ir!. 
alien hai1dB. will o<.lll!e t.<) ~n e.rtd, , . we B"!'tall s-ee t<.1· tt. 
that this orgMJ.i~_t~i(".>f! do~,s n<)t deprive us <.1-f t)lJ.r 
~ree.dom of ~ction, 

On 21 February 1966, at his regular press confere-nee , 
I 

announced that. France-·- int.eru.Hng t.o her 

sov-ereignt.y, had decided to withdraw from- NATO military 

alliance, and demanded that all the bases, headqu-art~r-s, 

etc,, not. under French command, be pulled ot~t from- France. 

Short.I~y, afterwards, a note t.o the f<H.lrteen m__embers s-t.~tes 

.of t;he NATO declared t.hat all French unit-s, -were 

nencefort.h withdrawn from t.he NATO headquarter5, and- ;t.h~t 

all foreign ba5es, airfield.e., depot.e:, et;c,, lfer-e- t.o- be 

removed from French· t.errit.ory. France _pre5en-t·ed a "'Schedu-le 

38 {'~n de Gaulle quo-ted in Nik.olai Mole.hanov, op, cit.. , 
n.19, p.363, 

:39 Charle6 .de Gaulle, Sp~~0h~s .and Prees Conf-er~ncee-., 
no.Z28 {New York:- AThbassa.-~(e dE- -Franc€- •. :;en-·ic€· <iF Prf':SS 
e:t d ']nt-ont~atiolt}, 19"65, 
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for evacuation of 29 U.S. bases wi t.b 3-3,000 officers and 

men. 4-0 

General de Ga\llle · s n\lclear policy as. we-ll as foreisn 

policy we-re subject;ed t.o unprecedent-ed crit.icism bot.h wit.hin 

in-val !dating- .a aaJor objection- tba-t. the French nuclear force 

-
of tt1~- U ... S.S~R. ~ Th~ c~trtr~l ~.:rg~t ii1 his nuclear plarming 

-40 W,..W_, -K.ulE>ti, ~G!!llll~ 1sv-t-4- 1-:.'he w~~rld {Syrao\u~~. 1B66). 
p:p.1:76-13:8; HarlM1 Clevel~Ttd, NATO~ ~ Tr!ffiS1st.l&It"t.i~ 
~.:n!!±Ir OJ.e~ Y-<n::k. J;.S7!ttL pp, 100-1-.ilS a-nd FranciE>. A, 
B-ee-r_, I:rrt . .P..ll:X:h-'t.i<"m ~ 1lTI:-;\;nt.~grf!:t.:Vm in. tiATI1 {Ohi<1, 
19~ L J.IP , t3"5 -9;2-, 



~nd for which ~ con~idererl F_ranee- cannot. _def~nd Europe 

being dependent. on ot.her~ for itB ~em~ri t.y, Therefore, only 

by pur~uing a- policy of_ nuclea:r independence could France 

emerge a~ a European power that. ha~ t:he meant:t and 

respon~ibllity for securi--ng fu"t.ure and -6't.ability in t.he 

t . 4 4-1 
C01'1 l.TtEffl" .-

from the .Fr-ench Pre~idency in .Apr-il 1969, George~ Fo-mpidou 

Bucceeded him in t.he Ely~ee Palace, "The lat.t.er inberi ted 

three maJor is.BueB from t.he legacy of General d~- Baulle ~ 

One, Briti~h exclu~iQD from the EEC; ~econd, French 

w-it:bdr.awal from 't:h-e NAT~l ·mil_it.ary command an-d cont.inuance of 

French nuclear in.depen.dence; and a w--eak economy t.o --carry t.he 

f 1--ve-y-ea-r Fren..:-.h 

B-twh aB u-nder the -chtm:s~-Q: scenario marked by East. Wee:t 

41 H.S. Chopra, op,cit;,, n, ~-. pp,279-{Hl, 
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he was no longer con~entrating on furt.her 

strengt;hening of t-he French st.r-at.egic syst-ems. and also To u.s 

Azimuts st.rat.egy ~as gradually being replaced by "Graduat.ed 

Response". in a way bringing t.he French strat.egic t.hinking 

clo6~ t.o t.he NATO· 6. 42 

In 'SUmmer of 1969 Premier \lacques Chaban-Delma.s 

declared that. Fren~h nuclear policy was both irre-ve·rsil:de et 

ol'" ientable·. Cont.inuit.y in t.his regard was em_phasized by .t.he 

appointment of Ganlli~t. leader Michel Debre' as Minist.er of 

~f,e-nce, The.t-er..m orieatatde imPlied t.wo t.hi'n&s~ first., tha··t. 

the French nuclear effort.s would be cut. back in view of 

pressing domestic economic and social needs and great. care 

would be t.aken t.o avoid unnecessary public expend! t.-ure; an~ 

second. that Franco;...Bri tish cooperat.ion in t-he m1clea-r-

et.rategic do»a.in may become feasible. provided Britain 

er1tern tbe -EC. ~ .. e it6 f\~11 flede~d !f!ember.-43 

42 Wilfrid K.~t.b1. op, oit, , !1. 35, I•. 372. 

43 1&. &nde, "7. 11. 12. 14 & 19 N(YYem-t•er 19-69 . See ~l6<.1 k 
.Honde 22 April 1969 ~md 26 ·.T!t.m).~ry 1970. 
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He concent.rat.ed more on an act.ive m.i<.\dl~-power role for 

-Fr-ancce in two key t\l"'ea$-: Europe, an<.\ the Medi terra-ne~m. 

H.i:B m0-6't. remarkable dcpart.ure from Gaullist. policy was 

o:trie r-o.le _in Europe·- He _g:av-e up .de Gau~le. tt mottt. sot~ght -aft.er 

1:d'ea <Yf ".:E\.-rr.Dpe o-f Fa't'be:rl-ands-" and Europe .. from At.l-an:tJ:c- :t.o 

4-J: - _._,-_ W.i.lf:rt-d K\'"~t-t.-1 J QJt ' (:!it ' ~- "f! ' 35 ~ "JI ' 3 7 8 ~ 



The -other major change in his policy related 1.o 

-enlargement of t.he EC. France ag:reOO· -wit.b her- part.ners. at 

the- Has\te eon-ference t.o open negot.iat.ions with the BrrY.sh 

government. !n Snly 1970. Attsent.ing .t.<:J pacrt.icipat.e in 

-EilrQPeM eeonomic and· monetary union, Brit.aillc accepted t.h~ 

principle of EC' s Common Agricult-ural PoTicy {CAP) and · gave 

France atHmrance on t.he fut.ure r<:tle of the St.erling. Defence 

and· nnclear mat.t.ers appear not. t.o have been part. of the 

l)ar-gain, This was a st.ep t.aken by hi-m to cotmt..e.r risi-ng 

inf.luence of Germany in the EC, ('..er!Dany and France were on 

t.he :Bawre footing t.hougb in different. areas, such- a.s France 

predQJl)inat.ed in mat.t.ers relating· t.o foreign policy a-s did 

t - h· 1 . 4"6 ·ee. no ogy, Nei t.ber Paris nor Bonn was. pre-ssing fo-r 

c4-6- .P-ompidon·~- Press <'.on.feren.c.e-, ?.1 \.lanuary .1971, No.71/9 
(New York) and also his 2'4 \lune 1R71, television 
int.erview reprinted in I& !Jonde, 26 \lune 1911, 
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su.pr.anati-onal integration in Western Europe and French 

G<,vermeent in principle declared i t.s support. for Brandt.' s 

Ostpolitik, 

On • ~:&t.,. P:ompid<-u's policies were in conformity 

_pro~- European S~nrit.y .Conference but expressed 1-t.s 

<i'e:Ba~ t.o .r~ain W=-it.-b Atlantic aJ.J:iance and simultaneously 
~ 

a-8cserted t.ha.:t. France want;-s· tl ;S. t.roopt3 to remain in Europe. 

NATO 



appeared t.o be soft in his dealings bot.b with the U.K. and t.he 

U.S., but t.hen like his predecessor, he d:eclined t.o fa-ll in 

for any compromise ·on t.he French ~olicy of nuclear 

independer1ee, Be was aware of t.h~ rE-.ceding Sov let. th~at to 

Suro~an $ecurity, b\.tt. he could- n.ot;. get rld of the :fear ·of 

t.he growing power and influence of Uerm&ny, flis .still 

it.e: nat.ional question veer clos~-~ t.o ·the .Soviet. ·uni-on and 

pe-rbape: become a vict.im of E:tn1and1zat_i-nn .. 

In the last. daye: of his presidency ~ gav-e evlden<?.e of 

his reduced credibilit.y of the U.S., part.icularly in regard t.o 

i tB cc~111mi t1fl~!tt· tc~ E"~rqp~ar1 B-e0'.H"i t.y , 4l3 

.. In 1973 he deGlar~d t-hEt. Alt!er'ican-R~e.:&ian 
t .. alkf> ae, w~li as tb~ MBF-R rtee:~4iationf>, WO-'.:l.ld. :rtt)i; be 
l.Utder.B-t.l'"Od 1:,<) i!fJ'PlY the Blisht·~f>t ~ont.r<•-l OV~ ~')Q-I" <)1om-
military c~_paci ty, a:t1d t.ba+... Fr-ance ir1~"!t-4.~d by the 
incr.eat~ed ~f.fc•rt t.<) f.iniB-h benelf b~)th c~<•nver-t""t·i<,nal 
and a !!l.l.Ble-~.r d~~9r-rent th-at ehe ·n~ede in- t:he int.e-reet 
of --worl<.l. ~~-a~, 

48 Marc Ullmann, "S-ecuri t.y A-spect.s in French Foreign 
Policy", Surv-iyal {London}, vol.15, no.6,.. 1.:97-3~ .p.ZM•, 

49 Wilfrid Kohl,- op.c!t .. , n.35, p.Z66. 
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in t.be Elysee Palace was non-Gaulli~t., yet. his nuclear 

policy ma{ie -qualit.at.ively no departure froro t-he major 

guideline~ of t.be French st.rat.eglc policies. as enunciated 

by bi& Ga~llist. predecessor,· For, for his own political 
-

survival~ he dePended \~pon the support of different. Gaullist. 

~f-actions. 

Jk,wever r General Mery ave.r.red t~hat. a :policy O·f 't.ot.al 

reli.ance · on m1clear weapons d~e. not. give France sufficient. 

flex:ibilit.y t.o react. t.o t.he diverse t.hreat.s of th-e era, So 

he -0\tt.l~d a· st.rat.egy of ·extended sane.t4.tariz-at.ion', ~nich 

called 11.pon France t.o pla-y a larger role· in convent.cional 

det~rren.ce of Europe, but also allowed it. t.o maint-ain t;ot.al 

c~<)nt.rol over her decisions of when and how to use nuclear 

w-eap-ons, 50 His remarks in t-his re-.gard are .Belf-e.Kplan.atory: 

"1 doubt., whether in ar1 e..x t.reme ca.se w1'1en 
everything· in Europe had c-ollapsed abou.t. m::, the 
na:t.io.nal will would survive reco\·u·se to t-he t-hreat -of 
-masa·ive Qestruct.ion, even t.o e-ne.ure our continu-ed
exls-t>ence, .. 

-Presi.dent. Giscard d' E-:e;t.aJilg 1n -a pre_ss G0nf:er-ence o-n 1 

~.lune 19!76 declared t.hat. he wou:ld e.omple.t.eiy -abide by Gene-r-al 

de Gaulle's idea·s in regard t.o t.he. F-rench &t.ra-t.egi.c de.:fe::rrce. 

f,Q General Guy Mery' s addree.e. reported in S\lrylyal 
(London),. vol,16, no,5, 1916, -p,22.6; a-nd Leon V. Siga-l, 
N\lcl~:ar For®B .in. Eur<'Jpe: Endu:ri.ng Dilemma-s, PreBenJ.:. 
P.rospe<"\t.S {Washington r 1964') r p, 142' 



"This at. present. time iB nuclear arms , , . becat~se 

possession of t-hese most. -advanced arms is a maJor defence 

necessi t.y; also beca\1Se :ft.s nat-ure, which is a new one in 

- mili t.ary history, is t.o make .an ~lmost. unprecedent-ed rift 

t~tw~n t-he -aggressor#s hopes of a victory .and the-·risks -of 

losses he might. snffer as -a re.:sttlt. of his aggr-Mt'Si~n. "This 

rift. forms t.he bas-16 of ~:Us-fm-t\sion. Decisions whie-b have 

been made, enable France t.o posses-s- w-eapons and ut.iliza-ble-

"For nu-clear power is not merely a question 
of clumsily and slowly manufa-ct\lrirfg a nncle-ar arm: It 
is above all a quest.ion of being able t.o use it, which 
prest\pposes vict.ors and t.he whole infrast.ruct.ure with 
which you are fa-mi I iar, .. Th1ls, France w·as able to 
tsecome a m--e le-ar power, she m\tst. continue ·her purst~i t
of technolog.ical,. s-G.ient.lfic an-d indust.rial 
efforts ... in orP.iir to bee..ome world' s- t;hi-rd nuc_lear 
lfl i l i tar'!{ pOWer , .. t.-'-'' 

As far as h-1.6 Becurit.y poli.c_y and programme were 

concerned he developed a JJK;bi~e la-n-d- arJu-y· whos-e organizat;ion 

was based on bi-s lmi t.s- a-v-ail-able for combat.. Navy, 1-n .hls 

view, tmst onc-e again be -end-ow.ed- -wit-h nu,c--1-ea-r -submarines t<:> 

patrol in Medi t•errane.an, w-h-ich can ttl-s-o launch rocket.s. 

fsl Presiden-t. Giscard d · Est.aing · s address on 1 .June 1976, 
published in Suryiya_l {L-ondon), ibid, , n. 34, p. 228. 

DZ Ibid., p,229. 



The French fight.er plane, which was t.o be well advanced 

was baptized as Mirag-e 2000, But he c<•mplet.ely r~J~ct-ed-

General Ailleret.' s idea of 'all or .r1ot.hing' , For he did not. 

regard that kind of defe-nce credible, He said France cannot. 

launched whether by roeket.s or planes, come"B under the 

only an inst.rument of 4issuasio-n b\\t. -a~s<'» an int:.tt.rument of 

t~at.t.le, Jt.s \1t.ii1zat:1-Qn is _a PQB'£t_ib1J:it.:y in t-he dl&s\1-as-ion 

range. of po~sibilitie.s, Jt i-So t-h~ opposit•e -of ·all or 

not.hing, r 

Secondly, ·presence of American conventional t.roops in 
. 

Europe was essent.lal in maint.airdng t.he East-West. m1li t.ary 

and dlse.\la-sive fac:t--<.-.-r 111 the event. o-f the 
F.~ POBBibilit.y t'.>'f ~ -conflic-t, . ._,.,_ 

r COY!Si-d:er it. 1-ft il"j:port.an-t. t;h-at. milit-a-ry bal:ance 
of ou-r continent sh-o\.:t_ld not. be: in-fer-ior in nl..UIJ.l"oer t.o 
t.ho:ee o_f_F. t}:je o:tbeT C'(m~t lnen~~fl -m iJ: 1=-t-:ary- po-lfe.:r, nrune 1 y. 
GerltlatfY' ... -.. ~ 

53 Ibid., pp,Z29-230 . 
. 

54 \l<•se'f '-loff'~-. ":Europe's A,merican- Facifier" ~ Sqrvival, 
vo1.26, no.4, 1"004, p.l18. 
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In t.erms of basic nuclear st.rat.egy and dev-elopment. 

Giscard d' Est.aing cont.inued, along t.he pat.h t.rod by his 

pred-e~essors. The originalit.y of his polici-es was in 

red.efini t.ion of France· s role regarding NATO in a "orld 

~-hlen comm:i t.t.ed. t.be- armed' for.c-.ea t.o t.be mission,. as a result. 

of whtch .French - NATO relations bec-ame smoother t..han 

t~fore. i'ranc,e wa8' t.o take part in th·e independent. Programme 

Gl"oup but. WO\tld not. have- any access t.o NATO t.arget.ing , 

force during t.he. 19~0s and 1970s, cert.ain conclusions seem 

First., the conft1sion writ large during the Fourth 
-

RePt.:1blic on t.he quest.i<>n whether or not. t.o opt for nuclear 
. 

weawns had ende-d on~e and for all, Implemen-tat.ion ~f th-e-

nuc-lear -o·pt.ion, howeV-e-r, Dlade it -clear t.hat. France--wo.t:tld not. 

wordB, the whole nuclear enterprise had to be b\1ilt. t;hrot1gh 

f,5 \l,.R, Erears, France in._ -<.Uscard Presidency,_ (L~"lnd~n, 
nra1 1 ~ P. go . 



t.he French ini t.iat.ive, and made operational with the means 

that. it. i t.self could muster up t.hrough whatever means

-available at i t.s <:!-ommtm~. 

S~ndly, t.bere is no gainsay±ng the fact that. the 

Frene.h exPe-rl.J:lent. -witJI it.s nn~lea-r ocpt.i--on ex-alt.ed it.s

-Btat>\lre in_ the -world ~omity o-f n,ati'\.-..ns. Perh-a1?s, it; t.n-rne-d 

o\tt. t.o be an e~f~t.ive i-nst<ru~rent. of diplomacy. As a result 

-"ranee ceeu~ed- ·to be 'the "-sicltman o-f Europe, .. and emerged as 

~- vibr:at.ing fact.or endowe~ w±t.h- ne_w d.yna.mifHfl bo't.h in 

European and global pollt.ie.tL Also, it. responded to the 

principal socio-e~G'nomic poser t.hat. nuclear defence was 

les.s expensive than it.s c!onvent.ional count.erpart., ln any 

c~se-, <-1·f immense value :wa:s- the- self-confiden-ce regained by 

France a.ft.er mol:'e than a cen't.\1ry that. it. w-as equipped wit.h 

the _m~-..s-t. advanced means <J.f defe,n_ce. And it.- did not: ba:ve to 

.fear any more i t.s im-mediate e-ast.ern neighbour ):?'articul-arly 

because t;he lat.t.e-r was inhibited \1nder Parts- Tre.at.y of 19f,4 

-from poss-ess-ing or- manufaet.l.t::rins- o-r borrowing ABC weapons. 

-More: t;h~n an~th:tng e:l-se, it. l~ l'l""ance t.-o ~xpl,o'r€! int.o- ne.'Werr 

ar-ea,s of -ducal ·use - high technol-ogies, whl~h. enst'tred it-s 

e.peedy moderniz-at-ion <>f its indust.rial system, t.beret,y 

enal:Jling- it to c0mpet.e even in this f_ield ~i"t.h i.t.s neigltbour 

fil 



across the RbiTte , 56 

Thirdly, \mtil the lat.e 1970"6, there was considerable 

opposit.ion t.o t.he French nuclear 

partic\llarly in t.he left. circles, 

prograJYDe" 4raft.ed by Mi t:t.e-rrand 

independence expressed 

In t.he "left. ~mit:y 

in 1il7 2 J~ t.he maj<Jr 

G:bJect.Ive enuncia-ted wa-s to di-smantle t.he, Frenctl nuclea-r 

deterrent 38· and 'flben the left. Part.ies ctune t.o power-, ·w.e 

will see a b-it:. 1--at.er that. t.here has -been no reverN\1 -o-:f oo 

Gaulle' -s policy of n\.clear independence, The 

S-oci-alitd~ _{in... power since the early 198(ls} have pur~S\1ed it. 

with eqt1al sust.o and efficacit.y uptil now. 

Finally, in t.he lat.e 1970s, it became clear 

increasingly t.hat wi tb t.he inst.allation of ss-zo m.i.sslles 

t&:rget.e-d on WeM.ern Europe~~ -t.he U.S, S, R, had gaine--d 

strat.egic .s.uperiorit:y over t.he W-est, Already, e t.he Soviet. 

s-u~riorit.y in- t.he convent.ional field- over t.be He-st. was an 

established Under t.b-e e i rcums t:ances , ev~ if 

e_o_rrect.ing t.h-e balance with t.he Sovi-et -Union was a- prime 

c.<fficer:ri o-f t;b-e ~NATO. yet. it. was a.lso of a-n :equal ~ncern to 

the Frenc1L Thi~ d-e.t.a:t.e than c~t.:inues ~-~hen t;~ ~Socia---fis---tl3~ 

ase,-ume pow-er ii1 t.l"te early 19606, fi7 



Chapter- -I I 

THE ¥REMCH HUCLEAR POLICY UMBER FRAMCOIS MITTERRAND 

THE JIWJCH 'LEFT URITJ" PROOR.Alft!E OF 1972- AND FREMCB NUCLEAR 
DEFEBCE-: 

-w~nt into opposi t.ion unde-r the fif-t.h 

his- right wing economic poli-cy, and his gran<iiose ~lan for 

unt.il lat.e in the li:t60s. They feared his "mill t.aris_m", some 

socialis-ts even poured scorn on de Gaulle's "bombinet;te" an'-'\ 

t.he Part;y. adopt.ed a non-nuclear defence p~;licy. They also_ 

denounced de Gaulle· s obsession w1 t·h out of P-roport.ion-

nat:i<:tnal independence, which as was being a-pplied in 

relat-ion t.o t.he EEC and 'Oi~ t.he RATO could re8ul t; in .making 

France .d~-ngerously isol.at.ed_. In 1~96.:.6, ~ome -soci-alist.s voted 

policy emptH~sized a need t.o "have -c~o13-e rela-t.ions wJ:th 

'fi'e·:hgttb<~rB :ttrfdo -{t.~l~t~-, 1 

cl -&--.Airi~ M~~e~ f:f!td -tH:ohae 1 Nt~l!r~l'L~ {-4jQB • ) ' Mi t;t.~1"'l"!;!,{IQ. fl . 

FT!f'l<':~-. {L<:md(•It, 19'67}. p,6, ~rrrl ·k:·~ef ·k•ffe~ "K,_:tT(.•·p~·s 
American Pacifier", Bu.rvivhl {LOI!<li..f{i}, V<".Jl. 2-6, It(!. 4, 
PP . 1713 -:6-Q • 



adopt.ed a- nQn-m:t~lear foreign and defen~..e policy, which 

expressed vehement. op_posi t.icOn t.o t-he cont.inuat.ion of t.he 

G&ullifrt. Itl.K!le~r p<)licy llndecr Gec~rg~B Pompid-<)~ ·-s PresideitCY, Z 

milit.ary m~clear leg~cy, first ~B iTteBo~p~_ble f~et. ~.nd. then 

·as -arr irt~trt~tf!ent -t.h~t :lfJl.~Bt. be prefeTred artd !_,e_pt. llpt~) d~_te , 3 

t.he 

2 Ib:irl' -·- p, 6_. 

3 D-ani-el Singer, .U. Ses<>:iAlism Doemed"? Ihft Meaning cl 
Mit.t.e-rrand tH-el'l Y~rk-: Oxford tJniv--e-rs_it.y Press, 1968), 
_p.,22S, 

. I 



t.heir known anti-American bia$- .• Sut:.h partial and qualified 

conversion of t.he -left. only he1perl c.on-fo\cmd t.he mat.t.ers, f-or 

it., in any case, ctmsed a BerioU.e. setrt•ack t.o t.he ~ft.· s 

ant 1-IL'1C let\r l!l<!V~tflei-ft in France ._ 4 

4 I b-id I J p. zzca ' and see a:lf!.<J p. -\.1 • Frei-dr ich ' ~De fence and 
t.h-e French-Po1it-ic,a1 Len:., Survival (Lond-on-),- vol-.16, 
no.4, 1974, p,170, 

5 Ib1d I' p, 2-2~. 



"Bombinet.t.e" for many years 1 ha-d in t.\lrn discovered t.hat. t.he 

doet.rine of dissuasion I as Raymond- Aron had expound-ed, i-s 

t.he bee.t. met,hod of remaining -w.It.hin. the .At.lant.ic Alliance 

wi t.~ut. CNOJDl t.t.ing t.he mort.al sin of ~ing At.lant.icist.. 

The ColDm\mi.Bt. po.si tion _re,ga-rding def-ence and nuclear 

This 

1-nv<tlved o'ffi-eiall.y abandon:ing. the- prin<>:iple o.f global 

remulc:iat-ion of nucl-ea-r a-rmament.e~ whJch was being ·asser-ted 

unt.11 the early 197(ls., In 19'761 the Commt:\n1--st. Deput.y, .Louis 

B1\lll<'"t· recognize-d t.he import.a-nce o£ -nuclear wea-pons in a 

.[}~·-f ert s e 

U at i or1 •il e , On 11 "lune 197 7 , the Cent.ra1 Commit. t.e.e of the 

French ('.ommunist. Party accept.ed t.hat nuclear weaP<)n:s- "w-ould 

remain only efficient. met.bod of defence. whi~h count.ry has 

·communist 

"P<:SB tt.i on inclu-d-ed· seri<:ttls reserva-t.!on.te which st.rict.ly 

limit.ed its scope, Those cond.i t.ioll6 included. 

-c~nst.ruction of wa:rn-ing ~st.em, in-Goepend-ent. from t.b-at. of 
'7 

NATO, ! t.h-e no-n-part.ici.pation o~ France in the MBFR !-Mtrt.u~l 

6 \,1-osef J-offe, ":Ge.r-man Defence F\ . ..,licy: Nove.J. So1ut.h...,.ns 
and Ending Dilem-mas, .. in Greg-ory Flynn, \ eds, } , ~ 
Int.~rnal Fabric Qf. West.ern Secnritv (New ..:ler~e_y, Ht:8l) , 
p.118, and alB() P.J, Friedrich, op,cit .. ~ n.4. 

7 Ibid, , p, 118, a·nd -see alsoo Samuel F, "Wells, .Jr, , The U·S 
tmd European Defenee Co:o_pe..ra"t.ion", Survival {London), 
vol.271 no.4, 1985, p.158. 



<)f t.reat.y o.f non-aggression wit.h t.he U.S.S.R .. They were of 

th-e opinion. that. decision to use nuclea---r arms -~ho\lid be -made 

l)y a group of_ representat-ives from all t..he poli t.ica-1 

pa~t 1 es I Soon it. became c1 e-a-r that. t.h.e£-e .. add i td:-ona! 

f-&ct.o-r~" ca-u.sEtd split. of -c<smlnu-n1st.s wit.h Soe:i-1\list.s -and t.ore 

asuooer the tl-r,i-ar1 de· la Gaucne on <lefe.nc~ is&t--e~s. 

Somewh_at. paradoxically, the soci-=all-s-t part.y at. ff"r-&1:. 

f~)tmd i t.sel.f t-.ehind t-he -Communi-St. ~a-rty, t-o t·he extent• ~that. 

the- -accept.ance of nu.cl-ear weapons took place much lfft.er and 

wi t.h sreat.er nuance I The -route followed· 'by the Socialist. 

Party sipce t.he Presidential campaign of 1B6-f,, when Francois 

Mi t-terr·an-d (himself a Presidential candidat.e a-gain.st. d-e 

Gaul.le) demand:ed im-mediate -abandonment of t.he -ru,·.::e dt

·rr- appe, was a long and arduous one. I-n 1913, -Mi t.t.errand 

deplored the fact._ that. t.h-e p-osi-t.ion of t.he Party on d:efen.ce 

i-::SB~1~ -amormted to a t.otal nega-t~ton {t.-ot.-al repudia-t.ion -of 

the _pro:fess-lona1 army, of European Arm.y--, of_ n-\~'G.:lear- _aorms., 

a-n-d' '-")f the ~")ne year milit--ary -s~rvi-ee~, Fin-ally in" 1974, 

hi-s 

approval to t.he existence of the French at.omic -arse-nal, 

although dou,bt.ing ~t.s. cred_i-b-i.lit.y as a dete-rrent .. An-y bow, 

Soci.al!st-B were paci:fist. by tradition in C(;•nt.rast. t~") the 

c<•fi'JJO-l.inist _p-arty, '"lean-Pierre Chevenement. creat.ed confnsi()n 



on t.he position o.f S0ci-alist. Part.y he demanded 

aut.on<)my 1n Yrench defenc.e mat.t.ers which has earned him t.he 

reput.at.ion of a nat.ionalist., who was more respon~i ve t.o 

rapproc~ement wittt Fran~e~s allies,6 

In JeBn X~tl!tPa _. s RP9-rt, .di--:ff~YICe:B re1:.~e!t. -So-c 1:fd ts--ts 

Mtd, Ct"..lllllfil.:tT!llrtB -&b~.':l'.l't ~ queerti~n9 were sl"!-<'.JWn, H:e 

10 European ~llied part~1ers. -

Fr~moe· B 

As a- result., Charles liernu was pressed by t.he PS 

lea-de-rshl~p ·t.o restra-in bis pro-nuc1.ear polem-i-cs wi t.h a v-:i--ew 

t,o avoi-ding split. in t.he Part.y. As a- result., t.he CcEBES 

fac~.i .. ..,n lost. support. at. t.he P:AlJ conference in 1_975. But. 

CEBES pla-y-e~ -a key- .role in ensuring Ml-t.ter~and · s cont.inue<i 

9- \lean Kanapa, French Communi~t. -cen-t.-ra1 
member, in a rePQrt. published in Survival 
-vol.1~S, no. 5-, 1-6- May 1977, pp .. zz-8-29. 

-commi t.t.ee 
{Lond~n), 

10 :5'-..,n ia .M-azey and Ml.chae1 Newman, f,:"sp. cit .. , IL 1. p. 199. 

