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Dr .  S t an l ey  Hof fmann ,  A s s o c i a t e  P r o f e s s o r  of G o v e r n m e n t ,  
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H a r v a r d  U n i v e r s i t y .  In 1957 he was  p r o m o t e d  to a s s i s t a n t  p r o f e s s o r  
and in  1959 to a s s o c i a t e  p r o f e s s o r .  Dr .  Hof fmann  ho lds  the  fo l lowing  
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U n i v e r s i t y  of P a r i s ;  MA in G o v e r n m e n t ,  H a r v a r d  U n i v e r s i t y .  He was  
a v i s i t i n g  p r o f e s s o r  at  the G r a d u a t e  School  of I n t e r n a t i o n a l  S tud ie s ,  
G e n e v a  and the F o u n d a t i o n  N a t i o n a l e  des  Sc ience  and P o l i t i q u e s ,  P a r i s  
in  1960-61.  Dr .  Hof fmann  is  the a u t h o r  of " O r g a n i z a t i o n s  I n t e r -  
n a t i o n a l e s  e t  P o u v o i s  P o l i t i q u e s  des  E t a t s ,  " P a r i s ,  1954; " L e  
M o u v e m e n t  P o u j a d e ,  " P a r i s ,  1956; " C o n t e m p o r a r y  T h e o r y  in  I n t e r -  
n a t i o n a l  R e l a t i o n s ,  " New York ,  1960; C o n t r i b u t i o n s  to " A r e a  and 
P o w e r , "  G l e n c o e ,  1957 (A. M a a s s , ( e d . )  and " F r a n c e  De fea t s  E . D . C . , "  
New York ,  1957 (R. A r o n  and D. L e r n e r  (eds . )~  a r t i c l e s  in  " W o r l d  
P o l i t i c s ,  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  O r g a n i z a t i o n ,  Revue  F r a n c a i s e  de S c i e n c e  
P o l i t i q u e . "  T h i s  i s  Dr .  H o f f m a n n ' s  f i r s t  l e c t u r e  at  the I n d u s t r i a l  
C o l l e g e .  
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THE POSITION O F  F R A N C E  IN WORLD A F F A I R S  

13 M a r c h  1962 

C A P T A I N  C A S T E L A Z O :  G e n t l e m e n ,  t oday  we c o n t i n u e  o u r  s t u d y  
of  the c o u n t r i e s  of  W e s t e r n  E u r o p e  by t ak ing  a good look at  F r a n c e .  
F o r  c e n t u r i e s ,  as  you know,  F r a n c e  has  o c c u p i e d  a c e n t r a l  p o s i t i o n  
in the a f f a i r s o f  E u r o p e  and has  had a s t r o n g  i n f l u e n c e  on the a f f a i r s  of  
the w o r l d .  F r a n c e  t oday  is one of the k e y  p a r t i c i p a n t s  in the m o v e -  
m e n t  t o w a r d  the e c o n o m i c  i n t e g r a t i o n  of W e s t e r n  E u r o p e .  

Our  s p e a k e r  th is  m o r n i n g ,  Dr .  S t an l ey  Hof fmann ,  is  a na t ive  
of A u s t r i a .  He has  spen t  m o s t  of h i s  t i m e ,  and was  e d u c a t e d ,  in 
F r a n c e .  He is now at H a r v a r d  U n i v e r s i t y  and c o m e s  to us th i s  
m o r n i n g  to t a lk  on the s u b j e c t ,  " T h e  P o s i t i o n  of  F r a n c e  in W o r l d  
A f f a i r s . "  

Dr. Hof fmann ,  it is  a p l e a s u r e  to w e l c o m e  you  to the I n d u s t r i a l  
C o l l e g e .  

DR.  HOFFMANN: I r e a d  wi th  i n t e r e s t  the l i t t l e  a c c o u n t  of  F r e n c h  
a f f a i r s  wh ich  you have  b e e n  a s k e d  to r e a d .  You wi l l  not be s u r p r i s e d  
if  I do not  a g r e e  wi th  e v e r y t h i n g  in i t .  T h e r e  a r e n ' t  two peop l e  
w r i t i n g  o r  t a l k ing  about  F r a n c e  who e v e r  a g r e e  on v e r y  m u c h .  I wou ld  
l ike  to d i s c u s s  e s s e n t i a l l y  the e v o l u t i o n  of  F r a n c e  in  the l a s t  g e n e r a -  
t ion  o r  so .  The p r o b l e m s  of  F r e n c h  f o r e i g n  p o l i c y  can  be u n d e r s t o o d  
b e s t  if  one puts  t h e m  in p e r s p e c t i v e  and if  one looks  up what  ha s  
h a p p e n e d  to F r a n c e ,  e v e r  s i n c e  the t h i r t i e s .  