11 Ibtd:. , P. z-o-o. 



cracks wi t.hin t.he PS by proposing t.hat; th~ Party might 

rec~ons-ider i t,_s position on nuclear defence: -su<>:h a s-t.anee 

was meant. t.o goad t;he Part.y t.o move clOC$e t.o He-rnl\' s views 

in t.he _mat.t.er. 

1976, Incr-ea&e-d 

't!b.d t.~"l 'b{'! in e.onf-ormlt.y with roul tilateral disarmamer1t., 

wi-t.hout. however, weakening the French capacity for 

int.ervent.ion, and also its independene.e {on national 

t.ha-t the PS wanted na.val forc-es to be ret.ained and 

Iil\)derniz-e(l to e_nfm-re credibi-lJ:ty of t;he French strategi-c~ 

-:defence-, \mle-8B- ·however, 0ther -n-u:e~l-ea-r powers 

~reelf!fmt on- "E.Y:b:s-'t.-ro:t't._ial <liBari!!F.t.lf!~4.-'t-, 12 

r-e-ached 

12 Sir .John HaC!l~et.t E-t c:d, -~ Third -world ·fuu:..._ AnRust. 
198!) (London: Si:dgewi:ck -and . .Jackson, 1'978) as cit.~d in 
Sonia Mazey and Michael -t~ewman, op. e--J:t .. , n. 1 , p. ZOO. 



t.o t.hreft't.en French defence programme, The French position 

military 

int-ervention in El SalvadQr, Grena~a, an~ Nicaragua on t-he 

-one band and Soviet. m1J.i t.ary inva£1_1-on in Afghanistan, and 

·1t:s t-hrea-t; t.o int,e-rvene mllit.Rrily in ~~land '<>n t-he -o-tn.er, 

s-ovlet. e~ge over American e.:trategie weapon po-t.enti a 1 , . 

parti<mlarly owi:ng -t.o Soviet. deployment. ~.f h-ighly aecura-t.e 

&nd - mobile S.S-,2{l 

command cent:re5, The SPD Chancellor of Germany, Helmu-t. 

Schmidt feared that. a Soviet. surprise st-rike in Europe might. 

1-3 ~l1rt~ly~-i8 irt -t:.b~ preB-B fll~,oh ~J'J d:r.}_-e..fl:i-er ~irL t;t1e d~-r1!rer of 
nu-<.:let(r ~ca-r in N~Re.:w~~t {Ne'W- Y<)rk) ,_ 22 ,__Tune 19'61 ~rtd 5 
De<!-ember 1~1. ~rtd fl~:e &1B(.•, Samu.el F. WellB, .Jr., 
op. ciot., , It. 1. 



counter t.bem by inst.a-lling U,S, Cruise a-nd Pershing II 

mts_t:ilee irt Westerrt: El.1I'OJ.te by 1963,14 

I'RAHCQIS Hin'KRRAliD ~$ ASSllMPTION OF THK FRENCH PRES-IPKNCY ~
RKVKRSM. Of TBK '-LEFT UHITY r APPRQ6al TO Rl.JCfiKAR- DKFKMCK_: 

relJl!l_i!ted cl<ose t.o his he~-rt ff!iU figured. t~igh <:•r-t !1iB- agerrd;~ 

-when he waB eleot..__ed Pr@id-ent (lf Fr~:n-ce i-rt t9i31, 

14 

Dart ie 1 "Sing-~:r , <"-'I~. c_i t:, , n , 2 ,_ 'P , 242 , Mtd 
Fr~nc<•-i--£ de R<.->Be, "N,.:telear FtiY"cee {ffld 

Bee- aiBo· 
Alliance 

1~82, Relati<,.!!s", S-urriy!!l {Le>rtdon), v-<)l, 24, "!!(L. 1, 
-¥P, lJ}-2:3, 



concern wit.h E\:tromissile crisis because it.s 

e.ubmarine-based -force- de· dissuasion remained invuln~rable to 

new IKF we&¥-'TtB 6'\.l~h &8 "SS-206, H-erm .. :t e-.rert 6UilSeBt.ed t-h~t 

t.be -AD!erie-..ans lfliKht: ha-ve '\1-lte:r:.i<)r mo"t:ivea iTt -the c-rlttis 

beo~l.:t.S.e. i.-be-tr rt'.i\c:le:ar 8\l.bm~rirteB -ller~ ~1t:oti invt:flrteraM~-. ~.trd 

t":h&t. t.:h~ir real c>b_;i~:;:tive -ilae to l.isnt.et"J.._ t-heir gr:tp E•'ver 

HAT~ alllets in Eu~~pe. 

On ·ss-Zll missil-e crisis l.U tt.errand a-rgued' t.hat wbat.e-v-er 

ult.erior motives t..he U.S. ma-y have in exploit.ing tJle crl$lS, 

· the thre~t. PC•sed by t.he Soviet. missiles and also i t.s 

invasion .of Afghanist.an was int.ole,rable t.(_") France a-s well as 

to its allies. Sanct.uarizoo role. of France ~as not. accepted. 

as it w-as considered- a t.empt-at.ion for 'France t.-Cf slide 1-n-t.o 

ne-u-tralism. Zero-option wa-s .sc•ught by Preside..n-t. M~itterrand 

as be de·wrande4 a. nuclear missile-free Enrope,. which meant. nx:, 

SS- 20 and Pershing mi.s_sile-s on European so-iol, 

hl, t;h~ ea~ly years <"f hie: pree:idenccy tt"lt,t;erraoo crea~t.erl 

fr<Yme · C¢:ll'f11~"i.on o·v,er tJtre J'UKd~a:r 'Wel'\~~- neut;ron b(:)mb l\Ti-ll 

pending ~:recisi0ns abQ:ut fut.ure devel-opment.e:~ As for tne r-<:jle 

of conv-«?-nti.onal fore-e.e:. lt.-e: r(_")le wa.s degraded by aet.err,ence 

principle- aoo 



on building the sixt.h Frenc'h -nuclear S\tbmarine 

each t~hnical 

minifiterfi. But. President. Mi tt.err:arrd soon project.ed a new 

Juode~nJzat.ion .o.f the NAT{)., wi t.'h-~t. ho-wever {like General de 

·Gtmlie} ft-XPre:eeiitg artY m:t...ention to· re-turn 1:.~) NATO. H3 · 

16 '5<:.-nia M~_,-z.~y- ~nd li. t~~~Iilli!r~ m:•.-cit., rt-.1. p.295, ~.nd se~~ 
als.c:;• •J'<•tJ.e,·f ~lo'ffe~, <".J¥•. <:.!it, , Il. 1. 



It. 1~ not.ewort.hy t.hat France by 1964'", was selling 160 

dollars w<:~rt.h of su-ch- -'equipment in- a y~a-r and 

t.he Amerlcru1 ·f-o-roes, and i-n_ r-etu-rn ~ like-ly t.oo btiY 

Boei11g~ -s E-~A AWACS for vital radar p-u:rposes. ~~ SMECI'l..A 

t~u~ tulderlining the soe.Iallsts' 

ac~hie¥ement. in est.ablishing the best. def_encee relat~!ons ~ith 

Doctrinal commitment t.o build :a :s-even:thc nuclear 

submarine as of priority for t.he -st.rategi<! ntlcle.ar ·f"'·"" ce- de 

P0llcy. Thi$ programme Ha-s reaffirmed in the new prog_ra-m-me 

1 T I}et.ails -0-f the Secret. Comput.er were -r@ort.e-d t-wo months 
bef-ore la\1TK'=hing of · .1 ·· Ird l:e-xittle in April 19"85 at. 
Gherbc)"I.H'&, Gut,:r;diro-' ( hor1<l.-on) -~ 5 Fe~rtm:-n 19~:5 , 

1-8 R. tiareha:lL "Frl>.Il(.:e: The Pr<".Jblell!£~ The Prt:.t£~-et.,s, ·· 
nef~nn~ ~ W<"lr~:irHt Affaire fLor.PiortL ~Y 1-S'a:S, p, 17. 



to 

Force!.."- d ·· A-ctio-n Rapide {FAR} comprising five vari-ed· and 

19 A~.f";}rdirr& tQ t.t.te new progr~:rnme t~-w for 19134-6, -~· -rtew 
B"ltbm:a::rine £ __ .·Jrd1e-xil:df:' has sin.ce been lanncMd in 1-98-~, 

It; is equippe{i :wit.h M-4 mie:~iles .and TN-7G :wa-r he-a<t'B, 
-Bes·i-dces, ftve ot.h-er nuclear .subnrarines- bad been 
o~r~t-ionaliz:ed-. But. fr~m a19Qng- t.ne.m, Lf::·_ Rt:dou-t.d-ab}€· 
?1~JB. th.-e fctrfrt t.<.t h~Ve ooe'1'1 l~l.l:rlD·t~d i"n "L9.67 ~ I.i.:. f.ta.5-
:§j:n~e i:ree.I-1' -wit.t1'<.tr·a~n ir1 t9:91, 'rhe ~rem.-~.irrlr-t'S f<.11.;t:r ~re h~. 
T:e-rr·ib<l,e~, L..e F<c>tlcd'Y<.)'l'"a'T.tt·, L .· T1'r-do-r«~-tatd·f.~-, and .l:o'e L:lTrnaJ):t, 

20" 

"i''h=e-11 hav-e bee:r1 ret:rofi tt.ed ?1-'l1Yh ·tf-4 Itd::B-B ileB, ~.n<:l 
im~~r<".lV-e<l I i.g.ht:er-we igbt TN-1 t war'head.B •. ~B <ri--te<~.; in 1:b.st 
Bu 11-~t.in ·!!!. t.l'~t~ At.<'"tmi("! ;:;n-i ~-r,t. k:t.F: { Chi<.:~.go). V(1l, 46, 
December 199-0, p_, 51', See a leo Al"!n.ex,_~n."e- I, 

s, M'!t,ae-y an·d t'f. :t•eW~~tart , (1p , cit. , , n , 1. , I• , zo.e. .• 'Mld 
'fi1·s-<~, , Philippe G, Prest.re, Fr~·u('!h i).~("!nrity Pr>l i f!v 
:f1.A f)j-s:F>:rtflinp; W9r ld ~ Dnm~st.i("! f:hFtl1+-I;~Q~.P. 

Tnt~~rnat.j;<l"ft-'1>1 ~nrtt:t.r&iitit·B - { £.<:.;nd.~:tr-r,_ 1989} , 

65 

se~. 

in. 
Ml!i 



t.anln;. ~!1d l"!-~lf c)x:- "all ert:s:t.--irJ,g AHX-:.t"O ~rt-t:E_, -~:erti plartn-~J to 

be re-pl~c~tJ. by illli•rf.IV~ &!X-3l} B2 ~rBi.{.t!!:6 by r~·es: It Wttfr 

AWACS) , F<1r N~vy _,_ re-eqU--i~ttt!e:nt csf- -nucle~-r po~.e~ed ~:ircr~ft 

{)arrie-r6 ~as :p-lanrtf:.!fi, -21 

21 David Yo.st., "France· s .De-t.~rren~t. P-ostu.re and, Security in 
E\lrope", AdelPhi Pape-rg; {London} 19-4 and- lft5, 1984, 
pp,26-32, and 'Be£!'· als'E!- PhiTl_ip P.:r-e-et.r~ .. - OR.·clt.-., n,2,(1, 



removal of lielico_pt.eT:s fr0m' t.he- Second Army CorpB t.o FAR, 

a- ch.osen t.ime aM' p~ tMm- -t.n:e furce:s- st.at;'lconed ~t Bca£i:en 
\ 

by economic 

The Socialist. -S<-Vernmenct. had tmdert.a"ken t.o manage 

va.rious st.rat.egic nu-clear force=s on lan-d, sea and. air. It. 

several v-arious 

cc)nventional .f-or~es in-cluding the FAR. Thi-s ~=riet.y- wa~ 

intended t.o permit fle-xtbl:e reBponse to complex and- varied 

t.hre-at.s' and t.o alJ.ow- t..echrtic.al ocbsol-escence wh.ile a-s-serting 

22 Ibid.~ p.Z8. 

23 '"T, Howor-f.h, ·"~<3~lr-ce:S· aJ"ro S:tr:a"";t;e~te Ctr<;•i--c-e.s ~ French 
Defence Policy at t.he Cr.·os.srOca-d.e-, World Today, 
(L~..Jnd<)J"j), M-ay, 1-986, pp .77-8-(l, aJl(l ~ee alBo Saf!'rtlel F. 
W~lls, '"lr-. T ~p.c-:tt: .• n. 7 .. 



The ul t.imat.e explana-tion for t.he government· e: st.rat.egie 

d:ec-lsi:<m,s lies in the -polit.ics o.f ~lefence policy which were 

primariiy international mrt.il aft.e-r 1983. This t.ime 

dee-oople France from_ rts ail--1-es", t--he- U ,_-s, r-eve-rt.ing- t-o

isola~t.l-on-!sm or We.st. ·Germany t\.trnolng: t-.o --ne\ltr&'-llsm .. B!l 19:6-1, 

Pr-es_ident Reagan w-as. COJDI)i tted to mai-ntaining a worl-d role. 

In ~~s-t Ger_many, t•he ruling co·ail:t~iort SED/FDP 1tmter t-;he 

leader£:hip of H-elmut Schmidt. found 1 t.self in a_ -st.at.e of 

disarra_y, part.icularly made somewhat dysf\"\nctional by 

newly ~,rging Green Party against. ·Ettr0m:issiTe.s inst.allation 

in t.n-at. count.ry, In late !98"2, t.he coa-lt-t.-lon broke down, and . 
n-e-~ C:ml-CS~l/FDP co·alit.ion \mder the le--a{lership of Helmut 

German confidence· in allied support.- in- :!'S6:lr when e-lect. ions 

i·n <:!ermany were held- Just. bef0re deliv-ery <}f Crniae, and 

Pe:rs·n:tng 11 miseiles, France creat--e'd- -t.he F~R in We-st. Germany 

- in -a m:att.er of a few h~ur-s. Mitterr-a-nd' g- vislt. in 1:983 not 



\ 
' 

Helmut. Kohl 

~lso led t.o t.he react.1v-at-ion of t.he 19"63 Franco-German 

tre-at.y, :part.ieular1:y in the field of def-e.nce. This involveo 

·convinced t.ht\n hls colleag.uee: sueh a:s Pierre Mauroy, Prime 

<1r Lemoine, t.he s-t.at.e secret.ary for de'fence of, po.ssibili t.y 

of dev-~loping West.ern E\lropean Union into a ba-sis for an 

int.e.srat.e<:l European defence. Bwt he encouraged speculations . . . 

w-1 t.Y1 speeches about. new ini t.ia\.ivee: in t.l'1e .EEC for d~i'ence 

ftT1d .a.dvance<l t.echnolog¥. A Fran-co-German_ agreement. to 

produce a new m.ilit.a-t·y helicopter ~as hope-d· t.o be f0llmred 

24 

pro~pects and 

ttte 

even 

P,... 
0 

space 

DiBDU·B.:B·i<.m. of Fren-ch vie-ws on Europe&Il De.fertce 
Probl-em£ "Mid G1;.*0:p~-r-,t:(tk,_n. if>. pe:rtet . .r~'t-ingly dev~loped t.-y 
.1Ji:ar~ G:e-d'ee£ i:n T1m-~e {·Lond·<)n), 28 .J~.nu~ry 19i3:5. See 
lfl.so, J\-:tlhxs W. Fri-end, ~ L1r,c:bpir1--'-frent:h-G~rm~n 
Bf:-:l.&ti<'snB. _19-.f.,fi- !:9-9fl tHe~ Y-(')rk, 19-91). 



19135, :whi-eh 

emphasiaed rat-her 

At.lM!ticitHI!. if'tBPite of- CER-ES· s- fe-6rs t.<:t the- cont. ran, '!'here 

exte:nd in 

defert<.:e policy as t.he (Jl'ie extert4e<J. t.o c~<•ver upt"G- Wee.t 

n • t f t1 + t.~t~ El""·-""'-·, 2-5 \.iermany B e!ffL..ern r(.l!L·- er ~... 1-..:;; '--..--: 

2'5: -OP-inio¥1 poll in Le S·1-c•rtde {Paris}. 2"8 '-Ttm:e 195-5, He-:.rm~?-So 

St.at.emen:t< report.ed in Financial Times- {London J, 28· '-lu-n-e 
1-§"&5, 

'Hi 



irjt.ernat.ional:ist. c>-Dnt.immm on which the far left. CERES 

fict.ion was iron·ically close t.o ·the classica.l Gaullist.s, 

t•he lat.e 191\l.s, t.he PS cont-ained fiv.e 

t:..endeneies on ~~nee policy, apart. from the individual 

:ma~riekth .Zti 

The facr le·ft ~ERES, in the first. place led by \lean-

Pierre Chev-e-nem~nt. a-n-d M-ot.ach.ane, eought. securi t.y for Fran.ce 

ext.ern~l 

~f massive ret.aliat.ion any 

&ggresso_r. f}.efence against internal subversior1 would b.;:, 

-pro¥1ded· by.:. sm:ali. loc~.al mi li t.i~ts making up a -f<.>r n:· de 

Her.nu -~.h:O had a.l~~y-s t:aken a spe~ial int.erest. in defence, 

2'6 ,T, H~..,~w<~.rt;b, n-C-Cin.sensus (,f S.iience: The Fren-ch Sociali.st. 
PartcY and De·f:e;nc.e P<;:.li<:>y und·er Francois Mi t.t.errand ··, 
.lr'l:te.rna-t::t-onal Aff.a i rc {London J , vol. 6(1, . no, 4, Aut.\urm 
1:S'tt4,,· :PP , fi't9_-{\(l(J. 



and ai:rforce. Thirdly, t.he "European tendency", led by Mauroy 

tmpport.ed the nuclea-r force df:· dissuasion to keep peace, bu"t. 

convent. iOTi'al "Without. 

1l. s-. , Ft;_)lxrthl.Y, 

Franco.iE. Mitterrar1d believed that Frer1ch Sec~urity deper1deq 

'iKJl:Ald rt-eed · BUJiport. from the U.S,, whet.h~r in t.tte form of . 

Early in t.he l97Qs the PS had J51. !1~)!1--rn:telear def~r1ce 

12 



we-a:poiJ.B, wttieh -'he t~li.-eved -were a liabilit:y in ert<!!O'.:J.raB.ing 

deviation f-rf".>lt! the d-~)c-trine of lf!~B£ive ret~alia-t:.t<.>l!, 27 At tt~ 

27 lrC1 ~Kttl!'iPle wa-s in t;he. Se~t-l!'te defen<:!e budget deb~.te in 
1975 -'Wh~I'L the tot ... ~Xly an::t.i :m.~<::llear PC ~.IfteTtd.roent w:a£ 
rejec:t.ed 'by a .B:how (1f hand.-tJ a-r-td t.he PS amen<:tme·!ti:. 
again-Bt~ t-&«~t"ic'al. m:ro.le~.r -we~ponB W'{i.fl reje{}ted by 190 t-o 
R9 ,_ re.-I.o-rte4 i-n /_ e_ U':!2!t-·:i'.fL {Par is) , 27 'H'Ovember 19 7 S , 
p.9~. 



to 19'66 st.abilizat.ion and renewed dialogue in East-West 

relations creat.ed condit.i<•ns t.hat. allowed domestic P<•litics 

<•nee again t.o 'become a prime in-fl\.l,ence on French defence 

policy. 

factions wi t.hin t~he Left., t.he of fi-e---foal defe-nce doc-t.rine of 

General de Gaulle f·ormulat.ed iJ'1 t.hce 196Gs cont.irmed t.o·- be 
~ 

t..he lfl<)Bt. &l~:tt·b<l-ri t.at;ive on F-r&T1c:e · e se£tl.ri t:y , 2B 

in regard to the French n'.:t-cle~.r defenc:e frequent.ly levelled 

by t.be left~ist. forces in the 1960-B ~ere no longer being 

voiced, N<)W when t.be S<)cialist£ were i.rt Power, their 

keys,t.one o.f de-terr<:f!ic-e st.r~t.egy i.n Frl!!.nce w~.B the head. <)I 

- 2-H 
Bt.at~e him:B·elf, ·-

28 S . -M"aze'Y and· m-. Ne~.man , op. crt, .,, n:. 1 , p . 1-00 ~- and ~:e~-

29 

als<.) St.ephen F. Szat1o I "European Opinion A.ft.er· t.be. 
Mis"Biles", nuryiyal {Lond:on), vol. 27, no, 61 l98f~~ 
pp,266-73. 

Cl.I"Janceron €·t B, P_ingaud- 1 Fra:rK~F>is. Mitt.errand: 
Fla-mmarion 1 1~81). See al-so David YN~~t. 1 "Th-e 
Det•ate", 0urviyal U;)<•ndon), vol. 28, no .1, 1961, 
'?~ 

. L, , • 

{Pari-s: 
Frencrr 
pp, Hl-



-~ould t.-hue seem t.hat. the Socialist. France, 

particularly in t.he realm of nat._ional defenc-e, cont.inued t.o 

-b-e under t.he ehado-w of t.he G-aHlliet. France. The new regime 

Bi.)Cialiets. { t.hen divided in~t.o various factions), li~e the 

·<4her Righ-t--wing and- Cent.rut. polit-ical forc-es, Btlcll as t:he 

MRP, had denounce<l throughout t.he 1B60s de Gaulle for his 

obstruction t.o progression of t.-he European Communit.y into 

su-pran_at.ional Ettropean Union, his wi t.hdrawal from the 

-mil-Itary comman:d- of the NATO 7 b.i.s at;ta-Ci~ on the U.S. 

milit.a;ry intervent.ion whet.her in Vietnam or Th:>minican 

R-epublic 7 or on_ role of the U.S, dollar, "-'r- support. to th-e 

A:rabs in the Arab- Israel conflict, his ini tiat.iv:e at dc-:-t PTt t-1!: 

St.anle.Y Ho.ffmann, "Mi t.t•e:rra-nd' s Foreign Policy or 
G,attllism 'by any ot.her N-ame" 7 as in Get..""~r_g.e Ross and 
others, ( ed-s.) , ~ MitA:.errand E:xperiment: Continuity 
rulli Change 1n Modern France (Oxford, 1987 J, p. 294. 

1'5 



reject.ed the Gaullist. princip-les especially in regard t.o the 

French Nuclear force. Fai t.hful t.o Soe.i.a1i--st tradl tion the 

Pa:rt.y .ask-ed fo-r general disarmament and d!ssoJ.\1tion of 

mili t.-a-ry blocs a-s well as f<:tr ra:d-1.cal changes in Fran.ce' .s 

lHEtVing ·t_r¢\t-ble: within it-s own ranks on how to ..formulat.e a 

Eu_r(spe-oriented socialist;s as we-re the C-ERES and \.lacobinie:t 

gr<s:ups supportive of oe-te--n-t£· ~·dth- th-e -U.-S-.S.R. but. st.a-u.nchly 

<spposed -1"_.-o the U.S. hegetf!Ol'1Y <tver Ku-rope. 

31 •J-<"..1lyon How(.srt.b_. .. Def~r1~e ~!<".1 the -lUtt.err~md 
Gov-er-rt-lf!~tt •· -, in •Jr.!iY<:~! H9:Wor--t..l1- "{:(rtcQ; Rtit~rioilt.~ Ch-i1t<m, eds" 
DAf~n<~-~ f1ru:l DiBBAnT. 1n. -r.ucrtGfJp-<:•-rhry- Fr~mne, ( Lon<:.l.on, 
1964), pp,94-134. See ~lso, Philli-p Preetre, (~'{'.cit .. , 
n.L 

16 



cooperation and pre~ervat.l<m .of superic•rit.y of French 

military. 

-socialist. r-egime under 

~tlrect.ly under t.he French Pre:~ident.s · comm-and. And it. 

-e-xpressed 1 t.s firm op:posi t.iori t.o incl:usion of the .Fren.ch 

redu<':t.io.n of their strat.egic sy-St.ems. 

France's decision to equip its nuclear missiles with 

Whil'e Francolfi. Mi tt.e~rand had s.ttpported modernization 

of tbe NATO, he re-Jected' out.rigbt.J.y Presld.ent Reagan· s SDI , 

to tJ·"e Fren-ch interests, In his welJ.-a.rt.i.cul-at.ed- response -t.o 

t.bat. the French could not. be ·C()Unt..e~ among docile client.s -of 

32 Stanley Uoff·mann, op.cit..; n.~-o. p.29B-, and Sali:Juel F. 
Welis, Sr., 0P·.cit .. ,. n, 7 . 



The Socialist. President wa:s deeply -worried ab<lut. S•.)vtet. 

polit.i~.al tdackmail should t.he SS-20s remain unmat.ched 'by 

NATO in Europe. He was alf3<s perturb~d by growth of peace 

.mov~nt- in t.he FRG. He saw in t;hem both evid~.nce of .Soviet 

and risk \.ff t.he -~est 'Gern'l'an ·drift tow-ard 

eeeme.d. t<) be emer_gin-g in some-what. 1-n:dire-ct. form a Fran-co-

American rappr()Chement-, deriv-eQ in particular from common 

f " .l. 33 sen Be -Oc filtOC'h ~ 

The French stand on t.he NATO decision weakened Paris· s 

arg-uments that. France· s nuclear force being purely national 

and independe-nt, 8hould not. be in<.':luded in· US-So--viet. t.alks 

on intermediat.e range nuclear forces. Fre,nch willingne-ss to 

preach At.lantici-s-m to Bonn -came out: from t.w--c..•- fact.s one 

W-IH!· French M:Xi.ety about the- g!obal balance _of power~ they 

t:hought that.- the bigg-est; -periJ: t<.::> world ·peace and stab11i t:y 

33 Raymcsr1d Ar('.f!l, I&!:_ !l~TJti~r~P. A~w1~..R 1:!a_ 01~~1~ 

1'.984 L a.g ci t.erl in st.~ni-e¥ Ii(~-f!:m-t!:n ~nd ot.-here, 
<)'p,cit.,, l'L3-0, p, 2'9:9-, 

7=6 

Cf'~x-ie, 
{eQB, L 



The French remained convinced t.hRt. t.t!-€'. threat of 

n-uclear 

remained t;he only credible deterrerft., Right. or wror;g t.hey · 

:believed that. combinat.ion of nuclear weapon£ of any kirJd and -

a t·dll ·t;o use t:h~ i'f n~..ed.ecd ~nsu-es res·t.rain t. on t.h.e part. 

3 .. of t.be p<)t.~r-!'1.;. i~ 1 agg:~(l'l:' ,_ • ,_~ 

t.h.e-ir nncle-:ar de:t.er·ren.t. is g.reat.est. only -a-gainst the least 

likely :Sovi.e·t. thr-eat 

t.h.at t.oo in a-n age of n-uclea.r -plent.y an-d pari "t;y, Det.erre-nee 

in Europe requir-E'B comtsining the residual risk of a conflict. 

becoming nuclear with conventional forces strong enough to 

Ge-rmans wanted from E--ranc:e w-as -not a n-uc-le-ar guarantee &B 

Ra.p4d 



In Western Europe's deience programme, France remained 

t,me:ert.ain and undependabl~ ally, for, for the most. part, i t.s 

tlefence remained credible only t.h.rough t;he -MATO mlcl<f'?..ar 

E\.1.ropean nuclear det--errent. 1'he French wou-ld also not. be 

willing to m-ake Germany -share in the French Presid-ent's 

d-ecish."ln on t\-se of t.he French nuclear str:i:k-e- force in tne 

e'verst <•f .a conflict breakir1g out.. Nor would France he 

~.-!illing t.o al)andon it;s pri<srit:y on nuclear spending, and on 

allocat.ing more funds to conventional forces f.-._')r their 

greatJer role in combiYH:s."t.ic:•n with th<)~e -of the NATO. 37 

term. Tbt.\6 he "H<')'\Ald. be th.e fir-s't French Presi-derr't· sirt<.!e tf-le 

ineepti(sn of. tb.e F'ifi;}~ ~:i<f.:::..:ro:\:ic ~~- ~b.ave cc~~l=e-t .. e.cl t~ -t.e-rms 
-------- :-------~--~~"----

36 t1arco Carr.ioval<~'.:', "Wh.Y EtJ.r<)pe «eeclt> A Trigger""'?, firtds 
{Philadelphi~.L vc_;l.3fi, no.2, Spring 1991, pp.223-3-4, 
and see alB<) St,~.r1ley Hoffman, O!•. cit . , n. 29 . 

37 Caroli·ne Wells, .. France Fears Gei'1flart:Y May Call the 
Bhote,", ~ Hinnvei!ffi. Times {l~ew Delbi), 12 Mar~!h. U.ffi2, 



~ Economist {London), 27 March 1993, and Th~_ 
--'R<:<wtc.rtl'i e.-t.- {l:<:.Jn4{m), 3 April 19,93. Se-e also P..list.air 
C(ile, ed .• , French Politi-<>,-al P_ar_:t._li>oe; in Trant:dt.i<:ffi. 
{Dart.mouth~ 199Q). 



Chapter-III 

THE FREHCB RESPONSE TQ STRATEGIC ARMS REOOCTIOIIS 

FRERCB REACTION TG THE .IIIF ABD CFE ACCORDS 

Inte-rmediat.~-r-ang:e Nuclear fqr-ees {liW} 

When Chancellor Ilelmut Kohl of Germany declared remo.:val 

of 72 ageing Pershing IA missiles equipped with American 

w-arhe.a-d.s., he, at. once, d:i.t:uKdved on.e~ or t.be chief obst.acles 

in the way of long-awaited Soviet.-American agreement. ~n 

Intermediat.e-r{tnge t~uc~le~r f(lroeB { INF}. 1 

t~lk.B i.e. , t:bey fK~f-t.erted OTt t.heir d~rtm:nd f<)r flt.ri.ct <~n-e,'ite 

inspe.ct.i<)Ti .cbe~kB "t·<•· ens,.:rre compli.a:r1ce wit.ti t.he t.reaty. 2 

1 Cl~y Clelile!tB, .. Beyond INF ~ West Gerlf!M!"Y. B Cent.re-Rig·ht-
P~rty b.l'1d ·ArftlB Cf".mtrol ir1 t.tte 199:(}f:: .. ,_ In-t~rr,htif",.nfkl 

Aff&i-rs {hond<.•rd ... V<".>l.65, n<).l, ·Winte-r· nH3JJ/9, pp.ti5-
74. 

2 ~ {New York), 7 Sept.ember 1981, pp.ZZ-2..1.. 



when in Reykjavik S\Uf.IJJ.tit., President Reagan anxions t.o 

furnish his arms-cont.rol credent.ials, became ready t.o t.rade 

deep missile cut.s wit.h the General Secretary of the CPStl, 

Mikh.aJ.l Gorbach-ev. Europeans re-act.ed" cri t.i-cally t.o ~\.Ii?.h tm 

:init.i.ata"Ve on 'the part. of th-e- :t-1' s-. showing disregard fur 

MA:'f(l defence and European security, he a v-i 1-y depenrlent on the 

U , S , T1UC 1 e&r t'\'lflbre l I:& , -3 

Tt. -was t.he ~est. Europe-an allies in t.he lat-e 1910s which 

asked- for deploymen-t o:f Ettro-misBiles, At t.he t.ime Soviet 

Union .had pulled even with t.he U.S. in strat.e_gic nuclear 

weapo~s, and d(,ubt.s had arisen about t.he credibility of the 

U.S. nuclear guarantee. Some NATO st.rategists even argued 

that. the U, S, mig-ht.· t•e reluctant. to pu-nish Soviet 

of fear of .a Soviet ri-poste against target.s in t.he United 

St.at.e..s, F-or strategic: -det.errent. the all-ies urg.ed -deployment 
. 

of intermedia-t.e- range Ame-rican m:i.ssiles capa'bl£!- of hitti-n-g 

Soviet. t.arget;s from their own terri tory, They also want.~d 

m-::,bil-e missile SS-2(ts, 

3 Ibid,, 28 Sept.-ember 1987, pp, lo-Hl. 

4' Bruce D. Berk-owit;z, -An INF Tr-eaty Discredits Ar-ms, 
Control an.d -Promotes Conflict.", Orbif': {Philadelphia), 
voL 32, n-o .1, ~int.ei" 1-9-88-, p. 119. 



The logic behind Euro-missile solut.ion t.o Europe's 

securi t.y dilemma w-as never t-<>t.ally foolpr<u:tf since it. 

asB\tmed that. -Soviet.s ~ould draw a -distinct.ion_ bet.ween the 

The weapo-ns ___provid:ed visible eviden-ce Q-f -the tl.S. m.lc:Iear 

~ t u- t ~- {i g_uaran..,ee -_;o neB ertt ul.lrope , 

INF t.reat.y J"rhich wa-s signoo between the U.S.S.R. and 

the U.S. -elimina:tea ·nearly 2 ,-o--oo Europe tsased nttclear 

6 warheads whose combined arLd dest.rtlc"t.iv--e po-tential exceeded 

t.hat of all wars ever-f~..,.ught. on t.he ~,x.nt.inent. · s troubled 

f• I.i!m, op.eit .. , II.3, and see al-so Francois -de -R~..,.se, 
"Nucie-ar Force~ and -All la-nce ~elation-e.~-, Snrvival 
{L.ondon), v-ol.2-4-, .n-o.l, 11l82_, pp,19-2-3 . . 

6 l NF' s p;rop~-ed _-arms cut. 

Range - from "5\1·0 t.o 10-(JO kJ!!_, , and from 1000 t.-o 5500 k.m. 

US'S:R - 4-10 long ran-ge n~F mis-sile-s 
{.SS-~~~, SS-~s .:& SS- 5-s) 

:3:87- - shorter range lNF -m-issiles 
fSS-Z3s ,_ :SS-12-&_:J • 

US - 429 - Pershing ils, :00tl-109Gs, Pe.rshing IA 
and Pe:rs'hing IB 'ftl-issile-B. 

:Fig'ur-es· as -:pr.o4:uced -t•-y H.S~ ·Chopra, "The ~l.S~ 
tl. SIS .1C INF A'E~c~rd- and- Deba-t-e ~·n European -securi t.y", 
in R. PI E.a\-ts:hlk, ed., SupAr Power S-tance:s ~ U. 5. -soviet. 
Relatj'ons {Ne-w r~lhi. 1990)-, p.9~_. For d"et.ail-s see 
Ann-exnre-11). 



soil, 7 Europe det.erred Soviet. aggre-ssion by hiding t..Hlder t.he 

U.S. nuclear umbrell!t and saying, "threat and risk nuclear 

h 1 t .. R 
<.• OC&UB ·, -

presence-. -on b-iiat.erca~ le-v-eJ.. "Bri t.ain and --France :held -secret 

t.alks for greater co-ordinat.ion of their- re-s_pec-t.ive nuclear 

deterrent-s. France also sought- clo-s-er t.ies in the field ~ of 

defence wit.h W~st. Germany, wh-ere the hulk of 

remaining t•attl-ef1efd nukes were t.o be based an:d about. whi-ch 

nervommess in Germany was growing. In Germany a consensu:s 

was formed_ in favour of tot.al :rmclear wi th_drawal. and French 

who opposed denuclearization, believed· that. t-hey mu--st. show 

soli-dari t.y in orde,r t<O head off any -move on the part. of FRG 

to &t.artd<.)n NATO, 9 

F·ran~e had also a-ccepted t.he need t.o ·become involved in 

two deca-des, A senior diplomat. in Brussel-s explain-ed French 

ill I-•<)fli~ i:f)!'i ~ -

7 ~ {New York), 7 December 1987, pp. 24-25, 

6 Il"~id, 

9 Clay Clemens, op.e.it .. , n.l, p.5€i. 

10 I.i.m.e. 24 Octob-er 1936, pp,22-a3. 
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"The nw treaty showed that. arms cont.rol is no longer a 
political exercise tn.lt can leao to real disarmament., So 
France now needs a full fledged arms cont.rol policy", 

Conceding on t.be nceed for a concret-e French policy, 

of France's. beeomins 

.. 1nte:i1eet.ually, psy;eho~(;lg-iea1ly a:OO- -mor.a.lly" associated 

~i:tb EMt.r~est 6.'1'1f!6 C!<)Ittro-1 endeavours. 1l 

"We would like any agreement between the U.S, and 
t-be Soviet. Union t-o t-ake Europe's securit.y interee:ts 
into account.. For us t-he "Zero-opt.ion", t-he with
drawal and destruct-ion of Soviet SS-20s and of US 
Pershin-g-!! and Cruise Missiles, could be positive 
element._s as long a~ there exist.ed a parallel basis, the 
:broad outlines of agreement. in principle on equ-ilibrium_ 
in short.-ra-n!2 missiles, and 0n t.he me-ans of 
verificat..if".>It1• , 

for ot.her polit-ical leaders in France they 
- -

vehemently opposed INF treat.y a.s Foreign Minister_, ~;lean 

Bernaro Raimon<l urged caut.ion, Defence Min.i.e:t~er :Andre, 

Europe. 'B\rt Presidcent Mitt-errand welcome<i "Zero Opt.ion .. 

pr<:•posal and he wa_s adequat-ely suppo-rt.ed in the Cabinet. by 

11 lbid. 

12 \.la-cq-nes Chirac in an int.ervie-H with ~. 6 April 1968. 



.his Prime Minist.er, 13 Only t.he ~ommu-nist. Pt.:n"t.Y was openly 

ent.husiast.ic, The Socialist. Pa:rty, -whose t~o minist.ern 

Charles Herm~ and Paul Qu.ilee:, were expressing e:erioue. 

behind the agr~t. -hut cailing fo-r stri<.3t· 

F i ga-~o and publl:s-heo on ·z1 Ap_ril 19-87, ·rev-ce-ale-d_ t.hat. 4'& pe-r 

cent. of r~pons-e .felt. INF to be "trap·· a-s opposed t.o only 35 

per cent, who were in fav(lur, and 20 per cent. being_ "don· t. 

kno-wB", 

The defen<.!e Ml.nist.er Gi r~ud cont.inued to categorize INF 

Barre repeat--edly criticize<.\ ft'ra-n-c~")is Mitterrand for having 

formulate-d t;he slogan "n.eit.ber s-s-zos nor Pershing:s". He took 

this poslt.i<m d-espi t.e t.he :1:tK:t th.at former P.resident. Giscard 

1"3 Lc: NorrdF {Pa-ri6h 6 M-arch Ht$1; ~and: -J~olyon lh-~~ar:M1-, 

"Franc~., and Gorba(-:flev: Old Problems, New Qu-estions and 
the Qu~t~t for Correct Ans-w-ers·· ~ in \lolyon HO¥lart.h and 
George Rot:.r.; ~ds ~ , C<mt.empo1.·ary France: A R~yiew Q;f 
ln!-erdisciplinarv Studies {L.-..")n-don, 1983). See also, 
G·eo=rge, ~Fricaue-d Chagnau-d, ···r-he- Fre.neh Found-ation -of 
Nuclear Securi t.y", Thf:. Bnllet.in Q.! th:e At.omi<-~ 
S..uentist.e:_ { Ghlcag(•), voL 44, no. 2, March 1 SS6-, pp. Z4-
2f•. 



acc~ept it. in public. J,n t.he early mon-t.hs of 1987, President. 

Mit:terrand ~as somet.bing of a lonely figure in voicing 

consistent. support. for t;be treat.y. When he was re-elect.ed _in 

19&6-, he responded to a qttestion abou-t US troops wi tbdrawal 

"In maintaining it-s armed f<:srce-s in Euro~_, t.he US 
1-s keeping it.s commitment. to :NA-'1'0 and protect.ing its 
global int-erest.s. The progr~$6 of European c~o~rat~ion 
in defence will no"t. era.se t.he: reason for t.he US 
presence in Europe" , 

The difference of opinion within ·France's political 

class creat.ed conflJ.ct_s in crucial areas of defence debat.e, 

reactivat.ed by H~F agreement.. The first was fwt.ure f\mct.ions 

-o-f strat-egic arsenal.. B-econd most. complex was France· s 

Germa-n:y in- the "forwa-rd batt.le". The t.hird and 

d i.ff icu 1 t. t.he role of Fran-ce's ~ pre-st.r:at.egic · 

{ ta-c:t.ical) weapons in- any int.egrat.ed Euro~n sec~lri ty 

system, The whole process of INF t.reat.y made French to t·nink 

t!1.e "!t~ta.lt';.e -~nd. r.e~~vart~~ -<tcf. t..t.J.ei.r '<le:t-*IfrreT!t· ~ .u~ 

14 President Mitter.rand ir-t an interview -wit·b ~ .. 16 May 
t9:e.S: ,_ PP • 6-9 , 

1-5 '-lolyon Howorth, "French Defence! Disarm.am~nt. and 
Deterrence", World Today {London), voL44, no~6. Sune 
19:8R,. pp, ltJ3-\l4, 



Fr0m the or-i-ginal Gau11ist. prononneement..s, t.hrcJt'rgh 

defence., Whlt.e Paper of 1912, t.o official speeches of -all 

Prime .Minl-st.-e-rs-, and Def-ence-Minist.ers _nnt.il t.he pre6ent. 

day-3_ thecre ha-s -been t-ot.a-1. consensns.- on- this i-&-st-r~: The 

r.tlftional t.err! 'tory. 

At. t.ne eent.re -of the con-troversy was growing- conflict 

over t.he nat.\-\-re of det-errence. Th-e Ot;t.awa declaration -<)f 

197417 w.o.hicb_ "held t.b-a--t. mul_t,iplica.t-io:n of the "decision 

16 Ibid:. Sec~: a-lso. 
p-resent. F.rench 
nuclear ·p~en. 

Anne--xure-II I 
nue.lear f<srce, 

for ~he fir£ts o£ Rn~ 
and o-f ot-her :maJor 

17 ·:r-n_ th-e Ot.-t.aw.a Dee..l"a.ra:t;ion o:-f -1-97 4, the NATO all.i~s 
admow1eoge<r the eon-tribut:ion t--0 We£t.ern ·dete-rrence 
made by the French and B-rit. ish nucle-a:r forces, and -se-e 
also Fr-ancois -de Ros-e-. op.clt.- ,_ n.5 .. 



(Washingt-on, London. Paris)·- by 

increasing t.he level of uncert.aint;y~ (}Verall deterrence, ha-d 

been interpreted by France as_ justi.ficat.lon of it.s 

in.de_,penden:t stance. The opponents .of the Ot't.awa De<Cla:ratlon 

cireumst . .ances in Rb1ch the country ~oulti con-eider its "vit.al 

-
inter~t.s" -to :00 at. , st.ake. But. at. t.he t.imec Presid'efit. 

dominated s-e..curit.y POli-cy and ensured it.-s 

In early 1986, Mitterrand had already made a major 

conc!ession to German s-ensitivit.ies about. short.-range m~.clear 

t:he firing of a Pluton or Hades missile, {The Pluton w-a-s 

-with a range of 12{) kms and c-ould only explode .inside FRG, 

bu-t. Hades- -wit·h a range \.Yf 3fi{l kms, , e."Ould be targ'Ettt.ed in 

fr~-mt.). Duri-ng~ his s-t . .at.e visit t.o :G-ermany in -oct.-ober 1987, 

lS In an inte-rvl~ in the t-louvc-·1 Ob:;.·J.?r vate·ttY ·{Paris}.,.. 
Decerober 19..87, .Preei-dent M"i·tt~erra·nd reit.e.rat~d -tl'teir 
cc<,.t.;\ld -be h .. -<) qu~et.i<)n of eitelling out ... i:n adv~noe ~bat. 
th<)fie "v1:t.~l i-r-1t.erests" ~re, 

·90 



Uouv e: 1 Ot>s e:r va te:-w·-. 1-n t.h-e int-..erview alrea-dy refer-red to. he 

ma,de clear his d.oubt about. shor-t-rang.e weapons-. He arg-ued 

t•bat. -S\\Ch ~ea.pons had oRlY been introduced -urtd-er the 

doct.rine of · fle.xible resp<>nse ·, 'because of a· 'nestt.ation t.o 

give det-errence it.£ t.rue and full meaning· and concurred in 

t.he proposi t.ion that. 'anything !3hort. <....,f global response is 

weakening of det-e-rrence· . Mo-reover, for t;hose, who had 

mi-sun"<ler.st.Qod. his remarks in FRG~ he stre-ss-ea that . t.he 

:fina-l wa-rr!ing shot. :ts not appr<>Priat.e- fun-et-ion for short 

.. ·ts:J range we~"I•<.IC!B , -

In 198-9 Pr~i-dent. Mitte-rrand' o.-pposect- .any- d:ec:bs-ion on 

deveh..,p- it.s medium ranger syste-m, called H-ad.es. H-is· po-sit.ion 

ran- -G-<;iunter -t.-o Germany, which was a-t the t.iltJ-e in-sisting or1 



abandoning -NATO'cs mooernizat.ion plan. Mit.t.erran<l blamed 

G-e-rmany for :moving fa-st.er t.h~ necessary in Judging 

pl-an 

- 21 C(n'Jpera:ti<tn. 

Wi t.b t.he fat.e of France· s nuclear det.err-ent clearly ir1 

his mind, he s,aid, 

"I am one of t.hose -who t;hink t.hat. t.ime is not.· right. for 
a ~ tJ:iild. .zero-option' ... fo-r. , , '-t.hat. Wot1l-<:l- ftie,an t.be 
~nsappear&nce of all allianc£ · s nuclear for~es from 
Central Europe", 

For hi» SNF t.al=ks at. -tht'\t stage were pr.em~rt.ure .as t.her-e 

was st.Ul a ve-ry p:ronounced imbala-nce be-t.weeri the Warsaw 

P'act and ·~t~'fO- -In conventi"Onal arm1L On SNF- he f-\1rt.her said , 

--w.e. ought t.o w-ait.- ~- t-w--o or t.hr-ee ye~a:r_s t.o ses how 
--'tl'¥e- -v-=-1-enD":a t;--a:lii-£ -on C<m-veTi:tiona.:.l .w,e-apon£. -Pi"O~sed:.., 
a-nd Judge Soviet. good:wilL Pr--iority sh<Tultl aceordingiy 

Z-1 Cl-ay C1e:men_s, -\."'~P. cit.. ,, n. 1. 



be given t;o tbee:.e neg<:~t.iati0nB, f~~r .if Soviett:: 5ought 
to do a <leal -® t . .a~t.t~a1 weapoi-.IB, they would htwe t.<) 
prove t.beir g~ fa-rth by agrefj~ng to cut. a large part 
<::rf their c<.•r!V'e:n:t•ionar torces", ~,,_. 

-
the· S<"..1Viet -Ut1i<tr~.c. A ce:-rt;acir-1 s:talelMft~- ir1 r-el~t.i<.l!!£ bet~een 

-- _,....,.-----.. 

Wi 1}h t_.c:fre IHF "t~~ lf!t'-y~ing be~n Bignl3d '-'tnd- se~ded ~nd 

23 M1chl'te1 t1~etmet.b., "If-ranee and European Security", 
Ans.senpolit;J;k: fj:l~u:rg-), edit•o~rJ.-a-l, vol. 42, no. 2, 1991. 



In the CFE tt.tlks, 23- part.iciparitB were irtcll.:.tded artd 

West. 2-5 

No ~tate in Europe, signing t.he CFE treaty was allowed 

t.o · s.t.at.ions more t.han 4, f•OO battle t.anks, 4, 000 art.i1le:ry 

pieces, 7,50-0 armou-red combat vehicles, 600 com-bat 

The USSR and the US were ready for mut,ual reduction o·f 

forces in Central Europe, u~pt.G 135, (tOO men exch"tod-irig "3_f,, 000 

American £ol-aiers_ in other Eu:ropean reg-:l0,ns. This_ reduct-ion 

24 ~. 24 October 1988, pp.ZZ-23. 

Zf• T..i.m.ft, 30 .Jan-uary 19~9. pp:Z0-21. See a,lso annexure-IV 
for Warsaw Pact and NATO forces. 



French Left Right, 

Bolidarity tn t.tte field <1-f 

An ~.lliance 

be 

2-6- cbfJ:tb .. ar R-\~ehl, ~l'~e Agreel!'le.rr't o-y:r e~rnverttf~>Ii.b.::l F-<:frc~ _in 
Eu-r<~Pe: CulminatiOYl b.Ttd End c-..~f Eur<)P'<:'b.n Arm-s CQnt.r<•l ~ .. , 
A-n£B~Ift!c-11itik (-Hamburg), 2/:19-91, vol.42, rt(•.Z, PI"•.lt6-
Z1- , See -Annex-u·re-- IV, 

27 -·"U-;.c'lu\el "Meimet.h, op. cit .. , n. z·;L Al.s-o se.f.-, Stephen ~~. 
tedoga_r, "CFE: New Talks Commence Amid Renewed Hope-s", 
-Al::mtt Cont.rol UP<iat.e ( Washingt.on ~ D.C. : U:S Arm-s Cont.r,::->1 
and Pisar..mament. Agency) , no. 12, March 1-95F, pp, 3-6-, 

/. 9-5-



arms control Ol:' even disarmament.~ a·t t-he ~onventional level. 

"Th.ls ap_proacb was already prevalent. in .F-rench poll t.i-cs at 

the end of the 1910B. Fren~h offi~ials at the same time were 

<:~onfront.ed b_y a si t.uation in wh--ich given the mutual 

d~i~ritl('!;S !~ t.h.e conven:t.ional fiel-d in f.avooT of t.be USSR 

t<h~.re -w--a-s a- risk t.hat. t.beir <mnc~lear ~d-et.errenee might. 

~- undermined, t.hus turning a milit.ary <2'-<tnflict. in--t.o a 

U-!C.S:tin~t !f<sSBi'bil-it;y, 28 

1n t.his sense-, t.he Freneh proposal in May 1978 for 

"European Disarmament Confer-ence {CDE} was prima-rily an end 

~f M.tent.e. I-n~ order t.o rule out the- possH>iltty of surprise 

-a:t.-t.ae.-k, confiden-ce-bt1ilding meamtres (CBJJ's) were t;o be 

f\~greoo to ~md convent.ional imbalance, removed in -an are-a 

-from the Atlantic t.o t.he This: 

"26 l'U-eh-ael Meimeth, op. cit.. • n. Z3, p. 1fs5 _, and also Manfred 
R. Hamm -and Harmut Po-hl-man_, "'Mil-it.'a-r-Y Il..."'lC-trJ.ne and 
St.rote-gles: The Missing Ke-ys t.o Success in Co-nven1:.h")na1 
Arms Cont.ro17" Aussenpolitik {Hamburg), vol.41, no.l, 
Q:na-rterly Edition, 1990._ pp.SZ-72~ 

96" 



-p-~event. a -critical .risk of t.he MBFR {from the Frencll point. 

-of view-} -o:f being t.urnoed into a neutralized- cent.ral E-urope-an 

id .. 29 corr -~Yr . 

Tn- earl::'y !-98-8-. a ouai d ··oF say official in t.h~-

frNn -r~~-r t<) f~.rr~ard a.re-afl ~-ft.er the er1ViB~e<J redu.ct.i-<)I! had 

taken. pl~.e, -3-fl N\lmerlcal pari t.y ah..,ne was not a sufficient 

guldeline..s. regwlating the nHmerical rat.i-o of foreig-n and 

t.adtgen-oU.B- t.r<XsPs along t.he boraer betw-een Ea.st and West .. 

2'9' Ibid. 

Ben-oit- <i'' A-bovil~l-~, "The F-rench .Approach t.o 
Cont.rc01. .. _,_ in Uwe Ne-rlic.h tmd .James A. Thomson, 
Conyent.ional Al.:mJl Cont.:rol !!llii SecuritY Qf 
{bond-rul=. 191l6_}-. p. 156. 

~rms 
ed:s., 

E\Jrope_ 



NATO made -t.o Warsaw Pact. 

negotiat4ons on Conventional 

{CFE). 31 

at the beginning 

Force Red\:tct.i-on 

.o:f t.he 

ln -Enrope 

W17th regard t.o- the aim <:T:f s!Ett.:ary :st..abiT1-za-t.;t¢nc ~no 

E\.u•¢pe~ J"r-~ --st.ric:t.l,y -re-j;ect~ an"Y- _Hnk-age -o~ conv-e.MJ:~a::-1 

an<i n\tcl.ea~r Disa-rmament.. It ar_,g~ ;that;, --ev~m i'"f Yienna 

n-eg-ot1at;lon6 were t.o- be -eucceSB'n11-- -tlle -West. .s-bcO-Ulcd' .n-o't. 

dispense -with nucl.ea~ weapo_ns. It. ~W3.B p-olit.tcally: w:i':e:-e and 

conduc-ive- fo-r det~ercre.nce to C-()ntlm.-te t.o mode,r-..n-1:1/e t;be 

w-eapons wherever and -whenev-er nee-essary. Th~is corresp~nded 

to the t.rad--1-tional French vi-ew that. in principle_ nAlclea-r 

weapon-s help prevent war. Their e..x-is:t·enee., t.he--refore., cann-o-t. 

l)e just-1-f.i-ed by _mere-ly- pointing t-oo 'Sttperiorict.y of the w~s.aw 

Pact. in t.he conventlQna-l fi,e--ld. Th--=is- -expla}ned t.he- dogged 

Fren~h, ref-uBal to add their- own p.re--:et;r-a-teg:tc pot.e-riti.al in- _ 

n-egotla-ti.on:s on convent.lonal disarmtHnent .. Db:1y- 'Rit.b: great. 

_reB~rvat.ions -d:id -t,be French accept; t-.he def.:.d:81.~0n- t-aken act the 

1M-TO tttumtt. in Brus-s-els a-t tb.e ~nd- of- -!la-y lW-1 to ale-o 

i:n.c1~d~ fi_ght.e:r .a-:fr-cr-aft and: c:Qlllblft,, 'h:e'll~pters- m fiu~t.\kre 

CFE neg-:Otiat._h)ns. As France. wa,g W-'@nt'iedc c:tfl-at. it.s- <;"JWn dtnd 

it. 

31 lbt~L 



"it. reserv-es t.he complet.e fre-edom of evalu-at.io.n and 
d:eeision-making wit.h regard t.o 'the P<}t.ent.ials which 
co.nt.ribut.e t;o 'tne imp-lement.at.ion <....,_f i t.s independent 
<leterrence cS'ta:"at.~, si~nce t.~e: mand-a~!e 32f- -t.tse- ViemH~ 
n.~gt~-t.i!tti<f!1'6 ~,l:llded: !1\.lCle~-r w-ettP@"T!-'8 , 

Ur~le, 

aircr8.:ft:. 

con~equent. upon t.he- d.i.mna-nt.ltng of the. -U:SSR. Therefore, now 



t.he e1tanged. circumS"t.ances, signatures of these 

a:fCJrecit.ed for 

fi Y·-'1 ti · .. ....~ i l t t i f t.. ~ t 33 I i - r1a.L z~ _ {lfi ~:rv-~. :mp-:Lelf!t;m -·-&-.· ~)It o .•11e "re~ y. - rt P&-SS ng, 

The- 'fr-ea:ty -eame l.nt.o ef:fect. in- .Jnly 1992 r And ~ a:s 

-st;iP\H-at.ed in the Treaty different. t.~.ams of inspeet:o.r:s from-

t.b~ cottn-t:ries o:f- NAro_, and :n-ow--de-f'\:tn:s.-tt. -w.a.-rsaw _ -Pact. began 

-t.heir first. inspection in tine series -of m-ilit-a-ry inspect-ions 

that.· would 'be cont.in\led till t.urn of the -pres-ent c--entury, 

They are t .. o che<~k tbat. none of t.he signa-tory co\mtries is 

c~h-eat.ing on the ag~men-t •. "The first. inspect-i-ons are to- see 

t.hat t.he holding.s of treat.y-limit.ed t.anks, a:rmo\tred -co~®at 

veJ1i-cles. art:tliery pieces. comM't aircraft and helicf,_")pt.ers 

were cor-rectly reporte-d h-Y- each connt.ry, These inspections 

"f.Dllowed milit.a-ry 

sites and v lsi t.s t<:J wi t-nes·s t.he dest-ruetion of surp-lus 

"33 ~ Economist ( bon<.\{)_n) 1 3'0- May 1-992, p. 6(1-. See also 
Lot.har Ruehl. -op.c1-t,, n-. ZF. 



Th~ hardest part for ~ny slgn-atory country would :be 

_be d0ne according to -a rig:Qrous set <:"If rules, and everyth-in-g 

-veh.i~les {ACV~J and 54 t.anks -int.o scrap met.al. The estimated 

e.ach -Af;V $3 ., 5-00. 

f-ormer s~..,,viet. Union, ba-s <m it-s soil eeveral t-hO\lB<md t;a:nks 

I.t. lf(.-"~.:t.Ld likie RU66 i~ 't_y(".J t~-ke Ei~r!fll;t-&- ~-..r-tes 9:ff 11"~6 b-tatd£, 34 

:3-4 'fb~ _ Ecw-tomi-ert .. , 8 AuglH>t 1--992, :p. "38 , Al_s•:, 6~~ J AI!I!f.:'Xnre
V f.<'.;~r -ciS C<'".Jrt-\u~mtion~l lreapt";.tl'l13 • rec~rd. 