If one looks  at  F r e n c h  h i s t o r y  in the 19th and 20th c e n t u r i e s  one  
has  the i m p r e s s i o n  of  a m a j o r  r e v o l u t i o n  w h i c h  did s t a r t  in  the 1930 's  
and  is not  f i n i s h e d  ye t .  T h e r e  is a s o r t  of 3 0 - y e a r  t u n n e l  t h r o u g h  
w h i c h  the F r e n c h  have  b e e n  go ing .  It l ooks ,  in  m a n y  r e s p e c t s ,  as  
i f  l ight  c o u l d  be s e e n  at  the end  of the t unne l ,  but one  n e v e r  r e a l l y  
knows ,  g i v e n  e s p e c i a l l y  the d i v a g a t i o n s  of  F r e n c h  d o m e s t i c  p o l i t i c s .  
If  you l ooked  a t  F r a n c e  b e f o r e  the 1930 ' s  you would  have  g o t t e n  the 
i m p r e s s i o n  of a f a i r l y  b a l a n c e d  o r  h a r m o n i o u s  p o l i t i c a l  and s o c i a l  
s y s t e m ,  one  w h i c h  had  b e e n  v e r y  s t a b l e  for  v e r y  long .  T h e r e  was  a 
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un i ty  of F r e n c h  d o m e s t i c ,  e c o n o m i c ,  and f o r e i g n  p o l i c i e s  un t i l  the  
t h i r t i e s ,  wh ich  is v e r y  s t r i k i n g ,  r e t r o s p e c t i v e l y .  It was  a s o c i e t y  
w h i c h  p r i d e d  i t s e l f  on i ts  b a l a n c e  b e t w e e n  a g r i c u l t u r e  and i n d u s t r y ;  
w h i c h  was  p roud  of  be ing  at  the s a m e  t i m e  a m a j o r  i n d u s t r i a l  p o w e r  
but a l so  one in wh ich  t r a d i t i o n a l  p r e i n d u s t r i a l  v a l u e s  and  f o r c e s  w e r e  
s t i l l  v e r y  s t r o n g .  It p r i d e d  i t s e l f  on not go ing  a l l  the w a y  in  the r a c e  
to i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  and m e c h a n i z a t i o n  w h i c h  was  s w e e p i n g  G e r m a n y ,  
o r  E n g l a n d ,  o r  the Uni ted  S t a t e s .  T h u s ,  i t  was  a s o c i e t y  which  was  
r e s i s t i n g  m a s s i v e  i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  and  in wh ich  the p e a s a n t s  s t i l l  
p l a y e d  a v e r y  i m p o r t a n t  ~ r o l e .  

It was  e n d o w e d  wi th  a p o l i t i c a l  s y s t e m :  tha t  of the T h i r d  R e p u b l i c ,  
w h i c h  d e s p i t e  a l l  i ts  v i c e s  (which  w e r e  d i s c o v e r e d  s i n c e )  s e e m e d  to 
fit the  s o c i e t y  a d m i r a b l y .  You w e r e  d e a l i n g  wi th  a s o c i e t y  w h i c h  had ,  
p o l i t i c a l l y ,  e s s e n t i a l l y  two c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  One was  the  bulk of  the 
popu la t i on ,  p r a c t i c a l l y  e v e r y b o d y  e x c e p t  the w o r k e r s ,  a g r e e d  on a 
d e s i r e  for  the s t a t u s  quo; not  too m u c h  i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n ,  not  too m u c h  
l i q u i d a t i o n  of wha t  was  lef t  of  t r a d i t i o n a l  F r a n c e ,  and t h e r e f o r e  a 
p o l i t i c a l  s y s t e m  w h i c h  was  o r g a n i z e d  in s u c h  a w a y  tha t  no m a j o r  s o c i a l  
r e f o r m s  and  in p a r t i c u l a r ,  no m a j o r  d r i v e s  t o w a r d  i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  
cou ld  t ake  p l a c e .  

S e c o n d l y ,  you w e r e  a l s o  d e a l i n g  wi th  a s o c i e t y ,  wh ich ,  e v e r  s i n c e  
the r e v o l u t i o n ,  has  b e e n  sp l i t  i n t e l l e c t u a l l y  a n u m b e r  of  w a y s ,  qu i te  
i n d e p e n d e n t l y  of e c o n o m i c  p o s i t i o n ,  s o c i a l  c l a s s ,  e t c .  Now, to 
a c c o m m o d a t e  t h o s e  t r a d i t i o n a l  i d e o l o g i c a l  c l e a v a g e s ,  one n e e d e d  a 
p o l i t i c a l  s y s t e m  w h i c h  was  so  o r g a n i z e d  tha t  the c o n f l i c t i n g  i d e o l o g i e s  
c o u l d  l ive  in r e l a t i v e  p e a c e ;  cou ld  c o e x i s t  wi thou t  e x t e r m i n a t i n g  one  
a n o t h e r .  T h i s  was  the s y s t e m  of the T h i r d  R e p u b l i c  and i t  s u i t e d  the 
s o c i e t y  v e r y  w e l l .  Only,  the p r i c e  w h i c h  it had to pay  was  a p r i c e  
w h i c h  did n o t b e c o m e  too n o t i c e a b l e  un t i l  the  t h i r t i e s .  The  p r i c e  it had  
to pay was  the p r i c e  of a p o l i t i c a l  s y s t e m  in w h i c h  the d o m i n a n t  e l e m e n t  
was  the l e g i s l a t u r e  and the e x e c u t i v e  w a s  r a t h e r  w e a k .  