In MlniBt.erial meeting of t.he Nort.h A-t.lc~mt.ic- Council 

{NACL in "lune- 1992 in Oslo, on tbe Issue of curren-t 

PQ!it.ical developments- and t~ oont-ribut.e _as an Alliance -f·<' 

t:he ~M--.:er lrur -o1 a :i'bMJ arut _more peace-ful. <n"'der_., :th~ forei-gn: 

-The- -cH- t.re-aty "il-l P\i.t ---1n pl"Bee tbe- cor-ne-r&t..orre -o-f- ~ 
trans.formed European SectR"ity str-nc:t.u~"- and~wil-1 <);Mn 
t.be wa-Y t.o fut"-tu·e arms contro~ !lt-hin 1ihe CSCE ~an-d -t~o 
C(•OJte-r&'tive securit.y in- :Kurope .• 

··'The CFE t.reaty is an important m:ll-estone in t.-he 
enhancement of .securi t.y and stabiJ. i ty i-n Europe. ~e 
thus welcome the_ agreement amon-g the S-t.act-es. <....,f t.he
former Soviet. \lnlon .- -aetting ¢Y.t tM--ir itH.Uvi~ln\L 
ri-ghts and: obJl-gatl~n» nnder the -'Tre-a~t}!_. tts- ~ ~j~r 
st-ep 1:.~-wtt-rds t.tte ftdl- imJ-t-lemen'tKt-i.on. -(".J'!- t'-he 'l'~~t.y , 

DISTlft"EGRAT:fOH OF ml -USSR:: HKW POLITIC'Ah -MID ~RI'l'Y
CQHJEC'l!URKS 

3fJ -<:~..,aauniqtte- o-f Ministerial mee~ing l..'"~F t.he -tkrr-th Atl-antic 
C~..,une.i1 in Oslo, 4 "l\tne Hf92, _BAIQ R'f!¥141!-R { Brnsse ls L, 
vol . 4.{l, no . 1 •~ F-ebruary- 1-9-92. pp . Z'S-2-li ._ 

:3-6: l'bld., See a-l6o oedf<) {le- Franchl:s, Deput.y Sec-retal"J'
-Gene-ral of N:ATO. -The CF-E Tre-at.y - t:n.e- Role- o"f -t..:he
iH_gner Level Wo--rking Gr0\4-p··. -~eRe-VieW,- V:0"1 .. 40, .n:o' 5. 
Oetober 1-'9tt2 ,_ PP .lZ-16 , 

t-\12· 



simpliclt._y of aim t-o t.he West.ern. military alliruice 1 t.he 

1-n -Augnst.-December 19Rl, t.h.e Red :f]._Bg over t.be K.re-m-lin 

w-as pull-ed down I marK-ing t,he end o.f t.he ~Evil Empire·· St:)Vie,t. 

tJ!!l;Ql'l, 37 

pos-sible"' llmi·t.ing the zones of con--flict. bet-we-en· them 1-n t.he 

Detent-e inc th-e early lli70s ·led t<J t-=he cre,ation in t9T5 o.f 

in-

38 Chri~t;opne-r .Ansct.ls, ~cs-cE Mark--II-: Back t..o He-1B1-tlk-_i 
frOJD P:aris v-ia -Berlin a.r~~ Prague·· 1 HAIQ &!view, v<tl. 4U I 

no.2. Ap"r1T 1.992-J pp. !8-2:3.. -



Since 1985, t.be new Soviet .. leader Mikba-11 Gorbachev 

well as economic re-forms t.hro\tah tii.s eo-ncept-s of openness 

l.n- 1.98-8, he ag~_ to scrap t.he off~a!:ting- m:e01-u. riinse: 

mi:Ssll'es ana-- fo-r t-he firs-t time accep-ted tn-e i-de-a -<Yf "n the 

s~-t- checks c- int;ru_sj:ve verif-ic-ati-on") -by the. ot-h-e-r s--ide's 

-disar-mament. in'epect.ors. He agreed t.o cut. t.he number of 

strategic weapons and with the NATQ allies ft.B a -srotlP -t.o 

glve -UF the s~..,viet. Onion· s heavy numerica-l truPe:rior±ty in 

-ttlQ-B't. cl!Ai~...gc-"'-ri~s ~'f .nr . ..n-rtuel:ear- we-&F~rtTY .. _ 3--fl 

3-9 An<lre--w Gol:dm~n-,- -uA:TO -t~eed-E &- H~~ tn,aBil~", Orb is 
{fldhtd:elJihib.], V<":J-L32. rt<"',4:, F&cll. 1936, _p-p,'5o-t-40. 



\ 

-
~AT'O-l~fA.l't- ~p'f"tal-tt aoo,.ort O<){t'ti-nuance o.f the Ame:ric~x1 P~"Belt£::e-

tfltt.t..s. ~t-::-waft ,~~il ~'t t"he -US- W<..tl.:tld 'Cr-~-nt~:nu~ 't~J %:--He- "C~-r_e: 

M; -fi.l.l-ra.J~Ikn §~"CZurl-t.y- "f~:r t'h~ -t ~-- be:i't~-- 4± n.cnr dec l=ar~-t.i on 

But t.lv~re were :f•rotftlellls BllCh ~.tJ fJec'il.r.i t_.y ~.gairtBt wb,~t? fin 

+~a. 1...~ f ~- i -~- -Fl.. i -,- 4"2 '..clle actn:tertce 0 -a<.>V- e '" -t;•t-1.. -on. , 

-4"1 

J<~e11 Th.i el:":fh M~ l.'1fl~.:rt_ flrti_f i c ~- t;, i or.t- ~ ()};•J-K".> rt ... -,).rti ty- <.> r 
:Set.t .. ack :f<):r :El.:tro~·?-", 'W<"~-rld -,. ... j®y- CL<);Mo-rrh- V-<":2l, .47, 
I'l'".J ,.-'-f_,. .-J~'riU~.ry· 1~:9ol, :pp., 8'-l:.G-, 

Te-xt -<;}1: 'CtlfteY:tb~£fC1- C?.:klflmu-rdq~).e ~nd other <.k_,c,_~mer-rt..::s, see 
f!AIQ._ -trevi~p- fB-r-,~8:8-e ls )-. V-(,;!1 . 39 , -n<..~ . 3 • .J,H-te 19'91, I•P , 2E-
3~. . 

~Cb-r--1-:St•oP'hcer ffil-J., '"'The :EC: Toward6- ~ Co~- F-ore-i-gn a:nd'. 
Sect·n·lty_ Po.:-l.1.cy1" ,_ ifor-ld Todav, v-ol, 47, no .. 11, t~-0vemoo-r 
lB-9-1-, p_p-_, lfi9-19CZ, and ~ E<~-<'.,notn i s·t -{ L.;.:-,nd:on) ,- 2-4 
Oc'tober l:if~=l , -p ,_fifl , 



In an opening session of NATO, French Presid:ent 

~-i tt.erran-d t.old: bi""B :fe11'01-F 1-ead~re. {abou-t a .f\1t.u:re -~et.1-ns-

of foreign •iDist;ere. of Wee.ter_n coun-t.ri---e-tt and ex-War-s-a-w 

na:t.io-n-s- "f:or .a_ ~" ~ra- ¢L pa-rtn-er.sM~"-1 t.ha-t ••tli-e 

till-a-nee _1.6- .-&oo.d'- {-"'bl¢) tl. 1-s ~Kl"t.- --tmU~"E!d' a-ll~lan-:ee .. -.. 

1fft;te.rrand-: P!X'PO~ --t.Jtat ~ fiur:ope ~u1-~l -organ'l-Ze -a

deYence .force independ-ent• or. tJt-e- llni±;e.d:.. 'S~iL 

_In- ~embe_r 1991. ~- fJ'MtStricll't ·t.reat_y- cw~s: approv-ed~ 

-by ·E"tu.~o.pe~..n l.ea:dere., ·Fr.ench Presiden-t -ltl-tt.e-r~ra-nd got• the 

Germans to commit. themselv-e-s t.o -tt s.inglec currency -and als-o 

monetary l-eader of E:un·;pe had- n-o ®J~t-i~n, I-t seems thE\:. 

France 1~ e.t.J.ll W<.'irr1ed a"l\"Qttt. i-t-s B:-t·{\t-usc ~a-na poa!t.lon in

E-ur-'Opean and worl-d po;llti~,£-,_ 

Though France- -dhl n~t. reswnd explic-tt~lY t~ t.he -Augu:gt. 

t991 C\:"l\1-P :aft--er which- -\1:5,.;~~ d"lslnt-egrat~d, an-de its ~he-a.rt:lan-tl 

eonfmlt each ot-:ne.r on_ cri-sis S:itua:t.-l<Jn-, and w~rli f-or-

11 +. 'I&"·- . -ro--- ·-"'- ... 4c3' 
-<:'~0 -el'}-,..l.V-e ul.;t-:r<.•IteMl" -t~.;llr.:l;"-'Y P'ai'}"'". 



t.ensj:\...,l'l bet.-.ree,n New Zealand .and Fra:n.c:e at. t.he b.~ttceirt. of 

_Fr_~n~h Preside:r-tt .. fltt:t:.e.rr-~t'rd .. 44 

1f4 . Ihft Bulle!. in fQ1: ~ Atomie s~ le-n t.-1£. t.g {-Cl!h?.ag.:.:"l) , 
Sept;embe,r, 1 ~9--2 , p, Z~3 , 



decisions bavoe sugsest.ed .furt•her doubt-s abQ\:tt. t-be fut-ure of 

~pr1orlty of. 



signing the t.rea.t.y, t;he ·French Government. "hope-z t<,) le.~sen 

t.he Sou:th-. Even n\."~n-pae.ifis.t. members. of Parl-iament. no-t. 

N-PT :t-o -cut~ sh<sr-t. any- p('l-8sible recri:m-inak.lon f-rom n-.;:..,.n-n-ucle--ar 

Bt.a"tttL -~t the. f9~9'5 ._ 0f"J_Jffer4"jlJ:\')4"j f"2lr tibe 1..--re~,ty ''£ r\<f,·C!e--~~.-l: 4ti 

!s.nd' 

4."6 &en£!h Mna", Ri:ipport N-<.>.2"95 sur 1-e ~-,,·oje.-::t dt- .ioi 
a:.u:.t-<:>r isarrt· I ··a,':1-h~~-:-=.i·t:'r' au tt"-a-J..t.F.:·:~,.. stLi;.r .l a .,,_.or,..--
p1· o l.i 1" Fl' a·t ion d-e· s _a_,.. lli-1.'"--.;- :s TH_<,:: 1 t'--a i-1~ c· :": _, l'f• A:pr:tl 
'f-1'P.4'8-50 'a6 cited- irt ~ BCJJ.l~_-t.in,_ ibid,, Y:t..4!}, 
2"5. 

:F992, 
!'P· 2:4'-



' 
Germ~n- -Qert,poli'"t,tk "JflXt -&It- end 1.<":;~ --this ~-e'.:tri.ty "P<)licy f<f111-'I a 

"h t -l..ti l _,.,. ·41 s or .~ ~-u · · -f}· - · {( •:.er , 

. 
The fir-6t- phase of ~rican-Sovie-t. SALT Ptx"'~cess, which 

was conclooed ~by the SALT-l agreement. ~lgned in l972, did 

Even tM..n t.he -p<;s-li.t.ical and millt.a-ry 1-ea~ters i'fJ .Fraro~c-e 

:47 TbhL , and also see, 'I'rev._")r Taylor, "Wh-a-t sort o"f 
e:e<>.g-rit¥ f.or "Eur~"'~PeT' -world Todav, vo1.4:7, n-o."S/9, 
AUS\lBt;-.5e-pt.emt•er 1~91, pp .1"36-14-1. 

\ 



the beginning· of- t-he 1970~ to gain gr-e!'\t.er s.ecuri t.y P'.-")lLcy 

and 

_Lui 

"1"'* woul.d indieed be an ilhn~ion t..;."~ h~ that 
Er~nce -cN~l~ be able: t.o pr'~serve IK•re t,ban a re.du~c.ed 
sover~1gnt.:y~ if its nelghb¢~crs were O(:c:a,ple.od or even 
-mer.f!:Jy ~ttbJect.ed t.(J -t.he infl-uenc-e "'-'.f e~y p~)w£-cr, 'rhe 
e:ecurit.y -o;t- tbe -'Wb"f,:"'IT{': Et..1r.ope.,_ n·Je.-re.fore !s vit.fil f<)r 
France,,··· 

dt,'ft?TI-Sf? 

1975' J 

p,H•T, 

"Le·s r"· •. 

c ' 

<-1€' .l ·E_u'('ope", I~f'<"!!'H~<"! Itati<"~tV'il-@! (Parlf!), 
·p, &6 a43 ci t;ed in Mi.chael Me.ime-th, ibid. , 

111 

]a 

~1-\T-l'l€.:. 
n.23, 



_proce~s _f~r mili t.arY" e:tabH-Jt.y in E\~e, ~ i,;"tf -th-e :II'J_ai-rr 

re-~u3o-n--S f<:tr the ext. rem-ely B.k-ept.ica-1 reSP!."'m:fre 'to tf1re -sAL'l::.... I-=I 

HATO'.B 

4-9' F:=r~.1~tof..•-i·B -~- R"".!8~~' ·L!t 1!{mcJe ( Pari€' ) , _2_L l!ind.· 221-23' 
};'C"p~t<j_!fibf3Y lfil. 



of_ su.ch 

51 Kich,~el -M-e'ime-t.:.h, OJ•.cit.~ .• n. 2:3. AlB9 see, Fr~x:tco.ise d-e 
-Rose, ··t·h~cl~J5o:r f<:•rc~ aJtd Alii~.n·~-e R-el~_tions .. , ;.::;.nrviv~l 
-( L..-.>-rrdon L v•;.rl , 24 ,_ TtC.>. L 1:9-8:2 , pp . f9- 23 , 



tc its :r;teE>&illtistic eval-u.:ati(".}ft cf Atrlfjric~:r1 a.rtrtB C<'YCt'tr<'.}l 

ToiL' I-t_,._ :fi'"Z -z:-IJ ~v-J'-•-

:Re,p~~-t- dlit jno-t" bacmg= 'titu.."Jtrt a- £<)l:."lkt:hm~ :t.t:r t:he 

cri:t-1C'!tl~ prObT-:em <-"f C<.'Jtll?.iing_ Europe- 'W-i-t-h Amerie.an s~c~-m-, 

Thls- raiserl t-he question of how such eng-ag-ement. wa:s t<.:."' fill 

millt.ary 

52 Samuel .F, Wells, \.lr., '"1'h-e Ur.t-:it.-ed St.at.e.B and "Euro-pe-an 
De-fen-<~ -~o<Operation", Surytyal, V<.:."'d, 27, n_o ,4,, l,B--6-5, 
pp ' 1 f,=ff--B-7' 

-/ 
/ 



-"France wou];d contintte t.~ take st.eps to 
fti.tc!~~r -~o:r.c_e.~ 1~- ot.h.e_~- ::m-glBar~ p.owers 
_pos:i-'t:rve.~l.yc tA,"l'- t.M- lli9-X.~--tQr-t,lXIL , 

reduce it.s 
respo.n-de(r 

From 

"tf 
~re 

i1:-B 
will 

i;h~t. -=:f:~.-f-1-f; 1;-h~t. i£ 't9 g~y_,_ if .-_,~t_trer --rn;v:;le~-¥" :f•\'":}~~rs_ 

s"t,l::tbt..M"""'Trt-. Fran-.~ ri l_l h~v-e t~o -e .... •nt~ irt:t.Ie t.o ~.St:lme 
d_.,_:ff-ence, It will lefjl!ff?'t~ tbe 1")6t · "Q!:'l't<"":rt'1¥tity, Ii;, 
h~v-e q("~Y!fj i-t~ <b.1ty~, '"''"' 

dyna-mics inct-.o a pe·a-ce c->ruer in Europe. This~ tre-at.y dlspe:lled 



:56 M. -s_. Ctto·pra-* "fJS-fJSSF. IU.F AceQ.rd.' and ~-WJ;t~ <'".>Ii Eu,roJ:~~,n 
Securi t:y n l ir-t K~Xt'flhilL, R' p' J ed' 1 ;;n!~r P<=JY~r ;;; .. t.J'J!f<'":efl : 
U$.-Soyi~-t. tre.l:!i!-t,i<"".roe CN~w Del-hi., !9:9lJL 

\ 

,. r -. '· -... . --:::-:; 



.. ~ 
per-eet.-t .. t~_,frt (1f Klitr<"..,f3cler<"..t8i6, ._J 

1 

con~equent upon t.he systemic change in t.ne former Soviet. 

Union a:n<l Ea~t.ern "Europe, 

fi'T Ibid. , ~.n4. see aiB<"..t Wet~t~i£., Gerb~r<L ... E,J:ro:pe Af-t:.er t-he 
IRF TTe~-t ... y", AussH,puliti·k (Ha.mt•urg), vol,3B, no,l, 
l/B1L 



d,is-fn:t.egrat.i-on crf t-he Soviet.- tlnlon -affect-ed t-he French 

so-<'=a11ed dispaJ:•i ty 16 beginni.r1g to seem lesB marked. and-

p.art.J.e·ttltirly when t.he -\J~-S, and_ -t.he former l..LS,S.R. -st.art.ed 

m:~-dting. dee_p o~xt'B .1r:t :tb:e_ir a?:'lflf.l'-Xr"iefr. f,l3 

58 If~.rdel Ve-r:net ... ,, --Tile J}iJ.emml!t f".Pf ·F-ren~-tt Foyvjie-rt P<'.>J:icy., 
Irr:t.erri-Td,inJt-Td .AffhirB, v-oL6liL rt-o.4, 19-92. AlB-(.J see 
An:neXl):r-f'J£--DL IX-A. 



t.hat. it.~ ~~cur! t:y is no longer under threat. fr<.."'~M a 

deterr~nt., The Fren<:.'=h fire alt~o trying. t.o knit, up -M!e Germ~mB 

in t.-o t.he Euro~-an 

Still i'urther, t;he "Fr.en~h an-d G~.rmans have S:!.."tUgbt. t.o 

-
-Ger=m11ns · insi-ste~ce t~t the -\+EIJ h-Bs t.o be d3)vet.alled to the 

grou-nd to -weak_en t.be1r commitment. t"-"' t.b-eir lndepend~nt 

-fJ9' R~•nal-d I!~rfdl:_y,- .. Fran-De i':l.l 'M'l~ 'New :E\-H"<....,p-e", Fc,rALln
Affai--rs (N~ -York'}, v"""-,1,71-, no, Z, Spring :Ht92_. 



EJID OF TB~ COLD WAR 

· Cbapt.er =. IY 

REAPPBtUSAL -6F mtr .FREMCB- STRATEGIC
DOC"'''UHE 

Eurat::ian colo~~u~. Soviet ·union ha~ disappeared. A~ such, 

under t,he .altered c<....,.nd.it.i-on~, it. is d.l.fflcul t. for NATO t.o 

depend- focr· thefr- .-.sect~ri t.y RP<>n· tine.--~.~-. ~-::- :efi~¥~ -a~.Hl d:ru:~;fn-g 

th~ Col.rl .W~r I~ri.<:.1d. 1 

1 'tUcha-el Meim-eth, "FTa'!10e -ea:t-ci E~.llr~:an_ Se,'J':l.'£.±t•y.-", 
Ausst::·r,po.li"tik {Haml"'f\.U .. g), no.Z/1991,. ·vol.42, :PP.1'fi2-f,:3. 
See alB-<...., Henry B:randon and others, e<is. , -in. Searc,h cl .a: 
Netl 'W<..,r-1-d Order: ~ Fut.ur-e; Q.f W-:E-Nropean_ Relattons 
{W:a~hingt<....,n, D .C, : ,19-'92). 



dur_ing t.be Cold Har period_, was st.ruct;\:trally more ~f'f:ici-errt.. 

It w~s e.ssenti-a~ly -govern~d by t.he lo:gic that. t:he two-

war, 

BU-.::':~si"ul as it. 1Jas under t.he co:nd:H.iotl 

n 
cf>~itu:7.1.1:.i'<.~I! b.~5 ctt~ngcea' It.•s b~i-El -d(:~e~ not:.- exiBt. ~!fY l<~!!!.~T' /., 

2 G~h~<1 Wet tie, ··s~cl.:trity i-r:1 E).tr?"o>Ite ~ A Gb~;il-engin& 
Tast.", AussG·r:politik_, 1/1~92, vo1,43, _p,fl, 

TH-
I 



structure has also been di-ssolve-d. BcOW' qnce.st;i-,on regard-ing 

b-a8 -not hec-.D'J}€t out-rig-htlY a ~ 'Sa!'~r t;J}an it ~~ 

'€!arlier_. It 'CQ\dd _not· even be clo·ear "th-at. Russia wil'I 

make an -economically successful Rne:£ia ae: awkw-ard t.o 1-i ve 

with a,s it was to live wit;h fail-ed Rtlssia, Either would have 

But. th\'"TO, s role which me-an-e: Amer-ican pres-en.ze in 

Europe, m-illtar!ly -b-eca~:te q1:rit.ce unclear, The front_ line in 

4 I.hft Ecs.•lh'~mh3t {London J , v~l, 3:Z:& ,_ no, 7760, 25 M-a:Y t992, 
p, 16. 



planned- t.o- co€Jrdinat.e European r~sponf;e t.o an .. "'..,ut. of area 

nuclear forces may ha-ve to 

f~ Tit~ _Hi.rt<'h.l fM~'<ir~£}. -T ~-Y 19-91. S~~ al-so, Get:rh~rdi.:. G, 
Von Mo-ltke, nlftfi'O i";bke6 \Xp ite Few t\ge:na~··, RA"TO 
-R~viw CBruer:rel:E). ~-"1. W, Yt<"->. I, Fe'br'IJ.~ry 1992. 

6 -~ Hir•dU.'fJ·t-&rl Timet: 0.1e-w Delhi), 
_p.lZ. 



Despi t.e t.he- titreat£: of withd'raJofing from- Eur0:pe, t.he USA 

t.r.ad-ing Europe wh:tch mean-t that; it. bas to mai;nt.~in 1 t;s ro.le 

f-ti~tu-re Eilr_Qpe-an-~tt~?.l~.rl-ty- thr~ugh WEtl CO\fld- O!d:-:¥ CQJDP1-ement. 

N=A'f(l, as a junior Pf.\Ttner, wilJ.l:e exe-r(.dsing l±mit.ed- atrt.ruio-lDy

-a-nd ke-eping_ c1~- wi t.b "b<;Jt.h the a l_l-i.anee_ as ~ 11 a-s_ t.he EC . 

whi-ch, it. w-as- -rei f;_ in cert.ail'! qu-arters, wat3 at varia-nce wit-h 

. t.he Franco-German plan~ The lat.t.er -t\imed at t.ra-nsformlng 

over a <~ert.ain -pe_rio:d of t.ime ~ The seeuri-t.y a:i-m of WEll intc' 

t.h~ se\."':!.H~1 t.y a:r.m- -9r t-he- ~c-1 The. en-(l,. -o:f Co.ld ~r a 1 ~co end~-d 

7 Ibid, ~e J5tlB<".J, <ierh'!trd. We--t-t.i.g ,. 0P~ci-t_,. , n, 2, a:ttd: Dr, 
Wi:lleJ~i_ -v~:n ·EckeleR_, "W.K:.U"' B Po£'"t--;...HaMrtr±cfrt Agcertd.t!M, 
HAIQ Revi~H (Bru.BB-els), "'rol.-4-l}, no,2, -Ap-ril 19'-92. 

) 



C"-z~clto.s-l~.Jv~ki~, ~t;h~- rt~r -Q-='f~ ~~rs -~'£J'f- 1;h:e .CS('!K h=MJ _g,():r.t'e-

-~P ""t-o 52:, '9· 

role, t.ttis 

pqsw-erB' "f<o.;r t-he -p~e:v~.nct.J9n. <:~ ·e,_.;_$.flfl.i~"'t-s and -ct·i-s·e~ man.ag~ment. 

£omet ... b.iYtf! -t ... he-y ~ere -o~•PQEed t.~t.) fr~.r.!:i~r, l·O 

9 Ibid,, 15t.nd 'Bee &.lfi(') VI.c-t ... ~>r YV'eB G!1:~'t•alL ... Tl':t-e- J'J:lY GS'CE 
He lB ilrk i -~Gi-B iO'l't- a S-:t . .-~·po rft ri.gh-1:- d.ire~:t. i:nn.. •. ~RATO 
.R.~yi~'P (Bl"'.;t68eh;). v<:.ol. 40, 'ftQ. 4, /i-t;l_g·'J:B't- 1HR2_, 

10 ~ Hindue-t;~m 'f imeB, <JP. cit . , n . 6 . 



I'J:&n~~m~nit. All tb:&--t -'KATO d~d- w.fl.cB to ~rtdf"jree the -K~ · B !=•(.slie¥ 

and lirtEr oi aGtion -to deal with th~ YugQBlav <.:;ri£1B. There 

pe:r1.9d~ 'Mirl,_ ~ttte .u& re-fu:&:l ''t'o. irtV()J:."y-~ it..--celf'_ 'in the- E~, 

·· .. tl cr:i"S:i13 ., 

thre.at.J3 t.o Am:erie.a' 8 and- El~-r~pe ·~ Jc....,int. int.eretrt.;s O!!~t.si-de 

1" -t.-n.-e N..A-Til ·are-a~ L The French resist. 8\l<C:h br~~arl-enl:rJ.g -an-d' 

ll Ibi-d. , .and see als-o Trev-or C. Salmon, "T-est.£- ~o.r 
· .Eu·rope-an Cooperat.i~-··, Int.ernat.iona1 Af!ai-r:s· (kruld:9n.), 

V-(!.1 • .58, no~ Z.. April 19:-92, 

12-6 



the Cen-t;ral European co\-mt.ri.e.e:. A-merlca:n- public~ opinion 

<,n Amerlca. La-cking a clear -OPP"'lnent. or a f:resh mili t.ar_y 

Btre::t,eg-y -NA-T6, t~..,o., has gone· .in t.h_e.l."ap-y l~ls-ines:s. It.l3 .N-o-rt.h

~t.I!tn-:t..-1-e i"~~M:,l~~')-n 'G{Jun¢1.1:r3 .B:e.em6 -:t.-o he- dtlPlTca-t.i:ng t-n-e 

-t:row it.- m--ight. ~rqyi-d-e peae>e-~..£'1-ng forc-e-13 , at. t:he -b-ehe:frt. <)-f 

t.tte ~w~. 14 

r 

ln (".SC.E, tlni t.ed S t.a-t..ers i"'& o-ne- -MK"~U:S eqtta Ts . T t"l: NATO, it. 

has i t.-s last. Wt.:'lrd, A--s t-he forme-r German foreign mini:St.er 

-After t.he fail -of Soviet. Union, the tlnit.ed Stcat~-s- felt. 

c-oncern-ed -attOut it-s role in Europe. Its p~rspective relating 

_1~3- This Nort.b A.tl~t.J.c e<.."~OP:el.'"a-t.icm C<..-,lUh?-!1 w:a.£ f-ormoo" b-y 
:G:e.rmany and- hme.rl-ca t.0- e.Kte-,nd- their -BtlP:P.:.:"J-r-t. tocw~~-r:sts 

E-tts:t "ER-r.<..~--4ill13 incl~rtt.i:--r-r.g. Bu~5"--i.a 11n-<:I .ttl:\- Recpnb:l ic-e:. Th-1 .,._ 
-:Qr-_g:a.n1za-tion 113 lIk-e c~re-E.. 1=t- ·w-al~ se-t: up at. t~h-e 
in.i t.iative of Germ-an :foreis-11 m-lon-.lst.er, Han:£-!)iet.rich 
·G.en:s-ebe--r and Amerlcttt1" F(.jr-elgn--Secreta-ry fo-r St.at...e--, 
._1-M:Je;f!. Baker on 2 Oct.ot~e-r 1 9"91 . 



"sma-ller- p-rovide 

cot:mt.ervai1lng -f:O:rce again sot. the -u.S .A. , .as a l-arger po-we-r 

rlvalry ~ll:tffi: -t-Jl:-em {;as,o refle.ct·ed~ in -the -GAT~T -c~ic't.~l7 b.ut. 

·-""~- a;_ • ""'- -rs-GLl.D<;.i t-u~:io'f"~lJ::y ~lor&-irte- :r<~~r l'!unl.:.eb.r- pow~r B ... a-'-t.t\16 ,_ 



t.he Col<l War, 

Durin-g t.he pa-Bt· decac.te, there was a fceelin,g- o-f negl-ect. 

of ito& (H"~tinl8hing 1-mp.ort-a:nce in- Eu-r;,:spe, a8 l~:B.e:- r-egard was 

be if!&- t:b~t:W'rt. by it-B ElJ.rO:.Pe . .l5t.!t ~.lli~ -f:.<) i-t' lB Th~ ro.t_,.i).T~ rcJ1~ 

1=~ ·rn.~ W!i!£tr:L·!fffl1i?'ffi c<fl,:.ta-.-=rt~;rly {~~hi Y:tB t.:.o.!J:J , 1f1.;9·~H- , I• I• , 5 I -·6 0 
a.s- . cited il1 ~R~:itih.~5t:r-d 1i'ei~·.l51.1B-er, "G~ermttn~, 'Fr~-nc-e ~.nd 
Bri:tJ~d-n- o_;r:1.- -t;he. T-tn.'e£b~')ld t~·:- :~: l-il'_fw- Euroi•e", 
Au s s e7rp o i :i t j,f; , -4Il9:92 , V"<2t1 , 4 3 , p . 34:0 . 



"'infl.rmit.y"' of t;be- 1\llia-nce, -a_ c-ondition which 

of Atlantic, Although American 

_N-A'I(:l, Th-ey at le-ast by and l--arge co-rl.cur wit-h t-he USA .on • t.he 

ne-ed f~"'>r the c.;."'>nt.inuati~n o-f a c.;."'>~-~true.t.ive t.ransat-lan-t1c 

BT_tQP'31:'"~i:.it')n, 1~ 

security in Et..-trope consequent upon withd-rawal of the Soviet. 

i-ndepend-ent a-ctor in t.he post-C ... ..,ld ~~r -epoch, atld the CFE 

in-st-i-t;t.::t:t.iOl'"tallz-ation of the CS~CE; North- Atla-ntic Coope-ration 

-1g- Ibid-. , and Bee altro Dr. Klau.s Kinkel, "'NATo-· s E-nduring 
fk"'>le in Eur.;...,pean Secnrit.y", HAIQ Revi-t"iH {Brussels), 
vol,4-:Q-, no.-5, (Je.t.~'ber Hl"92, an-d '-1-ohan Jorgen H-olst, 
-·--p\~rsn1ng a Durable Peao<}e' in- t.he A-ft-ermath ... ..,f the Co-ld 
W_ftr"', .R6TI! Heview {B-rt'\-Bsels), vol.40, no.4, Aug-ust 
1&92. 



stabilizing e-ffe,~t. -on -syst.emfc tran-sformation 1:-n 

manifest in a ftmd·a~utal shift. in -sour--ee.B of thre.a t., While 

the 

2fl See thi-B- -aspect -- Magardit-sch- HatBchikJ~u1, "Eae:'tern 
Europe Nat1onall_Bt. Pand.em.on1tolm-?'', Aus"""''!;,,J it :if:, 
3/19-sl, v<:.•L42. I~J:•,Zll-220 ~nd Jc•h-n Orme, ··s~~u.ri-ty in 
__E~_,s~ -C~rtr~l El}.r<')~: Se,leit Fe~.t:<J.r~", in ~ W.Jit:;h iY1-gt.<',I! 
Qn:~·:rt.~rly, ~3u1Mf!er, 1991, :P'P, 91-105, ~6 Gi i:-~'(i_ Er H~inz 

Kr~mer, "The EG ~:w:l t_,.he ~3-:t~~bil i.a.}j.i:-i<:.•n ·~·f K•JT")pe", 
,iluss-en po.l it .i i:, 1J19c92, vol, 4'3, p:p, 13-14, , 

131 



~rman ini t.il't.i ves for revival '-"':f -t.he WEll nd its 

the 

~r1ca-n heg~ic position and of a- ¥1-:t.~.al -o-1: t~tre -.f,;lS

tnto iBoL~ti~ni6m,Z 1 

GEm!AN UJUFICATTOH MID ITS ROL-E ll F-ELLI:fiG 
VACUUM IN CMITRAL EASTERN EUROPE 
PERCEPTIONS: 

rm
·v1 

-B»f 
THE POWER 

SECURITY 

The 5~::-:ond World War left Germ-any _arul Europe divi.tted 

lo.-..:,sen~l its grip over East Germ-any and Eas-tern Eur.-...,p:e. ·As a 

resul-t., on a November 1H@9, Be-rl.in w-all fell and Germany 



l9cated in the heart. of Eu-rope, it will exert more influence 

' 
lft-("..>-B-t {i.'ftpa-r~'ll.'t in _its ~<'..>r.l-d~-wid& ~ng8_g~m£mt:., Thit; ref lec.tB 

z-J Reinhard St.ut.h, -Huermany- 8 ~eR Role in Changing 
Europe".,- Au::::s-e-r,politik, 1/ltrBZ, vol,43, pp,23-24, 

2:4 Il-.id-, , &l"d Bee. al-B~'~ AB<Jre-w A, Hi.::-:ht.a, 
Europe A=-ft~T t.h~ lJJ.\!'Baw P-:=s5-~t.: Secu1~1 t.v 
1 -ftfH:I:t:: f(rl-:.eenW<X'I:d , 19:92 ) , 

RAR-t-.-~An.t-.rFI1 

TH 1 .=-,mm:=s B .ill 



and 
. tll': 

-ar'!'-angememt::-. "'"' Tha-t. l~ why Germany j.s supporting f:tr.JDlY t.he 

Tet ~~e- n-ewly emerging d-em-ocraci-e:s in Ea~t.ern -ERrope Jo.ln 
'?;6 ·ttte &TQ~, ~' 

Kvell t.h0-\.:tg1h ending o:f the Cold- War brought. alX>t:tt 

ro-le in 'the resha-ping of t--he ~ace fra-mew~-.rk 1:n- -Eu~ope as

w~ll t:\~ a.t -t-he int;e.rnation-a-1 pLane". "Tile Gulf eri-:,Sci,s o.f 19tr·n-

nK~-re aet.1ve- G-erman :ro1.-e in the l'Jorld politics, pa~t;.ic.ularly 



-

m.ilit.ary ni)n-·part.ici-pat.h.m_ oute.J.d:.e Euro.pe a-re t.h~ result of 

eBt:ablie.hing a forc-e of half a ~illion men for defending it._e, 

The alm of German rea-rmament- ~i t.hin the Euro-pean 

framework, such as of the European Hefence C<,romnni t.y wa.8 t.o 

-bu~t a1e.-~) to prev-ent. reccurrenee of l:ntern~cfne .fe.t~d.s .• 'fft.e.. EDC 

27 Davi·d S. Ger-Aro't-b/Rebece·a ~l. Hl..:td"e:on., "Ge-rman--:l~Jl'le,ri_can 
Relat.ions and- the Pof<t. Co-ld ~war W<n·1d", .4~.:s~::er,po.l itik, 
1./ 19'9-Z , v·o l. 4: a-, .Pit • 3:.1- 3-5 • 

13-5. 



For t.be Uni t.e~ -St.-at.ez-, rt"f.acrmament. -of- Ger~IY!any me,~n:t. 

effect:l'v:e -cont~ainmen-t. <).f Sovi~t. expansi<.'Jft in Europe, -End 

also e:t.ati()ning of American t.r{lo_pe: in t . .he NATO area. This 

helped provlde t-.a:l&rK>:.e boet,reen Nl\TO -and' the War5aw Pact and 

it. allowed t.he tl&A- t~ d:i,v'e'l':t: ~me-~ o'f ~=ts- :military res-0\._-r_cftB 

away fl:'()J!Ic Etu·ope:--t.UJ!l~~oS 0~-er :Parts- c¢f t'.b!3- 1irnrld-_. 

The" ~f~l:>_~-cit.e<:l <r-•-.:tn:st.itM"t:i-onal rest.~t\int. on G~rman a:rmy

rest.ricte-d it. to fight; ~-.n.ly for the NA-1"0 in defen<.".e ~..,_f i·t.e: 

n_at.ional 

ag~dnst 

t.erritory or Qthe-r t.err±to-rleE o1 t.he NATO regi-on 

any at.t.ack by th-e S<;Jviet. bloc, In 1990 Iraqi 

invash-.,:n of. Kuwait. &.nd the resul-t-ant. Gulf war stimnlat.e~:i 

domesti.:~ debate in Germany -on whet.her t.bis cone:t.it.ut;ional 

res-tric-tion should .be dropped or ame:nde_d in ..s\wb a ~·M\¥ as t . .o 

allow German troops t..o p:art.-i-ci_pat.e in t-he UN initi-~t~?-d 

roili t.ary co-1.111 t.hq}£, -wit-h a ·view- t.o peac-e-keeping_ or pe-ace:

enfor0'ing h! the- eml:lc8:t:tTe:d ar-ea'S, tm-ch as the one _formed 

a-g_Rinf:t It·a~ in 1Btf1:, An a:IDe-ndm-ent. of t.n1:s type- r_eq,:~.:dre£ 

t.wo-'t-hird major:ity in b.o1:,h t . .he Bu-r,de:=:tc;·g- ar1d B<--mdesl·c:.:t, 

whi.c_h W0\~-l4 w dif:fi--c:1~1L--t t,-o :trRfteriltl'-±;z:e 'W:i:t.;h_ol_::rt t.be. £tU:•J;•<:-~rt. 

of t~be {:t!'I•oe i i::.ior!, the_ s('.,e;ial -n~moc~rat ... s 

o:pertlY OI•¥ ... s~d t~o such a ~--a:&~re. 



<Iermany, aE eomparecd ·t.o the previon-B figure of 4~~ro, (t(J(r 

B(,ldi-ers- <.:")1"J t:;-he ;West ·German side alone, 

~s 
adeq"~~:te:, t:. 

28 Th.HL 

29· R-e:.inbttrd St.u-t.h, 0:P.c1t ...• .n. 23, p, .32 .. 

. 1-37 

i.s consldered 



nu.mber TtOW pl~.nn.ed· f<iT ttt.e ·end of 19534. 

Th-e German -~;r1flY i:-6 ~I-.reErerftly in the 1bi.det of 

.reorga-ctiziy,g i tBelf art .. er -the uphe.ava.l ~ . ..-f it ... B rt-at.ioTt~l 

uni:t;y , 3'0 l.t. i~ -a.~rfii"ng. tbe. E.a~-t. German :arcmy ion i t.-s· rankB; 

Ba-cltin.g .~KJB.t. o-f ·tt>B- ~C"fl"cerrs::., .and br~g down t:he c-omb.:-f~4~ 

f-o.ree :fr1".ill- ne~riy 1):tn.r .. 000 t~o ~tre-B~-Itt "fi-w..ne ~rf 42D. ~-., "3-1 

BlJ.t C~r11~Ci ~llies d<2 n<.>t. ~:pprov-e- :BlXCb Ger-tfl&r-t· mov-es. 

Ererceh Mld ·Brlt·iBt-t c.rlt ... f.c~l :rreg-fl.ti:'le reBI,onse6- th~-re:t.o 

worried Germ~n min-ister Mr RUh-e. ·AB France. Bri::t~1n lm-d. 

Canada. ~.re carrying the ma.:ht NATO bu..rden in the f<.>rmer 

Yugoslb.via.. Offi<.::d~!tls in Pa.ria and Lor1dorL a-re w~tchir~ 

anxio'J..BlY a.t the slo:w ~~e ~.t whi.ch c<.>rts.tit ... u.ti<,q-tai debate is 

t...-aking .:p1a.ce in Bon-rt a.OO-u-t letthtg Germ.a'!t "t:rr.>.o:J:!B pa.rtici~a.te 

in -t;b~ UN milH:..a.ry OI~ra.tions •:t'~.l"t:frid~ the -«A1'(J ~ . .:rea, 

Be-B-ide~.. t-here :i:£ t-he old. worry :a.tK;l\\:t Aftleric.aTt troops ir-o~. 

Ger1l!Ml'Y. B.ig C"~-.-t'tB in Gfirlt!~n t.r<lops m~y enc<n:-trage Ame·riu8:rtB 

t.o le-~.v-e <'"5ft1y to'k~ I•res-~-ce itl El-.;rrope. 

30 'kt4~- RG{"£QOmjofit-~ l~:a. Feffi"':it~Tl' 199'3·_, j't,:&Q .. 

31 Ibi-d. 



into ·t-be oommon f~reigrt ft'!td _ seotJri ty policy, An 0nr~.nic link.-

be viE'.t~~ri-a&J~ 'f(.~-r -GP...rtli~IiY i:n -t"'he riel~. o--f Et!rO'Pet!'J.'l ~rtt 

gro.b~cl-BOO~ri-'t~_:y- ~.l'!d d-ef~:ctce, 33 n1e Ger!lJ!(Q -&O-Ve--n:tllie'fr:t:. i.r-t-'B:i-Bt:B-

-
m-0~ strc_.r:tgly~ 

~he ~n(i of Colrl ""W'ar haB ~oduced condi tion:s f_avou-ra~ble 

32: It!id, 



rr-"C ..A-c -"· o~~~,£' i 3:S v ._,_,. _ __,. n_. M!v.. ~.~... a . 

which th~Y thought. they could (,:btain f-rom -NATO. NATO 

inclinat.ion t.c..") plead f·:i>r their in'Cl-\.-lsi.on 'tm-der NATO's 

w-t;;ll as· Europe, NATO extend-ed its .i:nvolve.m~.nt. towards ex--

3f, -Non, -t.he Rtu~esift!i army 1B- t.h-e -Dtg-gece:t. :i;n. Eu.rope wi t.h 
HOO, (100- men. 

~~6 E<i'Ward. Mortier, .. European Se.~~rr·it.y A:f::t~r C<,l-d---rtfa-r", 
A-delplri Paperz {Lortdon), no.271, Sturaner, l:fl~12, p, 10 .. 

-37 !he E~-:.on•")mie:t., 12 October 1:991, pp:, 67-6~. 



,s-ecu::rlty problem involves- not. only the- countries- o.f ex.-

~est. F~-..r t.he- fo:r~seeabl;e fut.ure t.h:e- k-e:Yst~.)ne to Europe· e 

s-eBuri:ty i.B ec~...-rK .. J'ffd.c r~oven ir1 the K~et , 3B ht it ·Gerru~rry 

In American view Germans are t.h.e l"'e-st. -op-tion· t.o fill 

will be capable o.f mainta-i-ning sc,.-..me form -f;f order un-t.il t.he-

3'8- ~ ·E.cf.~rt"".mJ-=i'f:-t., <"JP • -c-it ~ ,_ n . 15 , -l\!"1'cl Trev<:tr~- T~¥ lor , ":Wti-a:t. 
Bor't of $4;fGU.ri--t;y f-or KtH'Ql:.f1fT" , 'W:ar-ld Todhv {L<".)nd-on) ., 
voL 47 _, -rt<";} .i3/-9, Al:.W.ltrt-Se_pte-rnber 19:9~1. 

~ ~ E~<",:uomist.., op.ci-t_., 1L Hi, p.52, ~-nd see Heirtz 
Kra~~. ~-.c-i:-t .. "', IL 2-(L 

4-0 Dav-id S. G~r..m-r-ottt !fud Rebe~ca ·L Hu-(tson, op, •:)i t, , n, 27, 
pp:, 4-Q-4.1. 

!4:}_ 

.I 



de Gaull-~ had obse.:rved some 3(1 ye-ars ago~ 

"'Y:01.1~ ~l!Jdy~ :b-aN~ t--Q -look at. th~ ~ t.:Q . S:ete 

i:nt.erd-ep;e:n6~a!?~ .1be~- Ger-ma-ny· and 'F ~;f5-, o-n -wh:l-cn 
de_pend1r ~y- W:pe ~~- -unit~~.E~n··ope. :i-n ·tne :pol~i-tlc-rl

f±e.lod: .as a-I~ .i'n the .d~.:f-enc-e- fJ'r -eco~l.e :fi.e-i~:tL So on 
t.h:a-:t.. L~1l."depe~ce {l~{i.s t~he de:f:.t;-iny ·o.f Et.tr<)pe- .a:s a 
-\lh<""le ... 

Aft.er the co11ape:-e of Soviet. Unh..,.n, ·France and Germany are 

toget;her framing e.ecurity _plans for Europe again8t internal 

a£ well as ext-ernal threat., though there is le:ss of clarity 

in regard w defen-ding collecti-vely the alli~d int.-erest.s 

F-ederal R-e.P\.tbl:le- of ·Ge~JJrany t-he fiehts of .&ect:trity an-d 



c-ontribute t.o in-stit.nt.ror....,nalizati~n of a "European pillar" in 

~ 

of e-nhl\~ing det-errence ~or.."'Jf the aTiran~e 1:n C~nt.ral -Euro-~ in 

pol1tl<2:la:r!B had 1-e.ft no ootfbt.,_ ·al1out. their 1-nt.ere-:Bt in E~, 

f . :d . t l. 42 C!Otrftf!<".irt <">Y'"~'l.f!rt l!l.n s~cur1. "Y I•O 1.cy, 

withotJ.t 

4"2 . Sitee<"..:b give-n bv .J~.C<Jl:.leB Chir~.c, 12 D~el!.!ber 1981, 
Re.J:.-rirrted. ir1 Eur up<< llr c h1 v, Z/.19'3·8, ~, D- 4-.2 ,_ and 
in'\:.ervie"H <".>f Presid~:fc-rt Mi tt.err~rtd ~:;r~P'Pi-~=nt..~_ry t<) ttt/3 
epeec:b in Lt:- f·iuw.'el Ohser <-'a"tE-<ir, l8-24- Dec,e.Jnl•er 1937, 
P . 26 , ~-B C:i t;ed i'fl M i.<.:.!tta~ l ~e.ilnet.h, OP , C! it , , It , 1 , I• , 1"5-5 , 

14:3-



riddance -of long-range mlclear weapons from_ Europe, was not. 

T!4'-t 

Thid. , pp. 1'fJ5-5:6. Se.e also Da~v-!d G. H_aglun.d, 
WT-tl1-in .:th:e: All-iance: Fxcanco-Gfrrm-a'n 
Coo-pA-17\t.,i<-.t) and t.h.A Eurt-.PtHUl Pillar Q.f 
{ Oxf_ord : -We.s-t.v iew , 1991 ) , 

14-4 

{flexible 

Al_l iancs:: 
M:ili-tary_ 

Ilefl"!nc-e 



lookhtg fo-r a t-otally tma-mb-iguo·us statement. from Paris on 

a.ut.o~-atJ..c and immedi.ate C;;."l.i"Iventional ~ol i-dartt.y on the 

centra-l front. in t-he event. of an outtJreak of host.illt.ies. 

-~-

F<.>c<;e· a··Jk:ti<.<-r:, R-apid'€', created' in 1983 ~as a !>':>11--t.ic.&-l 

milit-ary manoeuvres of October 1£187, codenamed 

Defen.-.?-e CcOmmission at t-he beginning of t-he 19-8'3, were 

openly -t-hat. France w.ill ·not. \3e in there f·ightin-g on c-ent-ra1 

.1!4 ,J.,_..,l:ycon How<.:,rt.h, "~renc~h DefenDe: DiB·arBH'~,ment. and 
De·t.errence", .Wo-rld TCld-.qv ( L<•ndon), vol, 44, no. 6, .. hme 
1988 ' -pp' 1 (tl\--6 ' 



Presider1t -Mi t"t ... -errJEti!("l 

-s-"t-ed tb&.:t --Frartee b-a-s no irttention of en•lodl-rtg a- ttlJ.clear 

d.eviee Qit "Gerw«in soiL- F-or t.l-~<".1Be who t:-..C.ft;tld f"tf"_st lJ.rtderst~nd· 

hilt --:s:t.~n-t he= cciu'Hi"W t.b:at "71..-h~ fin~ I W1frni.ng BlKi"t" W

n~i- l!-PP~~ £tmOt.~ion "for m-o--rt. "'r~~- -~e-{f!I"QT!B ' 4,5 W1=t·l'lo "t;~ 

,S..o-viect -:th~-a~ g~- t.he =iu-ro-pe:a-n ~<:mn-=tr-ies f.-ee-l they_ ~n 

W~Mr&g~ w be OTt ttt~dr mm- with~.:rt tt..te G-venree~drte -Bb-&d<"...sw-- of 

"the Allle?ic,an power, 

-European 

mili t.ary f-<>rce and NATQ force J~ould be a-Bsigned t.<) defend 

Eur-opean interest-s ~i thin and outside Eur;..--.pe, t.<1king par-t. in 

eve_r_yt.h-.ing from. -peacekeeping an-d humanit'l:\-rian a:Ssistance to 

dir~.ct. -miTi ttt:r__y -act-i-on agai-nst n-ttisar-1-ce creat-ing nat.i.ons 

-£.uc-l'l a_s Iraq . 

--nle ~Fren<!-h propoim:-1 refl-eet.-s an int.ensl--fyi-n,g --e-ffort. by 

:some E-\tl"D~e-ans t.o 6'h-i--Yt. -.--J: 1 H;.ary in.fl-t~tmce a~y .f''l:-Qro 

~:e:'h~in_g_t;ru}_ · and t~ttrd8 F.u:rope-an- e.-a-pl tals, Franc:~ put the 

i-d-e--a'= :f.{\rqard'--- J~ a_a. t-ne -ri:tbwa-war :of- S~t fo-r:ee-s fro1n 

-Europe began t.-o un-ravel a lon-g stand:lng ~stern consens-us 

14ft 



Gu-rien, -a former 

representat_iv-e t¢ NATO'-s ruling ·grottp -Nort,:n Atlantic Council 

t<;;.~:i-4 r~~rlertt ~t.b~~ tAte FTe-ncfic i:----d~~ u it> r-tG:t d~;;n;fuc~· , 4'7 

In M-ay 1992, Preside-n-t. flit.terrand and: Chancel,lor Kohl 

will become-

-41 I'bid. 

48 Tb:id. ~e Er-ank Co-st.iglh""'l-la, Fran~"" an!! t.he- US: ~ 
eo]_rl-Wttr- A1Tt-nnc-P- Sirrc~- 1'f-'£,r1'9' .!ftu: ll {New Y•2-rt-:, -ul92). 



In thr~e yea:re:. ~rope'-s m.ilit.ary pi.ct-nre- will be 

changed, Th-e F-ranco--Ger-man- m1mm4t. at La Roc t.-t- i 1 E- in it.s own 

way 1:.-~stif'ie--d "to t~his proBpe<.:.rt, the re..mt.dnirre; elemerft.fB of 

t.f1-e Re<l Army or1- ~h-e t.er_ri-t-ao o'f tlr-e -GIJR ar~ ir1 pr±rrcl-pal 

e~~-t.;ed t .. o re_ ~-i-'th.~ ~y-: tfte- ~ o-f 19'94- at tAte_ ~Y 

l.~~st~~ By t'he'It thfff'-e--~=t. ill!I':Ofi!ilil:.Y oo --:f!§lle -1:"5:0:~ C){l'Q=- ~1i-CY!n:. 

tr<lOP6 -M1l'f H6- .F.£1'~ ~ t;~~ ~-re- -t~4a:y le--ft in-

E-1..1rope, 5,0 One y-e~r- 1act-e-r, t.he EurQP-ean- r..orps ·qill be~ome-

operationa-l <.;sn _t.h;e batsi£ <.lf ntJce1eus of French and :G:e-rm:an 

i.:;roope: provide-d ~~-r it t~ij:ay_, -..w-ho C(-.u:l.d in tbe meruyt-ime- -bf3 

augment.ed by t;he addi t.ion "-... f contingent.~ fr~ .. m Be-1-gi\Jm, 

Luxemb(,urg and perh--ap~ Spain, 

Th!. .. ~tgh nobody is _pre-Scsurizi:ng on American troops being 

wi t.hd-rawn, peo-ple .are ra-th~-r in 1'-a-vQur as In -Germ:arryc, of_ 

-a signJ.flcant armed Amer.ic.an presence in EHrQpe, 

One -direct. cons~q,\terJGe o.f t,he --emer_ge-,nce of t-he E.trr0pean 

milit.ary corps iB t~~a-t it _pr-ovl<l~ "Fl'a-n~e 's :first armm.xred 

div i ;s. ion in Clerman:Y w-J. t.n l t,s .own -po-li_t.:icaJ: and 1-e-g-a± 

frron~ork , Th-e C~<ev~ ~eolV'-'€!B --Y.lmt.ed, it. t.n~s; -w.ay , 

.Reciprocally, La P."o-c h€- 1 1 €: 
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. 
defence which ~~£ to_ be OI~r~t.ed thro,_'tgb WEQ, Open to otherr:.: 

til Ibid. 

__ / 



The 

t .... he_y- -are 



Fra-nc-o-German Con?6 _ _might. help -speed -up the change in G>E.~rmart 

·"'-t: "t: A 54 f:l,·t· .·1 "l1 • .~,-e-B , 

unlq\\e. The oonfronta-t.i-on bet--ween_ -the tw-o Supe-r Powet'S, 

armies- and cit-ie~ bu-t. human specie-s t t.self. In ot;l'l-er wor<is, 

nu-clear conflagration could lead t.Q the dest.n1ction of human 

civilization. Thank HeaYens! The- Cold War is_ ov-er wit.tKll.rt. 

'l'he changed pa·t.t.ern <.•f military coopera-t:i..un. b-etVJeen 

France :and German-y could once again bring u·p 't;h-e- question ,~J-f 

-shil't. in French nue:l ecn~ doct.rine-, though the cb-ange f-rad 

~~4 1-bid., pp.f,(l-fl2, See also William f"L Tart., ··-The :N1:1TO 
Role L'r1- EuTope_ -a-n<l t-he US Role in NATO", l~ATQ fu;!:v 1-f.lli.. 
CBruss~h=:;), vol A-o, no. 4-, Au-gust 1tl92. 



whose R,y e1-em'ents, bas-ed in Franc.e took part, if .n~e~ded: in 

there.! ore, there was no ,._dec~upl_-ing" o-f the conY-ent.ional 

mobiTe 

t.b.ing Franc~ no~ aceep.ots t.he prospects of stw.h muTt.-ina~t.ictnal 

will be pb&sed ()'tlt thi6 ye&r, The Hadt'-s missileoS, which were 

T-his d'e_coupl-i:ng of the conv,en:t.ionalc forces., from_ 

nuclear a-rsenal in -F-rance t-tecaroe :a f'a-ct t;wo -<:~r th-ree ·year.B 

himself t.alke~l of tne day, ~hen it would be· possible t-o 

invest deterren-c~c with a Eu.ropecan vocation in a form th-at; 

.1,. ~ t . '~- i i: ... f,f, "11-a£ ~-e._. ..~() t.l~ · --lf!~- ~I!-e<.}., 

-s:s L-e Nur,<:JE , 0p. cit., , n, ~tJ. 



In t.he beginn:ing o.f :t.he year 1991, French PresJ.<:.lent 

·ban on n\:t-{:tl.ear tests, F-or seni<)-r military officia-ls -~nd 

France· s .m.lc.let\r force" acco-rding to ~.lean Lich-ere-, -civilian 

Energy Commissi-on, 

i:u 

He said 

~J:•OlJ.-t t.eT! 

.. Lt. 
n-':>t'<:.de-~t-r 
ett!ft:1-s~r , 

'· ..... 

France . B nuclear weapons wouJ.a become obsolet-e-
"F.~ 

y~~rft i.f t.es.t. 1-ng Wb.£_ ~t·~Y1£l<)!!f:!Q. ' 
,_r'J 

re--all-¥ ~lJ.ld be ·prema:t.u.re -t.c, ab~.ndor-t our 
_pt)i·~Tl~-i~L . , . 'ftte i-n 1:-ern-a:-:t. 1-<::>'t!-a.l t: ii:-u~.=t. ion - _hefts 
b~% rro-t. a-B m~_:tCf1 a'fl pr~B f.!~ye,-" • 



. 
-w~~!rrn. -But Buch. ~ -s:t&n.ce will make it -ftard_ t<) cot'tYirrfJe· 

is, t.trat~ thcf'~fY ·sh<:,.lJ.ld sign artd imple-roe:nt the HPT ~£ non.-

. -. ~· 5.fl~.,... ·~ ... nuclear s-f.:a:t.e8 ,. ~im:i.L.;a-r1-Y t;be a1le.ga,t.:i.esn t~h-at. in -t.he la.:te 

1910s -Sad-dam Hu-ssei11, st.\'tdi.ed_ the wr~t.ing of- Gener-al Pierre 

Gallo.t.s .. , 

fiT Ihld, See Annexure.s-li.I and VIIT. 

:58 l.~· 1'/,•_>-n·d'€·, Ut-1~3 ._lM'~A.ary 1-it-9'2.. Se-e ~lso Soa.ctii'm 
Kra""se, "R-i:.sks 0f Nuclea-r P~roii:fera:t.io:n Fc)l.l-c"TW-ing the 
Disso'Iut..ion o.f the Sov:i-et ·uni-on", Au::: !::f'·r1 p<.d it u,· 
{:H:altlbi:l:l?.S)" _V:<.d:' 4.3 ... l'J5)' 4' 19'9'2:, 



1b~jor quefrt_l.on-s- i:n "t-l'te 'build."ing <".>f a CD'IfllfiQ!J. J~uro:pe.~n 

~De'fertf~" , W 

~ 

goner f.u,r-t.her asking why , "if one d.ay the EC lm£:.. a very 

cS~rofl_g~ :P-Oli t.tcal union, .nu-cl·ea:r weaponB r Sl!O\.-\ld not be 

·transferred-· 



'<le-cla,red- in 11ay 1-9tl-l fSpe_ech before the Jr,st i tut -dE-$ nau'(t-s 

.etu-d.es d-e Def-t·ns.-e ,_ 6 -Kay 1Il9i_L 6-1 AdaTt.-1-onal f\m<l& w_ere 

{'Th-e Ji-e~toe:, a Fr-ench- It.alian-Spani.sh cmili taxy obs-ervation 

Syrl\cue.e I I , a mfli tary com-mtmica-t.ion e.a-te.llit.e programme, 

co-finance.d by the st.a-t.e-o-wn~d Fran-ce-telecome, ha-d launched 

one satellite in Decemt,er HHll ~ -and a-not.her in mid-1992). 

Re.scearch on "sma-rt we-apons" ·-wirl in~eas-e a£ far -as pos.sible 

wi t:hin_ European fra-mewoi'k Q-f t.he -EUCLHl programme. which lBo 

firtMt\~ed · -b_y Govertllf1e1'1t-B a-ttd -by w-e~PQn inmwt~ri~B, ,s_z 'ft:te mo6t 

-61 'A"8 ·c ict.e<i- hr S i r. p a- llc t-u~li t-~, ;g:. ±8::., 11 M'a;-y 19ftl , p . 2=(1 -
as c-tt.-e-d in Bruno Btvrr1tl'€J't , ~~en~- 2Fine~-:- -'Nuc let.Vr
fut~.:lre", Th.e Bu11et.in :ful: Aj;.omie Sqtent.ist.£ {ChicagQ}, 
Sept.ember 1992,- p, 24, 

EUCLID is. Eu-rope-an C-~xat. i-on- f-or L.o-ng-t.e.rm 
1-lefene.e, an accor<l wtre- s-i"&n'f:rd- tn tksv·ember t~f'{l- -t.y 
defence minist•erB of Franc.e an« 12 Etn.·o-pean me:n-Jbe_rs 
NATO. 

. ---~/ 
. ,_:; __ ,_ .. -::: 

In 
t-he· 
of 



the elit;e club of nuclear powers t;hca:t. the -na.:t.ion i.s not 

high cl-ass, -enab~ing Fr~nce t.o remcdn amoTrg the world's 

o"f t-he 'UN Sem~ri t.y Council. Bearing -t-his goal iJ) mind, 

budgetary con-straints. 'fhe Chief- of S-t;:aff of Armed Forces 

"Sttbma-rines ~tlr alvrny--s con"B"t-i t-"rt;e ·t.he t>ackbo_ne of 
<'!Ur det.er~ent. but it. is n~c:e,ss:ary, to envis-ag-e. t-he 
deployment ·by t;he ye-ar Z0'6{l, of :a. second component., 
also o:f. indisputable- cred-i~lli t;y .... 

:planes) is a-s-sured. And even t-he size -of t.h,e submarine fo-rce 

may be red,uced -:-- from 6 t.o 4. French m.ili t.ary progra-wnne 

!fsT 



l&-w f<).r ~$93'-9~, oWhi-en would haY~ t~n decide-d -by ·Pari.lament. 

for e.onstruct.:l on ~.f fou-r .. ne-w gene-rat-ion" -strategi-c 

submarin.'E!.s. 'fhe first,_ -Lr:· Tr i mT,pb<mt, i..s schedule.d t.o .g-o_ ~nt .. o 

deployment in ~005. 

Fran-ce- on- filf, p-rogr~umne and it-s- discontim.nmce will -cos-t. 

Fr~nc-h gov-ernment. a: -billion Fr~-ncs a year by 1.99-1', but, the 

de-Cision 

on. 1$Ut.•lrrarine fr-o:m-- :334 i:n Hr9:2 to ·abo\.¥t. 640 at. the bes~inning· 

-~ ~"- ~-,-_ t ... ..6'4 o..;L. ••• ue ".eu.. £. " -ce.:rrr..ury , -

64 
d ··E11t.p Toi ~·, DE·mo<.: le5 {Ly.ons) ,, no. 51, ..necembe,r 19-91-
,J-ft!i'\·rary -1~9'92., p. 9 --~ Ail: !1llii Cosmos., Zf• May 19'92, _p. 7 --a-so 
-c-ited in-~ Bu-lle-tin, o:p.cit., n.61. and s-ee Ann-exure
VI. 

.:--<-
.. ~ __ -:...•. - --:· 



Th-e fa=t.e of itfJ :prog_ramme de_p~-ds UP"'-""n t.he tw:o ot.b_er 

legs ()f t.he Fr£r:tc-h m.lc·lear t-r-iad~: long- range land-based 

mis-siles-, Curr-ent.-l-y_, 18 In-t.ermediat'e R-ange s:a-D Mie-Bil-e:s a-re 

deyl0~ed a-t; 'the- Plcd<;·-au d·"lH.t·ior:, The :::r3-_D missile ha--15- a 

""fl-i'ftg:le -(';;~f!:e-l!!f':..f!~YJ.!-t_ 31.arb.e~d- ~~: -~ -r~e oi: 1!1 -:'3~. OQQ k-111£, !!'t~t;'e 

Jrds~t-1e..s -a~ f.'Ctie"dul.w f':{q- re"'tn.el!'fentc in 1~$15, 

In ~- 1-fi-L :t-ti-'t·:t~r~nd-- -carrceTled: ~;- ~·r<'j.~<}t · tb.a-=t -~<.,,).-ld 

have inst._al-le.d.' m.Ob-il.e la!"td.-i:.<)-lartd llriflBile-s a:t. Albic,n, 

re:pl&:c-i)'l-S the S."'J=-Da. .J~im-Mi-cttei. fk~~cheron, a Socialist mtd 

President.. of ,lk.tti(".>I1al A-B-s£fmbly · -B D·ef-e:r:tce C(!tfllfl.issiort, B~.w 

utring the M5 f<)r the t~o colflPOitent.E {s.E ~- ·practical hltd 

c-t-le!!Per solution. Bl.rt. t-he m:.i.-tics in OPJ•C>t:ition t.hc•'~:tghi:- that. 

:thee c<,B_t -ttd-~tirtg tt-:te M-s w~1...:tld be ever tligtte.r than the c~oE:t 

Cif d-five,l~ipins a m<~biTe m,iss-ife, beca·use i 1:. ~<,,::tid m-ean 

e-rrl~rg.i:rag the £ilo-s 'fAt...- an ~Bt.im~fted cost. c~f 1-0 bil.li(•rt 

F~ra-ncs. But !ti1 ifCC<'".;!ro oot .. ~eerr RUB6i.a- and: thf.t, u. Sc. A. l.imitin.g 

Ia-r:rd-b-aBed BriSB-:i.l-e£ in t.l~ci.r own co-u-ntr:i:-ee to £!ir-te .1n::tcle-a:r 

~-ame~d ea-oh., leB-sen-ed: the- impact of ·M5. 

li:t:I- T<J-:r "ttre -t;td-rd: l-eg- o'f -the- t·r±=wi, a supe-rs_o-nie -ai-r--

I!ttUtcbe<l '11-i-BB-ile, t...tre Air·-'3ol lurtqt..uc:· P<11·t·ep {ASLP), whic-h 

ho~ -a r~ o-f :L-"5"00 'Klfl£. ~ tha-t: sc·h-M.!1le_ is t .. o repl_a.c.e 



-
-and- ~h<:ib'-e fl.Itu'l"e, lB tmee..r-t.-&-in L Its- eErti-llat.e G.():Bt. i-B 2-0b. 

"E"t'anes ~~l! ~Qo llliBB-~if..s {~<Oiufrl.__"!b q_f_ t'ffe: ~..on:t_ :f_).f 't-M• -Ra.f.Mil 

-p!~ -:wb:ictt-ll~Xl4 ~-PT~i::ee v_,- ;r'l -li'£11=-iQYr--=Wr~YtCBJ ,:-95 In. 

rl-raft.... -c-,f.. .l9'a3 11dlit.:&ry J-!-~~nt'lfllbe_ la~ fm-tlilB f<>r develoPJDert-t 

\~:ntil 

recently. 

6'"5. "France. Senate_., ~A-v1s-: n~ .. ~"9ft-, Loi df:· FJr,arrct:· pour 1992, 

V(".:,~l. 4-. Colftmt".m -s:ect·ton by X-avie·r d-e Ville·pirt, I•. 79. 
C 1 t-e.d a£ frl.:t<'".:b .• '-'i'·· -cit . ~ n • 6-1. 



pub-l-icl-y :W:he"I1 ~n·mOl.A:rt.cirts tne ~frt&:agem~_rt-t ("yf FrarrD~ .in th~ 

~<•!tl.i ti.-<. .. rt as ain.s 1:· I r~q.. 6"6. 

the 1lan.ds of a \mtf-ied Europe. Having long insi-sted on 

rtl.~cle~r aut.onom:y, would Frar1ce 'be ready to hand-over it-s 

t;hese q-tle-st-ions, "'J"s it. possib:f"e to conceive~ a E-uropean_ 

comm·on indeper1d~nt; European dce . .fen-ce, .-~md.owed with m:rclear 

Ronald "Tiersky, ":france in t.t1e- Ne--w E_u,rope .. ·' 
Affa::Lrs CN~w- York L vol. 71-, n~·. 2, Spring 199'2. 

Fore.ian 



-~::-_~~~~-A ..,..~ '6--:T 
~.l..l!.l."J;'(ft':.\t~\:,;A. -v ..... ~-- .. 

i-n i''illing the power vacmun. in CNrt~al-:Eastern E·uTope.,. ~t;he 

-c_:o.ncltl&ions seem t.o be permi-esic"B-le. 

Once. s-ingle momentous development. t.hat took place in t.he 

the emergence of unified Germany -as an· imlepen:dent. a:ct.or in 

t.he f.tu~t. changing European- poli-tical .dynamics., and i t.s 

b-r-Q"Ug:ht -abotlt.- a -shift of .:t.he grav-ita-tional cen~.re of 

w:a-y, t.his beco.mes -clear from t.he g-eneral accept;an.ce of DM a"B. 

67 Ibh.t, , and Bee~ 'EI~.B'Q 11a-:.r-co ·eoa-rnovale ,_ -rWhy 'Et"t"rO:I,le Needs 
.a. Nne lea-r ·'fr-1g.g~r .. , Otbi.s CI'hila<lelphia), voL 3"5, no, 2, 
Spring 19'91, and .Bruno .Barrilot, op.cit .. , n.61. 



of t-h.e crutnging 

t•e eva-~~nat.ed in relat-ion~ t~o t\· posit.ton oi manifold s~u~premacy 

Q~f the S'€'<.ce.-r:i-d &r~<ft, .War. Firs:t, ·as one of the· four allied 

quest-ion, Se.e.ond;ly, it w.a,e t.he only nucle-ar power in ttJ~e 

~e:s RO'Dert Ja'BkBDl'h ed . , Et1rnJir~ .hi. Tr1rns it. i nn : j'h~ 
-M.anag_~m~nt cl _Securit.y Af~te~r ~ \:oTd-WRr (New York , 
1992 L a-nd· Ronald 'fiers'k_y., op, cit .. , n. 66. 



cor.r.t-i:nent.-a.I 'W~-t-ern EUT'-Q:pe . And "t:!tird4':¥, t:t. w~s ,one of -t.he 

fi:v~ :Pe-r~nt. ltemt~rs of the -Ufl -s.eeu-rit.y "CQ\lrtcil. Now, wi-t.n

t:he end o-f -t·he Co]:.d w_ar, the French Bnpe-riorit.y on all t.he 

a f-nre-~J.-:t.e(L 41-:roun-oo e-e-e-m:s- ±~"0 l.le ·w-eoar.:i.ng "€Ju.:L "Tl't e:r-e-f-o~e-, -t.-h-ey 

:r-md, ~:emseJ.:v-~- fil~ ,a: ~t_i:L o---r <.n~lemm-a- on MH--- t.o- c-ount-er-

e.f"fecC:tively t:h-e 

Germany, France depends tlpon the deepening of European 

integrat-ion t.o- keep unified Germany firmly anch<,red into 

Europe-an Unlon. _ To a large extent., i---t -wa-e. with this 

monei:.ar_y -union. Shou-Ld t:oo latt.er ~¥'elopmen:t t-ake place, 

-Ei9 \:lo-ehe:n Tiders, "=German: Unifi-cat-ion . .Opp<,rt-t-l·r;ri,ty or -Set
back ·for Europe-~, W:Or1d Tod:ay (Lond~0nJ, vol. 47, :r:1-0. 1, 
Janu:ary lBfl1., and scee a-rs.o- W-alt.er GoTd'st-e:tn, "Eur.ope 
A:ft.er Maace:tri-c~ht."', Foreign !ffa1-:rs CN-ew York) , vol.'ll, 

--- .no . 5 .- W1-nter 19-92/~:3---. 



Wc)"r.ld~ War ~;i:t'tl:a~.ion .0 Hope_ft~ll--y, Sl..lch a grave ret-r-og-ression 

in -t."be -mov-emen-t .. f{)r European int~grat.ion may not~ take' pl-aee, 

logic an~ ln the .ne.:ar ft~-tttre-, t.-:here i-s no likelihood of • + 1-,,:B 

Finally~ in t.ha-t mirlst of the present o-n-going crit.ical 

gra-ve li--ab_ilit.y -on account of reconstruct.:i:-on of economy of 

en-g as-em:en-t.e. 
-

C-Onfiden-c--e abou't. it"s f'u:t;ure prospe-ct-s of -emer-ging as the 

mess:age seemed t.o hav-e ha-d regi_st.ered a deep impact upon th-e 

\ 

Th:is be~.se e-v:i_dent. fr-:)m h-mO? Ger-m-any -a-B-B-ert.ed itsel_f os 
ext-.en-d~ng recosnitd.o.-n t.o G:ro-a-tia and Sl-ovtmia-_, qes~i t.e 



re£:ervat.i.ons ~:Qreased o.n t.h-ics i:SBJ:U~! by t.he French _a:nd 
t.he Br:i t-lsh. Rat.her-. t.ne EC, under ·G.erman- pre,ssur~e , -h,~td 
t.Q aeeord re~ogn.it•io~ t.o t:he.se t,W-cO break-away s:-t.at.-es 
from Yug-Q-slavJa- i,n _ tbe "h1gher i:n-t;-erest.-s of th-e 
Europeart CQltlml.utit.¥. - 70 

i'l're f~rcego-.fng. an-al--y.S:--.is WQtd~:t -&how, th-at• -in t.be Tight, of 

t.tre oel!re-r..g~ne- ~ -the- 'German :fu\c-t.~;r --!n ~h-e ..:PC~-5-t--('.o'l-d~ -w.ar 

th-e French_ h,a-ve t.o .ke.ep tJ.~ems-elv~..s -in- --a .stat.e of- high vigil,

part.-1-eul-&rly in t.be :eec-urit;y f~iel_d-. Fur:th:e-rmo~, as at -the-

Xonr nue-lear powers in the :former Sov-iet bloc, Wchich means 

e"--ast.-errt side. If the present. p-rocess of -dell'iocratization in 

an-d uncert.-a-in, sour~ of threat. that. t-h-e, ~Frencb- are :provided 

70 Chr 1 s topf4'e r 
Leadership-? 
ik~ s s e--r, po 1 i: t i-k 

P.a-acS-e/tH-chcael J'·~ct..tun, "P-a"rt.ners i.r1 
United Gex-many in t-he Eye~s of t-he USA .. , 
{Hambtlrg), voL-4-tl, no. 2, April 1992. 
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&c n-ew ra::t.i<;male_ f-or cont;:inu~a-nee of "'tt-re-ir 

~s-t.r«t~..gi-c ·f~rce,._71 

independent. 



COIICijQSIGBS 

The I)ost-('.old W.ar s~enario, whi-eh £tn.d~d t-he b.i--.pol,,a-r 

~Iicwa-1 BY~ ;~8or& :B~e~_a-1 _:g::Jcgn--ifl-ean-~.e. 'for ¥ranc-e, 

_pa-r~tieul.ar.hy ~f-0-:r. i~ n-wrl.'ear- £on1e • ,whi-cll --w:aJS- -±n:i:~ 

Republic. But it- i.s only: "ll.ith 't-he resump't.i-<mct-o- pow-er- -o-f 

General :d.e e~\.lllce in Hre 1-at·e i-~:5-0£: t;hat. the F-reneh lH1'C:lear 

,P-Olicy c-ame t.o be pu·rs.ued- rlg-orcOu-sly, _and be~cmrre .2m cS"t'tbj:_e-ct 

<)f int.ense d:ebat.e bot.h in Eu-rope ft-nd- t.he- -Uni t.ed Sta-t.eoS, Bn-t 

then de- cGaulle {Ud n()t rel-ent on it., -and su.ccee·d:e<l in 

e-st.abllshing it, de..monst.rat~ing ~he Fr-eneh d-et.e-rmln<ft.ion t.o 

~t. it.s inaecpenrl'en-ce in. -i-ts; f-orei-gn -a-s -w-ell :a-s- ::s:-ee\t=r:tt.y 

poli~i~B. 

Th:"t~ing t.he Fourt.b ReP'St-bli~.. F-ra-nce had 1---e-arn.t. b:i:t:t.e-r 

l--ess-ons. .The Unit.erl State:e had refused -to sa.lv-ag_e -Frane~ 

from :it.-s ~h-tlmilia-t.i.n-g de.feat. at. D i e·n B i.En p-r,.u in -r~~4, Mtd 

.th~ ~t!!'Hi:n tn 1;:9$43-, F.~~:n-c!e ~l-<JnS -w-1-"th -"tir.tt.~t- :~.lJff~,.-eQ 

d'iPcl-.otrra:tic de:bac~-e on- 'the $1.:rea ieeue. '!!'biB wa-s -ahso the tl:me 

:w,fier1 Fr~.rtce :w--ftiD co-.rffr9nted w--1-th th~ Al-gerian cris..i'ID, fi-rrd 

i;t.,g "l!!;O'I"~"'ie- -h13td re:t{C!te<L it,f.: lf..tWee-t.. e'bb,, Wt!-±1-'lL "ttr~ 1:lni-:t:-e-d~ 

S=tb.te:B ttl3td ren-elifed it.s s:peci~.l rel13t:ti<)f1Bl"1ip "Hith B'ri--tl3tir~, 



~its .l!ttt."i"t'"~.'tde tow~d'B Fr~:r1c~ -~~tB t:10 l'!'!<";,~~e tt1-~:r1 that <}f-

1-nd..iffecr~nce, De :Gauclle h~.d d.i-s~P:Pl:'oved t'tre lL S.. 'PQ:lif;Y- Qf 

dom:irt&tiTtg <•ver Eur<)pe- tt1r<Atgh- the inBtru.merttalitieB of the 

'N~TQ i:n 

4-0I'!:&.:tn-. 

t.Mo :e.:~.;tr:i':.t.y :field: ~nd.: til~ M=MCB i:n 

:By tJrr-e hte- 1:00-{}s ~ X:t- ~hl:td~ 't--teccs-rue 

t;h:e e<:;OT1'9Ifl ic 

a'P.,:pa-ne;'n:t~ 'tit.J.!\ t. 

Fr6u'C~ -rmoor t"tre --rv--·Rep~ihl-:ic iufd· be-en re·(b;lCf".::d tD -tl=fe gJ:.:at.-tJJ:> 

-of .-a_ -s~t~eri"r:te. --n~ei:--o~,. it bee-~ -<:-me qf tdB prtme I-.oli-:e:y

g-DalB t<~ .tre:l:p France ~C<"JVer i:tB t:~ta=tu.B --aB !\ great. power 

w-ith n .. -8 <:.t~n .globa:l irtte-restB. And thiB could 'be P<"fB:stble 

only if. Fr~.r1=~ ~t6e~~rt.-ed it£ independe.r1<:~e: in t't!e f'ield of 

n.ation~.l se<:!1Xrit-y. After alL de G-~.lJlle be-lie'u~d it- firmly 

t:hat rtone of t.-be allieB, how-s-f)ever :powerf¥J_l ~.nd we~_lt.by tttey

:may be, WO'J.-ld -(;(';,~'rtBi.d~r it_.- P<""'1i:tic~_l1:y ~al.iB1:.ic 1:-<J c<:•me 1:-<• 

the ree,ccl.:te- of <'theYs-.- if· in -f><' d<)i-ng -t.tre-ir own ;pol::itrc-al 

-Burviv-a-1 falls into jeQP~(rdy, Th~.t; iB ~1ow k expr~sBe<~.t tLis 

<):pp<)s i--t:i-<)n t.-..-_.. Fr~mo~ t>e: ir1g b.'t•B-<:>r:.t•e-d · T'fft.o t:\ ro.i ti t-~:-r:i ly 

int.egra-ted rlefence eye:t~m ~Jomin~.ted tsy t~ne Unite-d 5t:~~t-~ b.-Ild 

OI 

:BoJ::-iD.:aTi:.t-"y ~5~.nd :1!'1.a:t-e:r.i{J.l EU.PP<".>rt ~-etl;.w.~lly- e-x-:tend~~r:l to Fr_~;nce 

in time:s of gr~ve~ criBi-s, ~het.he,r in tohe Firs-t. or the ·second 

World w~_r, bad b~.:c1 of dub1o' .. lB natu.cre. It is for tttie re~eon 

-t.h~.-'t- ire COlald: :n<",tt~ '(.\~.pend f('yr t;t'r~;: --E~ch -BeCl.l.ri:ty '..l.-!"'{,It trte 

e_xter:n--al B'J.PI...-.... rt of any of th:B ~.llie-B, Inl.ACh le-E~fl of tl:'1e 



Artg-1<~-~orrfr. :wtriah. lt~ 4~cribe4 ~:B L ··Alhior1 P'e·r1°idE, Hence 

trhe rat-ionaLe- :f/';i;r ttte Frel'tch policg o:f Y1uc:l--ea:r ilt{l"e~rtde_Y!Ce. 

Frartce moved ot~t <Qf ttt-e eigb'teert-nttt.,_.ion- -disarma1fl~rft. 

--cort:f:ereTt:(re i-'fi -Lw:z= • .re--fus:ed to .ei_gn the --guc.l~ar: T.e;st -B-ar1 

T--r-~:ty::. ~ --ai""8'0~quen~ t-tte---~mx:l~ lf:o.n-Pr<.tl ~-!fe:r~km 

~:Y--:. -1\n~,. --m -t-he- -elal:Y -ti£'6:&. Wttm trh~- {:m:i:t-ed -St.-M.es 

{-a:f.:t.-e:r ~~~ an ~e-n:t w-i-t-h t.tte- {Jn-1:~.-ed, -Jiingdom -at 

N-M.B.a.'.:t i-n !9~:2' -on t~he P<r-la-ris miBs_.i.Ies projet:t} irt-Bi£ted the 

~ullis:t ·Fra:n~- -t"O }<rin ·t.ft~ titJ.l til-ate-c-al Nuc~1e..ar. Fc'l-roe -\MLF 

Plan), he n-o--t -only <lecli-r1ed it, ·tl"l.~1:, alB<s- dencn.:meed it aB a 

US-UK pl..-.iy to drive a ~f'.:dge bet1o1een the m~jor _ ruem:tterB i')f the 

E1.1:rope~.n c...-~J..It.it:y, De Galllle retaliated by keei•irtB: Britain 

(a ''-'f-rQjan fi'<>rB~"} out'Bid~: t)f the EC in 1963_,_ a.rrd -al.e,o 

-CQ!!cludi:rrs. a t,.ti-.l~".a.4:-er&l -friendBhip- t.re~ty Rft~h 1;!1-e lfed~-r~l 

R,ep1;.bl~ 'D-f G:e-rm~ -(-ERG} -- these deve-loi~ment£ ind:icat.ed- in 

·a big ~l.il.Y' ---t,.ll'!t.=t Fr6:rt-ce -vnt6 <:----&.-'P~b-l'f'J- of I'll.il.-y'irrg itB. (.1~11 _gl!t.me of 

1' ea 1 po 11 t .i.-1-.: vis--a-vis the- lln-it.ed Stat.eo5 -and_ t.he 'tlni ted 

1\.i-n-g,doom. ln. tl:~-e m:iu l96{r.s, F-r.a-nce n0-t. on,I-y m-ov,e_d -01.;rt. -of the 

.:NE£.:0 .m-i.l.i:t.B:-r'Y ;ap__p:a:~a~t.-tl5; bn:i:. a1-&0 :a.s.ked- for. the, -exit. of the 

Rt\TO milit-ary -e'Bt..a-blishm.ent. f·rom t.h-e F<>nt.ain bleu-, -ti'ore than 

t.--h.a-t., F-rance <.t:iS'{fQp-rov..4}d of t--he ne-w s:i:.rat.egy <>f "Flexible 

Respo-r-.~~~ ooqp-t.-e-rl try tl'le- Un-ite4 .St;~tes- i-n t.ne -a-fterm-ath of 

t.he Cuban mis:e·ile e-risis. Fran ... ')e move-d -c1ose-r t.o- t:he USSR, 



~h:e Soviet _propos-a-l at con-verr-in:g t.he "Et1ro:pean Con.f'erenc·e· -for 

S~curit.y a-nd Cooper-ation. Jnit.i:a11y, t;f1-e int.ent.ion was t-ha.t 

!iOJnencL1itt-u-re was- then chang~_-d t.o the Con-fe-l"e:n-ce fcor Secu.ri t.y 

policy on nat.ional nuciecar defence, and had also moved out. 

0~- t:h~ -us- U-K dominance on the B::t.rate-gi_c posit-ioning of the 

t.he -Fr-enc-h Presiden-t. Fr-ance-, i-n reB-ponse to "F-lexible 

. 
a.ft.-er d~ G-aulle, th-ls- £ttr-a--t.eg-y w~s modifi~d ini:.(•- <:rn~ <:•f 



~cc<.sr4 ~itfr the pri~1c0:iP-l~ 0f "mqre of CQlft•-iY:1't1-it.-y ~nd l-e'B£ o.:f 

c:h:Jutg_e .. c. In -a- ~mf(li- w~y cJ- ohang~tl oc-c'lit"rred-, BU:C-h -a~ t;h-~mg-h

t.be concept of SaTt-ctuar i -zat ion E 1-aF g-i e, but-. t.here wa:~ n<s 

JMjor -cltcange. I:rtd--eed. ±t.. -~'lli'.AY" be- !"etl!llr:ked 1*1at- ·llfil.re_ -.1;-~ 

~IOO:Os_:_ -'ll.:&&- t.trl.ily ;spe-ak~ the ~:11-fs% ~ade, tin£; ~:~fctre 

~tT!!l'ttllL-'ti'hS:t..¥1ldi--rt,g 6.: few- rl!.P 1 eE td -<.fi-&0:QI'1i ~1H1 i.l'ls~4 

l!e'tRemi_ the t11<1 Super--:)?~~-)- -lUts (.Jrte of df?<t-e-:n t-e, I:n -'t:he-

1970:s--, it- se-ems- th-~t d-e·--tente ran into two st.~eams: first. -o£ 

the' Dn·remi. tt.ing confllct~tal posi.t.loning o-f ttre t._w-o -su~:r 

Powers, an-d~ secon-Q vi- r-e-d-nee-d ten-s-ione: bet.wee.n- -t-ll'e'" -t-.w.-o 

halves of Etu·upe, made possibl-e- t.hrough FRG's, o~:t'p.olitik artd 

Deutschlr.md Pul.itil:, It i-s f-or -t.his reason th:at. dpt'prft'-1.7:· ctune 

--tt_. be c:or-t£i4ered !tS diviBible_, ~rt.ic:t:tlarly beca--~.~se the two 

St:t~...r -P~;Jwertr cou-ld n-C".A, r~_<)'rtOile t-tre:ir di'ff~_rence~ 0n ·t;.b:-eir_ 

glob!tl str-a-1:Tesic irttere-Bt-B, ~1dle t.fte Eu-rope~:n 1.? .. rt.--e1"~Bts 

C<)l.:tld :t~ be£t B-ervced -o-r1l:Y if tensio=ns l:setw-e-en "t-1'±-fi' t~.Q 

halve-s of El;l.r"".>'I-e 5.::0lA-ld be refhice-d. 

AlBo tJte-n. Cl~:ilfS tu- v~Xr-i-ou;B p~e fniti&tives t-~~eTt t~y 

--:t'ti:e ~:or- E'lT<')pfj'!(D p<::+w:ers J t.b~c :fJr-ti!tt.td S--t~t-eB nee:~:_ £~-'lff!~--wh~:t; 

~prenene;iv-e lest it-"'-s Eur<::spe~n ~1-lieB: loo-s-en their i!'rt.ra-

NATQ tif'.ffl an-d- solid}jlcrit-y, a'trd- fall i=nto the n~ ,o)c-fc-rde 

t:r~'P'I'-ir-rgs of the a:d.ve-rsf!ri'al =bloc. France lteist~ it£ ·.c.H:~t .... ion~I 

n't:tele~-r 1-rrd-epe-nd*~ft:K:e lfiOre o--r .1e~ss .tn-t~~.0t, tsl.J.t there- wa~ ~l~:o 
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t~he fe~.r lefit, FW lt!ove t.<}.o el~)Be (in £'eB;rC!h of art ~:I,RW-er to

_it_B- r:t~::t.ion-al qJ.:teBt.io.rd t.o the USSR, ·and· St'!:•~B I!e'J.t.ra.l, 

perhai•Ei beDt)mes Finl~ndi.~z-oo .. .M:t)rer.>ver, it is alr:;t) tn t:rd~:; 

d:e-ocad.e t_h-!tt. 1!:'.1ro~ t~£"0_ll!es 'DOTlB-£!_iou-s <')_f itB we---ru:tn~s-'8. irt ·the 

fi--e~rd --o£:- "'lrt41":t~-r'i"R± --n.o-mp~.:ti t.~ i--v-e-r~£ , tl't!.d~ "BU f"f e'rB .f·r<:tl!!__ ??ha"t 

~l~dy. "FTIXCIC~ {~at <xJQPer~rti,.xn wii"Ai "tc!te FRG and <:>ttter 

-meto:b~:rs -o-f t~he -E~) h~d t-aken a le-~3:l lri f\~rttr.er d.--e-e:pening 

l1itterr~nd provided driving impu.lee i£1 t.r--ar!Bform.ing the 

E~~_lro:pe.:a:rt Comw1~.1.nit_y irtto E:•;l.rr_ype~.n Union by 1.9-92, In paB.sing 

it- may be re-Tl'Jark~d t-h-t~.t FRG's· re-ep<Ytl-tre ·i·n t•he fir-s-t:. hall <::,f 

t.tre 1980f;_ W'RB not en0o,_:trh.ging, -aB ie. cle-ar frow! an ~rt:icJ_e 

··publishe-d in Uer 

Leick, 

Affa:-irs, 

on "G.erm:any --- t-he European Egot~ t.. in 

Eur<'•Pe.an t}ni.o:n woo.J.d :not have drunag_i-:a-g effect. npon the 

BU,perior irrduB-t-ria-1 st.~mdards, alre-ady s-e·t. by Germany. ALBo 

hs -t.b.e 1 ig}1-ot. o:f -t.n:e -d-eb~te <:m t,he i~n't..-e-rts-.a.-::t.y of :re,giona:l 

U-ermany WB letting its innermost. 

17~-



.s:ensit.ivc.:i"t±e.s on the qRee:t.-1-on -of i:t.s borders-T German:¥ bad 

-al:rea-dy r-e'CQSn1.-zecd i t.s b<.H."G·er wit.h PoTand .ate Od-er -Neisse 

t~~i-ee {:GDR dld- it in 19-50) 1 and- t.-ben FRG -r-epe.at•ed it. in 

1-9:70~)_, Yet.J it was th-en be:ins~ stated= that -while 'European 

~~-t--t.on ~: te.ad~ "t.-o th=e:- SQ'f-'t-eni:ng- CJ.f tt1f r·runt.i~r:s- in

-b-~o~; ~bu;tc ::tb:i-s n~~ ~ui:rl:'- n-o-t be .app--¥te,-atrre .i"ll -t-.he- ~c-.zt~'e- of 

-t~ --a~t~-put.ed bor-der--os-. I-rl ot:b-e:r W<it-rd~. t.ber-e wa-s an ir=1dir-ect. 

~_f.--erence t.o- a q-nes:t.i-on m.ar-k on th,e o-a:e_r lleisa.-e front::ter. 

An-d t~h.is- quest.ic_)n came up in a big way d~t~rin-g· the four-ph~s-

on- German tmifi-catd::o!L The 

C!tca-ne.ell or 1 Helmut. Kohl was int.eresterl in extracting 

assurance from t.he Poles on t:ne issue of war reparat.ions in 

r_et.u:r.n for- reco-gnft.ion -by unified. Ge-rmany: to t.h-e Oder Ne.is-se 

_f-r<:tl';ht:ier. -Bt.:t:t. t.her:t the f0ur allied powers ~mpha-sized . t'.lPC)n 

Germfs..ny t.he n-eed for it-e: unco-.n.di:t.ional -re-cognit.i<)D <)f it.s 

l:K,:rder cWith Pola-n~t. Tlms~ on such a- se-c-ur-i t.y--eensi t.ive 

ie:,su.e 1 -Germ-any h-ad:, -t-.-o ae.q-tli·esce into it .. a-s .a- f.lrst rrrajor 

s~t.-e-p -t.owardf! Ji.£ c.red'-il'lil:it.-y-:buil-d-ing in ii.::~s n~ :e:-t:-a.t.llBo of a

Uhllied G.!tl:mm:l.Y, It• ±-s- -<2nJ:-y- t.he-n t.h.at. th-e fvl..ir Alli£,-6 P<.rW-erB 

~'e a-pp:ro-v-=ai w G=.et-rm-~n u'.l'ffflctrt;1~on-, 

"But -sin-ce the act.n-ali-z:at.ioni of Germ-an un--ificat.ion <m 3 

O<:~'t;.o1Je r 1'9911-1 it. :fHit:B t~<Jome clear t.h;a;t G~many WOllld 

grad-u-ally 8:6:6\.'t~ it .. s role a--S -a key ·power, Ni t ~- e 1-E· t~ r o . .:'a 
' 
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exertirtf! its i-r-1fb:1~t£-~ u-ot~h in ttt~ K~tErt. ti.rr<J. -the W~~:;t, 

¥litti.Ol.d, doutrt, th-e: i:nc:reasir.l8' poli:ti<:,~.l <.::lcn::tt· of iJ.Irified 

Ger11any ~fJ'l:ld_ It<":Jt be. t .. <".> ttl:t.! liking of the Frenc~tt-. H""YW that 

t .. be .Sc~viet fJn-i~n- =!'!:!t'f> 00~ i_:.(,!"f!: ft8""tlX!Q·e.r , "Fr-af!<.!e (:"!!:fi!l~)t (\tj"f-e_ru:l 

llP~1.'t Mf!! of 1-t.sc ~~:tre~.r st:a-ot.-~:s to J-.-;.d:r.L with it .. i providing 

e-ount.:frr-l:•u~AG.e- ~~:f!t_. 't:hce gr.<·~•llng -e:tr~gt.h r)f u.n-ified 

Ge~.::. .. It i-5 ··Ec1D£t~.:t~ o-f coim::.ider-t'B-e t:b~t t._h·e d-e-fK!ent. and 

disi-l"t1"_.egrat ... l-<".>rt o:f t~e USS.R -BY'Ctc:hr<:.~:r.ti .z~d wi""t"h the a:ecent of 

its li-ft'tdlities (•f 

reconst!'"IJ..ction o'f i t.s e{ctBtern p~rt ~nd i tB deep .-;.ottJroi tmeni:•t: 

to Gentr!:tl East.:.;.ern E\l-roi...e, ~:merg-eB ~5 tbe only Jrtajor power 

wh(,.FH~ I•<:.•t•ertti~li"ti:e£ of_ 1:·'-Arning OlJ.i:. ev-en-t'~.Aal_ly b.B tr~ H-;_~mt>er 

In ot.her wc•rdB. , 

dyn-a-m-ic: B , · Alre~_dy 

PB:lt:t.;:ic.-al d~r"f -- P&t.b,~r c.r::>tnl!'!E:It-61:h.~."t,~ Ri:i";}t,- i t:e. ·s-t~~.tlJ.B a£ a"f! 

e<.::on.r.>"Ittic gi-ant,. it is ernerging- !tB. ·a. P<:l1it.l<.!~.l p<:.we-r to be 

reckoned w-ith. W~s it not due to tt!is fa<.::-t th~t lJ.r1der itt.: 

pr.es sxere, 
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the "higher 

. 
I'IH:l.eed., it iB -w=e-11 t.·f!<ll~n t-h~?t 1_1::. ±B tfi~ German 



With its- 6{1"- mi-llion irihabit.-1\nt.s and strong ec~onoroy 
{-c-e~t-ainly in t-hree- of f:ou-r ye:ars t.ime when th.e 
#-i-r t.sch,i£!"7--t :::-~~-tni-:r.i_er ha'B- w<:)-rke,d i:-1:-£ -'magj.-c on Ea.-Bter_n 
:{'"Te;~j~) ""~an.y -will ])e- 1oTUC -'B'na= cmtu:;:ter in CElJ:rope' U 

o:f which 

cri-ti-:eal n-at11-re of the tran-si tio-na-1 pha-se_ t.hrough which 

well . a-s medimn-.s_i.zed power-s in E-urope. The most mind-

*-F-er_ry Hi.."l1.)g:erdiJk, "·EtlrQpe Doesn- t. Kxist" , Eur,.,p~an Affairs 
{.A:ms-t.er{lamJ,. Uee-e_m;b_er liJ·ttl , no , B , p . f, , 
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~ixt.y.four llill1on dollars~ Th--e- present v-irul-ent. _on-~g_o±ng 

gr-a-vest. t'lifficu-it. l"o.-r politi-cal d-emooracy t;-o s-ue.ceed- i=n -lh.is--

democratic po1it~cal c-ult;ure, 1'he- eame ki-nB. of B'-'2>Ci('-. 
political sett.ing in t.he ~feimar Repuhlic during t.h-e int;€<r-

war period had -destroyed poli t.ical democra~y ab in it i u tn 

in the i-nt.er---w~r period) lo:o-Itt-£1 larg-e in t.td:.B region, 

in t.h-e changing ne~ global order, rrrilit.~.ry si:.rat.~gic~ factor£ 

The 1~.tte-r idyl lie 
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Ph7.i.B:f: -wmy ~I"e,rh:b..'.PB c("_J"me ab<)Ut e·a.r ly in ttte 21st cent~,~ry, b1xt 

it is 'rtot r~n..md -ttte c~.,raer. In ~th~- midBt- (1"f incre{1Bing 

uncert~j;nty <:1T1 t.h~ -ch.~ngi-ng p<:;w,e-r eq-<J.~-t:i()'flB wi tl1in E"tJ.r.'(lpe 

and arol_;md it, · it 1owu..ld. be highly n~.ive t.Q expect. t,bat. 

-:Fr~~ .gi-v~e U.¥1 i-'tB rm-cl:~ar. ini1'eperrdeiJ.~, a.nd then grope.s 

int.9 ®r~-~~- c~B' 't-o tl!iW ±t If~S t-.o e'fi.fJl).l"'~ iTt .'ftrt);l.·!'e tt-t.: 

pooli"t-lc&~l _"i:dent;i:t·:'Y~ M ~11 ~a£- Lt.s 8'l.~~rv4vai .. 
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. ' Ali111IX1JRE - II 

··us.- and Soviet strategic nuclear forces, end of 19-87 

' 

Unftedc States rear · Watheat.:ts .~: 

Type Name .L3ttnchersc- aeptoyea Y'eld~ !meg&tan~i Wa''Y<tds· r mat megat(TRS~ 
per Jaonchet 

ICBMs 
'LGM,30F Minuteman II 450 1966 l x. 1200 450 S40.0 

LGM,30G Minuteman Ill 
i12.2 

Mk-12 220 1970 3 x 0.170 (MIRV) 660 
Mk-12A 300 1973 3 ·X 0.335 (MIR\,1 900 301.5 

LGM-11811 MX/Peacekeeper 30 1986 10 x· 0 j()()'(MIRV) 300 90 

Total 1,000 (50%) 2.3'10 <18'70) 1.0437 (34%) 

SLBMs 
2.560 102.4 

UGM-73A Poseidon C-3 1971 lO X 0~040 (MIRV) 

UGM-96A Trident I C-4 Jb!, 1979 8 ·x 0~ !(;X) I M1 Rill ].'071. 307:2' 

Total 640 (32%~ 5.632 (43%) 409.6 (14%) 

Bomberstweapons 
1.614 242.1 

B"lB 64 1986 AtGM·0'050-D.l50 

B-52GIH 2-ll 1958161 SRAMoOT70 1.140 193,8 

.. EiH111\ __:?§_ 1969 -Bomts J.500 1]16 1,158.0 

TOialc ~61 (18%) ~70 <39%i 1,593.9 (52%) 

~ototal:. 2;oo1 -1:3;9;1'2 -3~4-7.2 

SOviet ·Union 
ICBMs 
. SS.11 5ego 

18'1 202.4 M2 18'1 191'3: 1 x-'0.9§0-UCO 
~M3 210 1973 3 X 0~100-0350 (MRV} 630 22o.e 

SS.l3 M2 Savage 60 1973 1 X 0.600-D 750 60 45 

SS.17 M3 Spanker 139 1979 4 ·x 0 750 (MTRVi 556. 417 

"SS-18 M4 Satan 308 1979 lO x 0 S00-Q 550· ('M IR· 3.080 1.694 

SS-19 M3 .Stiletto 360 1979 6-x 0.550 (MIRVi 2.160 1.!88 
S&-24- 'Scalpel 5. 1987 10 ·>< 0 IX (M''R'.1 50 5 

SS-25 Sickle 126 1985 1 x-0.550 126 ~ . .3 

leta! 1,392 (56%~ 6.8'16 (6i%) 3.841.2 (60%) 

SlBMs .. 
SS.N-6 M3 5erb 272 1973 2 X 0 375-1 (MRVl 544 544 

SS.N43 M 11M2 Sawfly 292 1973 I X 1-1.500 292 438 

ss-N-17 Snipe 12 1986 1 x0.500-l 12 12 

55-N-18 Ml-3 Stir:~gray 224 19i'8 6 X 0 200-0 :X.,'X) (MIRV) 1.344 672 

ss:N-20 Sturgeon 80 1983 7 X 0 100 (MIRV) SED 56 

ss-N-23 Skit! ~ 1986 lO x.OJ.OO (M!R\'l 480 48 

. Total 928 (37%) 3.232 (29%) 1,770 (28%) 

.Bombers/Weapons. 
·Tv-95 Bear A 30 1956 4 bombs x .1 120 r2o 

Tv-95 .Bear SIC 30 1962' · 5 bomtJs or 1 AS3·x 3 1'50 150 

TU-95 B'ear G 40 1984 4 bombs and 2 -AS-4 x 0.6 240 208 

T'Ui95· Bear .H 55 1984 8 AS·15 ALCMs x 0.25 
·and: ~· · bomtrs ·660 330 

Tat!l 155 (6.%) Ll70 (10%) Boa (12%) 

G:rancttotal 2,47'5 1:1,24'8 6,419.2' . 
ACCiihiW-Iaunched cruise~missile; AS-air-to-surface .missile; 1CBM--illre<eontinemal.ba11islic m1SS<I~. ra"gf.of .5. ?f£)..1:5.360 kilometers: MIRV-mu'ltiple. independenlly 
taljelable ri!entrywhic'~s: MRV-multiple·reentry vehicles; SLBM-submarine·launcl'red baWst1C m'ss;te SRAIYl-stmrt"ange .alt3ck m'ss,le. 1\la~s or Soviel weapons 
are codenames assigned. by N1fT{). 

During 1981, the Umted~States and the Soviet Union deployed about 1.250 new 
·strategic weaptins: ~lmOsl 700for the.Un~ed ~tates.and over 550 for the~Soviet 

... Union.· These-included .~Xhir-launGbed·cruise missiles~(AlCMl: whicb are·f.lOW 
operational Of'l &:.52Gfrls at six Strategic Air Commat~d bases; .20 MX.missiles 

: ca;rying.2CXJ waft!eads at F:f. Warren Air Force Base, Wyoming; .and approxi· 
mateiy'400 new 883 g·avity bombs for the 50 B·IB bombers dcliverecf.durlng 
the year. The ballistic-misSile ~ubmaAile Jorce remained the same size-the next 
Tridenl ~arine is scheO.Jledfordeployment in 1989. The Un~ed Slates removed 
at;oout 2Q.Min·lleman·lli missiles lrom.silos so'; could deploy MX missiles. The 
r:nosl(irama:ic recenru.s. trend ~s-been an increase in bomber .weapons, with~ 
'!he IntroductiOn of AlCMs for a portion of the 8-52 force and new grcMiy'bombs 
tor tlle-8-lB-bomber. 

The. SeMel Unien tlepioyed new weapons in all three "legs" ol its triad. Approxi
malely 50 ~25s were <lecloyed, and the first few rail-mobile SS.24s we<e f~elded 
The fourt/1 T i'Phoor'l.an<J.:hird Delta IV ballislic·missile submarines.becane opera· 

SoJnoce : The BuZ Zetin o 
v.ocz. 44,~ no.l, 

liona! .. whrle troe. roe.• I umts· ol each model were law·, '•···d Bear·bombers .coRtinued 
to-:be co:wer.tee tc the G medel .and_ new H- m('· ll 1 • -wer-e pr:oduL.!.d. About 20 
Bear·hs ar-med "':~ 1:60.·!'e\v-A'S·:I'5-Jo~g·range AL.CMs.were, deployed--during 
·lhe~ye;;r. rtre.~Ser.oeH;J1>1on comi~ued·tocretire SS..l1s under·S.*:LT', and~begarr 
wilhdr:awing SS·l7s as I he 552<1 ·was fJeiE!ed The last [5·.8ison bombers were. 
rerl'IOVCd.lrom scr-v.:c d~•ing 1.987. A rec·t"'l SovicUrcnd is lhe lilting of the nuclear· 
powererLbaUisltc·m•ssile.·submarine force with multiple, independently tarsetable 
nu<Oiear-warheadS T·he SoVJets. may field a I;JJRet number of bombers and bomber 
weaponS>when··or>e ra·kes 1nto accounl lhe Beat H aAd lhe soon-tcrbe-deployed 
·Btack·jack bombecs. 

lJ .. S strategJC·forc.':!s-ha~cg,own by over '5:400~warheod5 since the signing,ol 
the S:t~rrn reaty-,,~19?2~ tnclt~diHg tilt> 2.400 wa<i.readsad<led sim:e~J98·1 unre 
the Reagan·admor.,S!f.alton. Sov.te! slrale.gJC ·for-c~s have grown by almost 7.f!fJJ 
warheads s•nce I he s'gning o! I he SALT I Trealy. wilh ·o·;·c: 3.100 warheads added 
during !he Reaga~ admin•strahOT-1 

( Chi~aago) , 
7'9ff8., .P .~ ~15::.. 



:~III ---------·-·----·--·----·-------

Jilnited~Stafes- _-t;oviet=tJnion Britain FTa£Jce .China 

. Brst aitdrvp Aug. 6, 1945 Nov. 6. 1955· Oct. H. 1956 Jaly 19. 19.66 May 14, 1965 
explosion-of nucleaT B-29 Bear? Valiant Mirage IV-A Hong6 
weapon/aircrafhtsed 

Known .atmospheric tests 217 214 21 50 23 
(Includes underwater) 

.Largest atmospheric Feb. 28, 1954- Oct. 30, l961 Sept. 1958 Aug.24, 1968 Nov. i 7, 1976 
test· 15 r:nt. somt 2:5-3 mt. 2.6mt. 4mt. 

:last atmo~eric test Nov.,4, 196:! Oec.25, 1962 Sept. 23. 1958 Sept. 15, 1974 Oct. 16, 1980 

First underground.test July 26 .. 1957 Oct. 11, l961 March 1. 1962 Noll. 7, 1961 Sept. 23, 1969 

largest undergr®nc~· Nov.-6, 1971 Oct. 2-7:, 19Z3 Dec. 5, 19.85 July 25, 1979 May 21, 1,992' 
-'".est .Smt 2:'8'-4cmt d50.kt. 120:kt. 660kt. 

oCur-f'-&nt1est.sites -Ne\tada: S~ipalatiask', Nevnda M€lruroaatol1, Lop Nur 
Novaya.Zemlya_ fangalal.Jfa (Malan) 

The. -nuctear-inf.rastrudure 

-~lisembl.yand Pantexnear Nizhnyaya Tura BuFghfield Ceot-re-d' Subei (Gansu). 
:-diSassembly plants Amarillo, Texas (Sverdlovsk-45), Floyal o~dnance Etudes. de Valduc Guangyuan 

Yuryuzan near Readu19 (C6te-d'Or) (Sichuan) 
(ZiatOI:tSt -36), 

c 

Penza (Penza-.1.9) 

Pl\ltonium production/ Hanford'/9 Che1yabinsk -65 '16 Calder Hall/4 Marcoule'/.3 Jiuquan 
number of reactors Savannah River-/5 Tomsk-7/5 Cll<Jpelcross/4 Chinon-2·. -3'/2 (Gansu)/1 

Krasnoyarsk-26/3 Windscale'/2 Bugey-1/1 Guangyuan 
Phenix /i (Sicnuan)/1 
Celestin-1.-2/2 

Uranium enrichment OakcRidge; • Verkni~Neyvinsky, Capenhurst Pierrelatte Lanzhou. 
plallts Portsmouth, . Krasnoyarsk, Heping 

Paducah Angarsk-, Tomsk (Sichuan) 

Chief <lesign labs- Los Alamos, New Arzamas-1-6. Aldermaston Limeil-Valent on Ninth Academy 
Me~ir;o; Lawrence - Chelyabinsk-7CJ ·ne.ar Reading_ in Val-de-Marne Mianyang 
Livermore. GaUforniaJ (Sichuan) 

Cummi directors and Hazel O'Leaty, Viktortv'rrkhailov, Donald_SpieFs. Roger Bal€ras. Hu Renyu, 
administrators Energy Secretary; Minister of Atomic Controller of dir., Dir-ection des dir.,Ninth 

Siegfded Hecker, Eoorgyand, Establishments. Applications .A.cademy: 
.. dir., Los Alamos; dir., J'.r:zamas-16; ·Research Militaires HuSide, 
Jehn Nuckolls; .Ev.g8f'li,Avrodil, .and Nucleor; Deputvdir. 
dir. , Li~;~errr.ore Scier:rt.ific dir., Brian Richilrds. 

Chelyabinsk-70 eir .. Alderrnastor1 

.. 
'No longer operational. ".B'oost~": small quantities0f tritium anGI det.1termm·incorporaterl-in fission weapon to increase efficrency o! yield; k1.: kilo
tons; mt. • megatons; ICBM: inter~.;ontinental ballistic missile; tRBM: intermediate-range ballistic missile; SSN: nucle<Jr-powered subm<.lrine: SSBN: 

·noclear-powered ballistic missiL~ submarjne; SL'BM: submariAe-launched ballistic missile. 

Source : The BuUetin of the A~tomic SCJientis'ts {Chicago), 
vo'l. 4.9:,s no. 4, May 199:3, pp. 48-49. 



United::States S_oviet Union ·e,:ritain France Chk;a 

War-headS 

-wllrheads 10,'500 aGtive, t5,000active, 2GO 540 450~ 

in stockpile 6,000 awaiting 18,000 awaiting _ .. 
disassembly disassembly i.-

:Peak number-of 32,500/1'967 45,000/1986 410/1969- 54Q/l993 
... 

4'50/1993 
warheads/year 

Total number-of- ro;ooo 55~000 ~15 1,150 500 
warheads built/year 1945-1992 1'~9-1992 1952-1992 196o-1992 1964-1992 

Numb~r~f known test 942 715 44 210 
., 

38 
.explosiOnsienctJJf1992) 

--weapon-ae.etopmentriUiestones: 

AlOmlc_bomb J. "'obert QppeA: Igor V. K~;Jrcha1ov WiHiamG_ GeR CfiarJes Nie-Rongii;len, 
developers2 helmer, Gen:-leslie Penney Ailleret, Pierr-e UuJie. 

G~ -GtJiilau(nat Deng Jiaxian 

-~ flydrogen-bomt.o StanislawUlam, Anclrai Sal<harov, William Cook Robert Dautray ~gJiaxiar.1. 

-developers -Edwar-d fflller Yult=B. Ktoariton, Keith ::loberts YuMin, 
Yakov B. Zeldovich Brian Tayior PengHuanwu 

First operational ~Oct. 31 ,.-l9G9 1960 noRe Aug.2. 1971 Aug_ 1981 
TCBM Atlas-D. SS-6- S-21HBM Dongfeng-5 

First nucfeGT"powerecf Jan. 1955 Aug. 1856 1963 Jan. 1971 1974 
naval SSN :enters Nautilus November Dreadnought Le ne.doutable Han 
servlce/ve.o;$el 

First SSSN patrGLwtth Nov. 15, 19.60 1968 June 1968 Jan. 28:. 1972 1986 
POiaris-type-SLBM/ Washiugton Yankee Resolution Le Redouta:ble Xi a 
vessellmisslle Polaris A1 SS-N--6 PolarisA3 M1 Ju!ang-1 

F-irst MtRVed.missile Aug. HI, 1-9'70 1'974 199<1-1995 Awil1985 none 
deployed Minuteman-Ill SS-18 or -19 ? Tfident II M-4A.SLBM 

T-esting· milestones 

f.ir.st-fi-sSlOn-test, July i-s, t945 Au§.29, 1949 Oct..3. 1952 Feb. 13, 1960 Oct. 16, 1964 
type/yJeld Plutoniwn/~3 kt. Plutooium/20 kt. Plutonium/25-kt _ P!utoni:m:'Jno-70-kt. U-235/20 kt. 

First test of-boost-ed- Mayc8, 195-1 AUfF 12, 1953 May 15. 1957? Sept 24; 19£6 May 9. 1966 
fiSsionweapon/o)'leld ltem/4&-kt. JOB 4/4-00 kt. Short Granite/ Ri§el/150 kt. - 200 kt. 

150 kt.? 

First muft~e. tber- Oct. 31.1952 Nov. 22. 1955 Ap~i! 28. 1958 <\ug. 24. 196-8 June 17, 1-967 
.monucle-ar,(l!ydi:ogen iDA mt. 1.6_mt. 2mt.? ;?.Grnt. 3 n1t. 

-bomb)'testfyjeld-

Nu.nber.of months,.1lrst 87 75 66 102 32 
fisSion 'bom'b1o first 
ml,lltl·sta·ge thermonuclear 



ANNEXURE - tY 

BEFORE AN'D' AFTER 

Alliance/ Currn:nt Boldlngs 
Weapon country hoJdings after CFE 

Tanks NATO 23",700 20,\)(J() 
United-states 5~:900 4,000 

·other NATO t7,:SOO t6~.1JGO 
"Warsaw Pact 33i200 "2(;l,~:@:Q 

Soviel Uniori- 2H.TOO F3, 150 
Other Warsaw t2506 . 6,850 

Ac,-r.or:ed NATO ~o..ooo 30,000 
cumbat Unired Stat-es 5,700 5,7DO 
vehicles Other NkTO 24,2:00 24.,.300. 

Warsaw Pact 42,900 3'0,00:0 
SD'viet Union 2fk300 20~DDO 

Ot-her Warsaw 11.600 10,000 

Artillery NATO 19,000 19.,.000 
United States 2.600 2.600 
Other NATO 16,4DO 16,400 
Warsaw Pact 29,2'00 20,.000 
Soviet IJnion 13.8BO -13.175 
Other Warsaw 1.5,400 6,825-

Combat NATO 5,50.0 5-,5-G"G 
aircraft United States 700 700 

Other NATO 4,.800 4,800 
, Warsaw Pact 8~500 6,8:00 
So'liet Union 6,;.;00 5,150 
Other Warsaw 2.,0UO 1,650 

Helicopters_ NATO 1 ;TOO 1,700 
UnitetLStat-es 300 .300 
Other NATO 1,400 1,400 
Warsaw Pact 1 ,:600 1,600 
Soviet Union 1,300 .1,300 
OthP.r Warsaw 300 JOO 

Figures on current holdings were released at the time of the treaty signiflg .. 
The parties have 90 days to review and· amend these declaratiOns. East 
German -equipment turnBd ovl'3r to the unified German governmBnt (2,300 
tanks. 6,500 armored cornbat vehicl~s .. 2.200 artiller; pieces .1f)0 aircr8fi, 
and 100 t:lelicopters) is not includ.e.d above. 

~-·--· ... ~MiL~ ·-



Ali11EXURE - V 

~ L~vels foP, $~ldfrngs_ of TrMty t~t¢d E([l,lipment of the Stat(Js of~¥ CIS and Geor"gi4 

(;.otl,n,tT!j,~s Tanks A c v Artitlery~_Pi~aes ppttzbq~ A it>a/r1af;? Atttgak H~Zia.op,ers ,, 

Rrl$E?ia Bt!fOO 1~480 9415 3450 lJ~O I I. I 

U'k.f>aine 4080 ~050 4040 169b 330 

P~Z<Wu~ 1800 2600 1()18 260 80 

~bldav4· 210 @~o 2so 50 50 

(Jepr~i-a 220 220 285 100 50 

~~rmeni.a 220 ~20 285 iOO 50 

~z~r>f;didan 220 220 285 100 50 

13~150 20~()00 13_,.1?5 .5 ~150 1~500 

---~---- ---.-,. --. -,-

' ' 
(Kazakhastdn have agreeq to have no holdings in the CFE area oj' applica"tiOY~:B). 

~out>de$ : the Jf)r;Jonomist (LOndon)~ l3 August 1992~ p. 38. 

and NATQ.Bevi~w (Brussels)) vpl. 10~ No. 5~ October 1992~ p. 18. 
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ANNEXURE -· V1 

In comparison to \.).S. and Soviet stockpiles, the British, 
French, and Chinese nw:lear arsenals are.relatively small, 
but still capab:le of causing mass destruction. The bib1ebdow 
describes the ·French nnelear an;enal.Wor British and Chi· 
nesc estimated :n"!ienals, J<ce the· November 1990B.nlle/iii.J 

With over 600 nuclear weaponl', the French arsenal h; 
about twice as larbe as that oflne British or·Ghinese, Total 
French mega tonnage is estimated at 13!1, a fraction of the 
·u.S~-So-viet total of some 15,000 megatons. But the French 
arsenal-is a miniature version of the U.S. and Soviet nuclear 
tria~,.with. o.:trategic bambers, silo-.based ballistkcmil'siles; 
~tl.submarine-launchettbaUistiemissiles. 

·Manned botnben; andJand-based·balfu;tie-missifes are-con-
.t:t:olled by: the Gommandement.:d~s:T.or.ces Aeri'ennt..,.: 
· St:rat:ey.iques(:FAS)::Smce·1'9b6; Mira~ IV-.E-bombers ha\Ce. 
been .outfitted with.a-!:mperso~-llit:-t()o:groundntissil~n,·.ith 
a 10Q....300kilometer 1~, tlre~Air~Sol Muy.enne Po~tee 
.(,A'SMP--),. which is sirilililr toJ.lre D .S~-SR Ai\t'IL FAS~also 
dep1Pys·S-3D ballistic missiles in hardened·undef'bTJmrnd silrn; 
on theP!ateau d'Albion:in.southea!<tern Fr.l~;neaz·J\pt. 
The ForceOceanique Stt~ue(FOS).opez-ates six .bal

listic mi.;sile submarines (SSBNsl, tive·ofwhichcare being 
upgraded'v.ith new·missiltsand warheads. The f'.rst French 

. swbmarine,L'lnjlc.riMe, is-the-only SSBN-with M-4 missiles 
\lith TN-70 warheads·. Tilf M-4 missiles canied by f,,, Ton
uaill.. L'litdomilahle, <l!HI De Ter,·ib/e-have been n·1 Fofitted 
\\ith an improved,lightez·-weight TN-71 warhead. A retrofit 
of Le Fou.droya"' will be completed in 1993. LeRedonlahle. 
>ich~duled for a 1991 retirement, will not be retrofitted. 

France abo maintain~ ,-even•~ t~·pes of what it calls "pre· 
:;tz·ategic" r:mclear forees: akc1:aft .ar.d.shmt-range.missile~ 
linked to th·e strakg·ic deterrent force~. The Miragt· 

FRE1tCJUWCLEAR-FORCES,_ 1 990 

.Delivery Range* 

2000N/ ASMP ("N'' for nucleaire) h:..s assumed the tac• ira! 
nuclear role from the Mirage III-E and Jaguar A !'<]Uachun. :\ 
wtal of% Mirage IDXJN-aircr..lft are planned, the Iastto l:x deh
en,,] by the end ofl992. ASMPs werefu-stplaccd on tlw \limi-'1' 
::!<XX IN ir~ m'*l. ReecnUy the Super Et.cndanl ~tlikc ain:mflt•n 
French aircraft. carriers have also been.outfitted with A.-;l\!P,:. 

Unlike the British nuclear forces, French forces areJlllt 
inlegrated in the U;S. Single Integrated OJ~erat!onal Plan 
(SiDPJ or the NATO General Sttike Plan . 

Weapons-underdevelopment: Development oftheS-4 IRBI'tt 
{mobile), a.t:hrcc-\\~u-head MIRV dcsi!,rncd to rcplac,· or.,-up
pk•ment French silo-based-missiles,.has invnlvethl four-.1·cm· 
del a;\', and ·its status is·unclear: 'Ehe missill' '' "1.\' he 6mce J.le< i. 
'Sh tww lliomphant-dass:Submarines~~larme<lto.enter :'('!'· 

x:j, · ·li'fnn'1~1'J.1to 200a'l'lrefiist:fhree wiii<:<U'J1~-an iin~1t1-
·~ mi:ssile withcgreater range, penetrdtion aidl',-arulihe TN· 7.5 
~li.gMer·warhead: After 2005, the remainiug three 1\:.iJ! bl:' 
,e<:jwipped:with the M.:'S, a 12'-wa.J'head, MIRVed-missile with a 
TN-76 warhead. Thc·ltades, a sh01t-mngc haHistic tni~<'iJl' 
(:~80 kiiDmetersJwith va~iable yield (up to So kiloton:- J. 
miginally designed to replace the Pluten, will e11ter :<eJTice in 
1'992, but the program may be cut ftum 90to :JO·mis.~iie:<. T11 u 
CharleHie-Gaulle-class ain:rafi carriers designet I to replace t h .... 
Cletnenceau ciass an· ,.l;mned, 1\ith sea t1iab to begin in 1 ~~)(i 
au:tLCull overations in l!I~JK The Raf<tle Dfo.t i~ de~ign.ed tu 

rt•placethc Mirage IV-P;beJ.,rinning in 1~1\JH. J.ts fi1c;t test Oit;ht 
is scheduled fur Febru;uy l!J!H.11w Fn~nch air force w;u1t.- :!.)(i 

of these pla!lf's and the na,·y plans to buy an .additional&i. The 
fjrst delin!ties shou!1l begin in I !l!Xi. The Raf:.dc ,,·ill initi·all.l· 
<:arr·~· the ASIVII'. \dJith is scheduled to lw replaced or ~uppk·· 
rnentt>d by tiH' Air-Sol Longne Portee. a longer-range mi,c-ilt· 
( J..iOO krn.J th;tt llW\' hl'jointly <fpq·J"p<·d 11·ith tlw Hriti,c); 

vehicle 
Year

deployed Numb.er (kilometers) Warhead x yfel.d Type 
Tot a~· wariH!ads 

in. stockpile 

Strategic: fof'ces 
Subrnarine-basfkf 
missiles 

Mc2Q.MS@S 
M-4A'MSBS 
M-4Blv1SHS 

LaRd-based 
missiles 

S-30 SSBS/IR8M 

Aircraft~ 

MirageJV-P 

Pl!eStr.ltegic'foFCeS 
JaguarA 
PlutonSRBM 
Super Etendard 
Mirage 2000N 

1977 
1985 
1987 

1980 

i986 

19l3"" 
1974 
l978ttt 
1988 

32 
1-6 
48-

18 

ra 

30 
44 
36 
45 

3.000 1 X 1 1111 

4,.()()(' 5.000 MIRV 6 x 15() kl 
0.000 MIRV 6 x 1 ~·1 kf 

3.580 I X I 1111 

1.508 I ASMP x 300 kl 

750 I X 6-8125 kl j 
120 1 )( 20125 kt 
650 1 ASMP X 300 kt 

1,57D 1 ASMP X 300 kl 

TN61 
fN·70 
fN71 

TN (ll 

TN·BO 

AN-52 

AN·51tt 
1N-81 
TN·81" 

Total 

.:u_ 
90 

JC 
70 
2.4 
45 

·62~ 

'BangeJo>-aircraf1 indi<:;ates .. cc:JmbalcraditJS w.tl1out-,eluelling. "The TN-81 ·•s-an-unproved TN-80 .... The Jauuar was locs.l deployed 111 1973 l)u: 
lod not carry the AN-52 nuclear bornb.urwi 19711. t·Two.-thir.ds·of theAN.-52 stockpile reportedly conSJstsof a low·yield version. and o~e·ll1ocd ,, 
·ogh-yield veFsion ttThe same basic devoceldes•gn is J:JSed lot the AN·52.gra,.r•ly bomb and !he AN. 51 Pluton warl1ead. t ttTt1ougt1 ksi 
:eployed in 1978. tbe Super Elendard did ROt carry the A~-52 until 1:981. Twen•y ·lour AStiiiP are assogne.:lto lwo squadrons 

-AN::arme nucleaire.(fission wt>apon); ASMP:-31r·.so/ moyenne portee~ ·tRBM: ·inlermPJoale·range baiJYs!tc m•ssile. MSBS: me1·so1 l;alhsi•Qu•'· 
strat~ique; SRBM: shqrt -rangecbaihstic missile~ SSBS: sol-sot-ballist,que- ~trategrque: P'i:.th~rmoAuctearre 

The But:let;i,rr. of- the ktcnnic Scientists (Chicago) 
vert... 48.,. ~ ... n~~· December 19'90 ~ p. 57. 



A81IEXlJRE -- "VII 

U-.5:-:aim Soviet strategic-nuclear fot'l:e~ 197.2-!987 
JCBMa "SLBM1 :Bom:bon. Total& 

launchers Warheads Launchers Warheads Launchers Warheads Launctwrs Wartreads 

us 1JSSR us USSR us USSR L'S USSR us USSR us USSR us USSR us USSR 

1:972- -1i054 i.547 1;644 1;647 :656 503 2.384 458 45-7 157 3573 703 2.167 2 .. 207 7.601 2.805 
,1973 1' .. 054 1:587- 1;844 1,862 -656 595 3.536 556 423 -1-57 3,505· 703 2,133 2,339 8.885 3.121 
1974 1,(b1 1.587 ·1.944 1;987 65(:. 6'79 3.824 68C 396 1~7 3.556 703 2.106 2,423 9,324 3.3713 
1975 ·1.054 1.587 2;l44 2.467 -656 771 3.968 828 396 1:51 3.716 703 2.106 2.515 9;82£ 3,998 
1976 }:.054 1.539 2,1-44- 2.71'9 656 6l9 4,688 '954 '382 157 3;604 703 2.092 2,545 10,436 4,376 
19H 1.054 1,433 2,144 ~.983 656 972 4,832 1.503 382 157 3,604 703 2;092 2,562 10,580 5.189 
1978 1,054 1,398 2,144 3,738- -656 l;I'J02 5,120 1,970 376 157 3.568 703 2.086 2.557 10,832 6.411 
1979 1;054 1,398 2,144 4.6~6 656 993 5;088 2,105 376 157 3,568 -703 2,086 2;548 10800 7,464 

. ')980 1,054 1,398 2,144 5,422 592 990 4,896 2,1:98 376 1'57 3,568 703 2,022 2;545 10,608 8,323 
-:1981 1;054 1.398· 2.154 5,722 536 -.1;038 4';916, 2~714 376 151 3;568 703 1.966 .2,593 10;688 9.139 
'1982 l.Q49. 1,398 2;149. 6;282 544 990c 4,99-2 '2.762- 328 157 3;384 703 1.921 2;545 I0;5-r5: 9)47 
1983. 1;040- 1.398 _:2.1110 6,690 56/f .. 9.78: 5;152 2.7.50 29_]_ 1:67 ~0 703 1,905 .2,543 IO:BOl 1{),143 

'1964 1:030 -1.398 _2.;l3Q 6.840 616 98-2:- 5,536 2,934 29] 160 3;84'1 685 1.943 .~0 n.soo 10~459 
19SS J.(.120 1';'398 2 ... ~ -£.840~ fi;!IS= 980 -:5,760. 3.:1'60 297 tOO 4;JQ4 935 1,965 2,535 H,974° ro.935 

. _:1986 .. L005 .1;398 .2jJcSC 6;840 640 ~- 5;632 3;P6 -31'2 l60 4-;589 1:065 1.95-7 2;506- 12.386 11.081 
1987 l.OOC' 1,392 2.3'X> '6,846 640- :948 5.~ 31408 36~1 1'55 5.010 l.llO 2,001 2,515 13;002 11.424 

Since t~-of-lhe"SA.LT Hr~ty in May 1972-lhe-~ together 
have added-0\ler 14lXXl'slrateg!c-warheads 10 tne appra<imatety 10,400-tbey 
~at-thatlime.-Applt)l(~-6;360 ~been added~since-SALT_H wa.s 

. .signett--irr.-;lu'le l9i'9. 
The United States bas always-had mor~ strategicwart.eads lhan lhe-Se.-iel 

. -~ion. This cootinues to tre so e.-en thoug_IJ the -Soviet Union bad a net 
iocrease .cJ. 8;60J warheaJ.; white-the UnitedcStates added 5,4<Xhince 1972: 
T~ us: lncteaY. is due:prlmamy io MlfMng the submarille'fleet and-add

. ing • .air41unch.!d cr~~olhe bomber fleet. The-s:Mel-rise iS:.c.Jused 
.by .lht-exteAslve MUMng--d-'llS ICSMs--.llld-SLBMs. 

The SALT ·treaties did not;olimit warheads as such; but rather focused on 
lau~. tauncher-,limits Vrt!IE:seliargdy to accomr.lOdale future programs 
and did~not radically alter the-relationship of the-different components- ol 
each"nation's-forces. fin May-2'7, 1986. P•esident Reagan annoom:ed that 
his admini<;tration WO'Jfd-no long!!r be bound by .lhe unratified StiLT II Treaty . 
In Novernbef of that yea~ a S.\LT H limit was broken and the United Stales 
remains ab:we thafceiling_ While ·tne Soviet Union has siayed within SALT. 
.It-limits. the-CIA t0Atlul'les: "In-the absence ol-aTms conttol cons-traints 
the Soviets dear!y-ha.e~tbe caPability for further expansion 1o be~n 16.CXXJ 
and 21:000 deployt: j warl>t>arf~ by-the nitd-1990s" 

u.s. LAUNCHERS 
N-umber • Type 

Soviet 

Flombm~ ~~ --- . - .. .. J,OOO ~ 

SLBMs; . 

1- ::_ - 1,000 i-

'ICBMS 

¥ear t912 1982_ 1987 1972 r97T 1982 

WARHEADS 
-U.S, 

baunche.d ---------------
from 

Nun:ber-
Sov~t 

SUlMs

lCBMs 

Year 1972 

801El"Ce .: 

-1:2;000 

8,000 

4,000: 

19.77 1982 f987 19.72 1977 
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ANNEXURE-VIII 

KNOWN~NuCLEAR TE-STS ~WORtlJWiBE, 1~45 TD~DECEMB.Elt3l, 1992 

Year 

•1"945 
t946 
l947 
•t948 

:: 194.9 
l950 
1.951 

_1952 
1953 

,1954-

1.955 
l956 

. l95Z: 
1'958 
t959 .. 

.:l~ 
l961 
1962 
1 96~ 

. 196~ 
.. 1.965 

1966. 
1967 
1"968 
t96tl 
1970 
197.1 
1972 
1.973 
1974 
197.5. 

1976 
1977 
1978 
l979 
t980 
t98J 

c r982_ 
~ 1-983 

1984 
.1'985 

·19SE 
1987 
1988 

1989 ~ 
·1990 
. 1991 
·T992 

FA 
"Ei•rht tests were conducted !n HJI19· six by. the United States CH l'otal " . ..._. 
and two b_y China. None of the other three de dared nuclear U.S; U.K. s.u. 

3 0 0 0 0 3 weapons "States tested. It is possible that there will be no 
.
0 0 0 

t-ests in 1:993. The United Stales~hns no new warhead pro-
2 ° 2 . : .g.r.ams~undei' development. Russ·iwn nnd French ch.aH.en~;c 
0 0 0 0 0 0 mor.-atorin in H1921ed.tbc U.S. Cont,'1'CHH lo mU for n lcHling 
3 ~o 0 0 0 ·3 halt until July 1993. 
0 1 0 0 0 1 Since 1945., at least 1,96U-.linown nuclear test explosiorrs 
0 0 0 0 Q o· ~ilavebeenconducted,about'85percentofthembythe..,Jinit-

16 2 0 u 0 18 ed'States and the Soviet Union. About 27 percen~ ofaH tests 
10 o 1 o o 11 ·· wereatmo:sphcric.TheUnitedStatesconclu~tea217atmo-
H 4 2 . o o 17 - sph:erictests, the So.viet Unio:n214, Qritain 21. Fran.ce 60, 
"6 7 0 0 !l lS : and-China:23., for a t.Otalo:f-52-5. The United States conducted 
ta 5 0 0 23 its ~a·s~erictestoo Nov~mber.t, 1.962:;. the Soviet 

:
0
·: _

0
° , · URion; December:~, Wli2;:tl-~e-Umted 'KJngdom,September· 

1:8 ji} -o -33 : •. ~-loo&,~Ft~ulce,.Septembet<l'li, I!i1if~~nmff:hinu,c0ctobet· lG; 
:32 ts 1 e o 54 - " r9S<t . · . • 

77 -29 5 0 0 H1 _ _ :Forthe-entire-perind t:he-~erageha.o;-beenone nucleartest 
0 ~0- :0 0 :0 0 ~~y·-nine-days. Datilt~-i.'\Gm~ach country's.fircSt explosion, 
·o 0 0 3 .0 3 tfle·r-ate-for the-United·~ is one test ev~ 18-days; the 

10 _5Q. 0 2. . 0 62 : Sov4!!t:Union,oneteste.very-22 days; Fra·nce., one test e~ry 
~6 44 2 1 -:a 143 -57 days; China, one test every 279 days.; and the Unit~ct 
44- 0 0 :3. n 47 Kingdom, one testevery3>:!U-days . 
3S 0' :3 1 49 The· Unit-ed Stntes d{)es mit 1mno;mcc.nll oHts tests. The 

36
.. -4- tJ.S . .tota1 includes U6 unannounced te~1.'S, Ute most recent 

lO 1 1 52- · ofwhicll wasccenducted~otlA]lril6, 1-990, It is lilie.ly-that seve 
43 i-5 0 7 3 i58 :era! ooz:e~ more t·emain-t& be disco.ve-red and the true U :S. 
34 17 0 3 2 56 totn!-ia~close to l,OOO. 1\venly·Rcvcn pcuccfulrmclenr explo-
45 i5 0 5 1 66 .. sions(PNEs),conductedbeiween 19Gl-1973,areincludedin 
38 16 0 a 2 56 th.t' u.s .. totul. In J:cccntycun~. the IUIOUU! Enei'!:Y Dcpurt-
35 17 0 8 t 61 ment te11ling btulgct IHlll been uppruximnlely $1i00 million. 
17 19 o 6 1 43 Vertical shaft tests cost.a1·ound $30 million each, and the 
1'8 22 0 3 2 45 more complicated hut·izoiltal-tunncl weapoas-effects tests, 
1.:6 r4. 0 ,5 .36 paid for by Uu! Defense D·epartment's Defense Nuc!.enr 

14
- A.gency, $50-&l-miUion each. 

18 1 8 42 Russia was unable to test during 1992.and may nut test 
20 15 0. 2 1 38 again anytime soon. President Mikhail Gorbachev announced 
16 17 1 4 4 44 ~on .october 6, 1991, that-a unilateral one-year moratorium 
19 18 0 6 ·1 44' W{)Uid !ake-er;ect. On Octobet· 19, Hl!i2, ltussian President 
17 ·21 .2' 8 3 57 ~ BorisYeltsinextenrl1!dthemoratorium·toJulyl,l993'-re-
1ti 29 1 9 55 .affhming his--G.clober 26, 1991, decree "On H-alting Nuclear 
t4· 2"1 3 13 52 ~apon Tests-on the Novaya Zemlya Proving Ground." 
16 22 12 o 51 Beginning-in l962, the United :Kingdom,cond:UCted 23-ofits 44-

.1:a 32 g. 1~ 61 tests jointly with the United.stat~s-at the N.evnda Test Site. 

17 2-r . 1 .. 
9 56 

Ai!CaFaing~to-a reliable SOUEce, the total-number of Fr.ench-
1'? -2S 

2 8 
·~ "'SS· -nud'ear tests is 210. We ar.e~not able to identify 17 of these 

by-date, but. we calculate that two were ntmo'3pheric, proha.-
17 -g 1- 8 0 35 -blysttfcty-test!lhetwecnl972-7·4;bwobetweeHl!nli-7T;:ll 
14· '0 1 8' 0 28 between N:o;y"t!mber l-981 and-Octoher l!l86;~amLtw.o f1·om 
llt .23 1 8 47 October 19B6~to the emf <Yf 11}9'1. Preei:s-e clating-is~diJI:'tcuit 
l4 17 0 8 1 40 becau.o;e u test may not produce an expfco~ive yield with u 
11 T 8- 0 27 sl:ismic·sigoature, either because It is a tlud or because it is 
~ ~· l 6 . 2 18 -not -intenrled to. · 

7 0 1 -6 0 14 T.he pr-ecise dales of all 38 ChJnese tests are. now known. 
6 n 0 0 2 -8 r:e-Overall total jncludes ooe lndi:an:unrlel'ground.test on 

942 .7,:,15'*' 44 21,0* 38 t 950* - ay 
18

; 
1974· 

'-~--------------' -~· -....J Negotiations for a comprehensive test ban may include a 
'Totals incllJde"S6 Soviet al"d 17 fren.;h tesrs not identifred requirement that the five declared nucl.ear powers 1livulge a 
by date, and.one-19'14 1111dergr.ound explosiGn~by India. eompiele lislof theit' tests. 
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vol. 49., no. 3., April ~993., '\p. 49. 



Russian (C.i.S.)strategic nuclear forces-are approximately 
thP. same sizeas-ay~ ago. The SS-25 intercontinental ballis
tic mbsile (I-CBM) is the or.1yweapen system in production; 
-it continues tO be fielded. There are 5till approximately 3,100 
warheads:deploy.ed in Ukraine, Kazakhstan, and Belarus. 

The terms of the START II Treaty,.signedcin Moseow on 
January 3, l!ffl3,.w-ill facilitate the RURSiansreducing to a 
level of relative parity-the 3,000-3,500wamead range that 
each side is pennittea. They will be allowed to retain some 
lCBM-silos that would otherwiSe havj! had to be-destro.Jed. 
'l'heseinclude-w-sS-18 silos; ~ich wiinre:l'eronfigured to 
hold single-warhead=S&20s, whkh t,bn:s;.Thr have been. 
.mubile.lf all-goes well=afteHatifieatmn~~meritation 
-of-the START TTheaty; tbe-104 8S-1fi-osnos at-twoJ.reles~in 
Kazakhstan,(and.at the-remaining neltl&fu~R:assia)-W;ifl be 
destroyed. A notablereatureoH.h~Ir~ty-isthat 
-aU SS-l8s must~ destreyed. Russia-r-eGe!ltly began <ieac-
tiva-t-ing_ the first-few SS-l:Ss. ~ 

The Russians Will be allowed to :keep 1-05-SS-19 ICBMs, 
but these must be "downloaded" from six to one warhead 
each. Earlier--plans were to retire all SS-l9s-. Aft.erratifica
tron and implementation of-the START I"'Ireaty, the l"&l SS-
19s·at two-fields in-Ukra~willbe-removed, and the105 
·ss..-r9s allowed untfur--ttre--treaty Wm-beclacated at-one-or 

·. both of the Russian fields. The treatycails-for the destruc
t1on of all remaining silos. The-oretically, all"other missiles 

. · 
Year 

Type Name Launchers deployed 

1CBMs 
..SS-18 M'I/M5/M6_ Satal'l 308. 19/9 
~SS-19MJ Stiletto 225. 1979 
SS·24--M1/MZ Scalj3el 36/SS 1987 
SS-25 Sickle 3-78 1&35 
Total l,003 

S~Ms 
SS-N--8M2 SawflY 17-2(1"3Tt 1.973 
SS·N-18M1 -stiflgray 224{14) 19'18 
SS-N-20 M1/M2 Sturgeon 420(6) 1983 
SS-N-23 Skiff n2f7J 19f.6-
Total e628 

-B-omber/.weapons-
Tu·95MS6 tlear--H6 25 1-984-
Tu:95MS-16 BearH-16 -so 
Tu-r60 Blackjacl< 25 l987 

TQtal ·"- too-
G~o--TOTAL 1,.731 

could be retained-v.ith the exception of the SS--18-and all 
Russian submarine-launched ballistic missiles (SLBMs) 
could-also be retained, but they would rwt b-ave iaunchcrH 
(either silos or submarines). 

The Russians plan to retire 14 Della I and four Del_ta II 
submarines, probabiy by the end vf 19.!)3. The table below 
assumes that the last Yankee !s wel'e withdnl-wn during 
1992, and that half of the Delta Is have ~iready been deacti
vated. By 1994 the- Russians will have 27 nuclear-powered 
ballistic submarines (SSB-Ns). As recently as 1990 there 
were 62.SSBNs, 3!' in the North-ern::Eleet,_and 24 in th-e 
Pacific Fleet. 'Fhere were report.soi;n.1992 that a Delta IV 
w:as.nearly finis-Ire-d -at the ·severodvimk shipyard, hut 
Dir.e.ctor orCentral- I-ntelligence.Robert-M . .Gates.told the 
Serra-te-in January'l'992~that~'wesee-for th·eiirst timejn 
decades"the tJJtalabser.ce--of anySSBN under censtruction." 
The.-C1A also reported that work-was procee-ding on a new 
:SLBfitto rep1a-cethe.SS--N~20 on_1).-phoon-classcsnbmarines, 
and a new solid"propeilant SLBM may be deployed on~ new 
class of SSBN after-2000. 

The Russian bomber farce is practically immobile, and 
re_portedly at low rates of readiness. A smail number of 
B'ear H bombers are operational, but most Blackjack 
bombers 3.-l'e-not. The Blackjacks at the Pr.iluki Air Base iu 
UK.raine are repor:tedly poor-ly maintained, ami Lhdr crews 
are in Russia . 

Warheads x yield Total Total 
(megaton) warheads -megatons 

10 X .550i.7SO(.'~'iRV) 3.080. 1,688 
6 x .550 (MIS\') 1.350 743 
10 X .550 (M:""0 920 506 

1 '.550 376 208' 
'5,720 3T145 -

1 X 1.5 i72 258 
3 x- .500 (tvliRV) 672'" 336. 
10 X .200 (~'RV) 1.200 240 
4 X. tOO (M!H\·J .M8 <15 

2,492 879 

6-AS, 15A ALCMsc:v·bombs 150 38 
1:6 AS-15A ALCMs <::<-bombs 800 200 

12 AS-158 .;c.CMso· ~2 AS-1·5 
.SRfX~s-. or ·1 2 e>::-"-nbs 300 75 

1;25.0: 3~3 

9,4-7-0 -4,350 

"Some~SS-18s carry a siRgle war:lmad, althoL19h under START all-wil!-be counted as carrying ten.- _. :der STAF:T, the number of warheads on the 
SS-1\l-18 will be counted as three. tNumber:s.in parentheses refer tc submarines. ALCM-air-iav'ClCAed cruise missile; AS-air-to-surlace mis
sile; ICBM....:..Jntercontinental ballistic missile, range greater than-:5:500-kilometers; MtRV-mCJ!!'ole--ineependen11y targetable reentry vehicles; 
St.BM-subm>rine·lauRChed baHistic missile;'SRA"M-short-rangealt-ackmissile; SSBN--'"t-;Giea·oocwered ballistic-missiiP. subrrr~rinP. 

.SOUPCe : The Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists (Chicago)~ 
vol. 49_, no. 2_, March 19.-9~3_, p. 49. 



As a ·result of submarine and bomber n:tirements, and a 
new ~mphasis on conventional-missions for the bomber 
force, the number-ofstrat~c \';eapons decreased slightly 
over the past year. 

Miriutemanll ICRMs weretakenoffalertin·September 
1991 and·are no longereonsiderefparteftbe operational 
U.S:strategicferces.By the end'oftlle year, about 90 mm
siles :had been removed from E~worth, Malmstrom, and 
Whiteman air force bases. All 450 will be removed from 

·. their silos by Nove~ber 1995. The air force has .net 
anno\meed:its-plan..tooonsolidate tmH~maining 500 Minute
man lll.ut-threebases instead of.the CW"l"P.llt four; 

Tnelast:Poseidon:C31mbrnarine-Jaunehed ballistic.missile 
(SLB1it:)-was"!"e~ thelf'AS: ThcUmseh·at_ttie 
Ciiarieston-'Naval Weapons-~in:August199'l. Posei
don deployment peaked.in 19'1S-with31 submariitel!'cauying 
496 -missiles with close to O,OO(Lwarheads. One-fJbio-cla.'lll 

. -submarine;:lhe..U .SS.Marglmtd;joifted t.he4leelduring-the 
year as the-thirteenth (out_of:an-eventual18 of"tts.class, and 
it is scheduled togo on-its first patrol in 1993. 

To supply the Atlantic based;submarines with warheads~ 
and to meet 1ower START Treat-y limits, thenavy plans to 
deconunission (by January 1995Hhe 12' submarines-carcy:ing 
'lndent.LSLBMs..As--Ofthlsprinting,Jow:submarines~(the 

Launchers/ Year 

U.S.S. James Madison, the U.S.S. Benjamin -Franklin, the 
U.S.S. Henry Stimson, and the U.S.S. Francis Scott Key) 
have been removed from serviee. The 'fr.ident l's W76 war~ 
beads will be used on the Trident lis homeported at Kings 
Bay, Georgia, supplemented by 400 W88s (the number built 
b-efore .production was halted). When START II is imple- · 
mented, the number of warheads per missile ,could be 
reduced-to asJew as four, to meet START II's 3,500 warhead 
limit. . - N 

Of-tbe..originall()(}"B-lB bombers, four have phed (the 
most.NeentM-Deeember-1, 1992), and one.iS considered"a 
test:platte aruinot a part of the Strategic Command's oper
atmnalinventory. AU -B~52Rhombers.ceased nuclear·nlis. 
-sions--by:tlleoend'~f.l992-and trave~b:een r-emoved from the 
table:-belo:w.l\bout-:-46-remain'fol! conventional-rnissiens, but 
-those--wili-aiso:be--retired. The B~i& sclreduled for deliverj 
m:.tooa_ TlHHldvanced cruise- missile (A'CM)-progrnm has 
heefl~:to-469--missiles, with _production scheduled-to be 
completed by July 1993. The W8(}.1warheims for the ACM 
.are presumably coming from ALCM reserve stocks. The 
table below shows a reduced number of ALCMs to :reflect 
the smaller bomber force and the conversion of a partion o1 
thetobrl;cto-conventional versions {known:as the ALCM~C), 
-gs,of'which.were fi:red in'the Gulf War. 

Warheads x yield Total Total 
'JYpe Name SSBNs deployed (megaton) warheads megatons* 

-----------

ICBMs 
LGM-30G Minuteman Ill: 500 

fl/lk· 1-2 (200) 
Mk-12A (300) 

L.C:iM-1 18A MX/Pear:ekeeper 50 
Total -

SLBMs 
UGM-96A Trident I C-4 
.UGM~133A T-rident-ll 0-5 
UGMJ133A Trident II D-5 
Total' 

Somber/w_eapons** 
B-18 Lancer 

B-521-:l 
Total 

.. .. · 

GRAND TOTAL 

Stratofortress 

I 

550 

320/1-6 

120/5 

440/2,1 

-95 

95 
190 

::1,180 

-~-- -- ------·· 

l97o0 
1.979 
1:986 

19-7-9 
1-992 
1990 

l986 

l961 

--------------------

'3 W£2-x .17JJ{MIRV) 
3Vfi-8 X .335 (MIRV) 

11J:W87 -X .300 (MIRV) 

.8 W76-x.f00 (MiRV) 
8 Wl6~ .1 00 (MIRV) 
8 WOO X .4 75 (M4f1V) 

{ 

Al..:GM .05-.150 
0 . BS3t6WB3 oomes 

ACM .05-.1'10-

1,500 
(600) 
(900) 
500 

-2,000 

2,560 
560 
400 

3,520 

1,200 
1,400 

300 
2,900 

404 
(102) 
(302-) 
150 

554 

256 
56 

190 
-502 

18D 
1,580 

45 
1,805 

-2,900 

*Numt:Jersmay not add due to rounding. **Bomber numbers reflect total inventory. Bombers are loaded in-a var:iety of ways 
depending on mission. 8-1 Bs do ~'='t carry ALCMs or ACMs. ACM~advanced cruise missile; AL:CM-air-launched cruise mis
sile; ICBM--intercontioental ballistic mlssil.e; range greater1baJJ-5.,500-kilometers; MIRV~multipla-ihdependently targetable 
reent,.Y.vehicles; SLBM--submariDe-launched ballistic missile; SBA'M-short-range attack missilfl; SSBN:.-nuclear-powered 
ballistic missile submarine: 

---------~--,:-~-:----::-.~--=----=-----:-=--:---:-;:-·-·--------· 
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