Now,  W o r l d  W a r  I was  fought  and won  wi th  a p o l i t i c a l  s y s t e m  l ike  
th i s ;  s i m p l y  b e c a u s e  d u r i n g  W o r l d  W a r  I there  had  b e e n  enough  n a t i o n a l  
u n i t y  to c o v e r  the d e f e c t s  of  the p o l i t i c a l  s y s t e m .  It is  o n l y  in  the 
t h i r t i e s  tha t  the  ~ e a k n e s s e s  a p p e a r .  T h e y  a p p e a r e d  b e c a u s e  of  the 
n a t u r e  of  the c h a l l e n g e .  It was  a c h a l l e n g e  i m p o r t e d  f r o m  the o u t s i d e .  
In the f i r s t  p l a c e ,  i t  was  the i m p a c t  of the  d e p r e s s i o n .  You w e r e  
d e a l i n g  wi th  a s o c i e t y  wh ich  did not have  a v e r y  l a r g e  n a t i o n a l  i n c o m e ,  
and  in w h i c h  the g r o u p s  w e r e  u s e d  to hav ing  a c e r t a i n  s h a r e  of  i t .  
When  the cake  s t a r t e d  to s h r i n k ,  the ba t t l e  for  the d i s t r i b u t i o n  of  the 
c a k e  got  m u c h  m o r e  v i o l e n t ,  and m a n y  of  the  d i f f i cu l t i e s  of  the  t h i r t i e s  
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have  to be s e e n  in tha t  l igh t .  F i g h t s  b e t w e e n  v a r i o u s  g r o u p s  t r y i n g  to 
p r e s e r v e  t h e i r  s t a n d a r d  of  l i fe  and t h e i r  s h a r e  of the n a t i o n a l  i n c o m e  
r a g e d  in  a na t i on  w h i c h  w a s  hi t  l a t e ,  but v e r y  h a r d ,  by the d e p r e s s i o n ,  
not  in  the f o r m  of  m a s s i v e  u n e m p l o y m e n t  ( t h e r e  was  v e r y  l i t t l e )  but in 
the f o r m  of a g e n e r a l  d e c l i n e  in  the i n c o m e ,  in the s t a n d a r d  of l i v ing ,  
and  w h i c h  was  s e e m i n g l y  i n c a p a b l e  in c a p a c i t y  to r e c o v e r  s w i f t l y .  

The  s e c o n d  a s p e c t  of the c h a l l e n g e  was  a division a m o n g  the F r e n c h  
as  to how to d e a l  wi th  the new G e r m a n  t h r e a t .  In one r e s p e c t ,  the 
v i c t o r y  of  W o r l d  W a r  I had b e e n  a v e r y  d a n g e r o u s  one;  the F r e n c h  w e r e  
le f t  o v e r c o m m i t t e d ,  and  fac ing  a n e i g h b o r  which  was  p o t e n t i a l l y  m u c h  
s t r o n g e r  t h a n t h e y  w e r e .  When  H i t l e r  c a m e  to p o w e r  the i m p a c t  of the 
r e v i v a l  of G e r m a n y  on the F r e n c h  was  a h i g h l y  d i v i s i v e  one .  If the 
p o l i t i c a l  s y s t e m  had  b e e n  s t r o n g e r ;  i f  the e x e c u t i v e  had  b e e n  m o r e  ab l e  
to hand le  both the d e p r e s s i o n  and  the new t h r e a t  f r o m  G e r m a n y ,  m a y b e  
the de fea t  of  1940 cou ld  have  been  a v o i d e d .  But the s y s t e m  was  too 
w e a k  and s i m p l y  c o l l a p s e d  w h e n  m i l i t a r y  de f ea t  c a m e  in June  1940. 

Now,  e v e r  s i n c e  tha t  d e f e a t  a r e v o l u t i o n  has  been  t ak ing  p l a c e .  
L ike  m a n y  r e v o l u t i o n s  it has  gone u n n o t i c e d  for  a long t i m e  b e c a u s e  i t  
ha s  b e e n  e s s e n t i a l l y  an  e c o n o m i c  and  s o c i a l  one ,  and a l s o  a r e v o l u t i o n  
in f o r e i g n  pol icy."  What  has  a t t r a c t e d  m o s t  of the a t t e n t i o n  has  b e e n  
the  c o n t i n u i t y  of d o m e s t i c  p o l i t i c a l  d i f f i cu l t i e s  and h e n c e  the i m p r e s -  
s i o n  has  p e r s i s t e d  that  not v e r y  m u c h  has  c h a n g e d .  

But  beh ind  th is  t r o u b l e d  f a c a d e ,  a g r e a t  d e a l  has  t a k e n  p l a c e .  It 
s e e m s  to m e  tha t  the m a i n  e v e n t  w h i c h  h i s t o r i a n s  a r e  go ing  to p i ck  out  
( a f t e r  the ac t ,  as  u s u a l ,  and wi th  the bene f i t  of  h inds ight}  is what  c a n  
o n l y  be c a l l e d  a c o l l e c t i v e  d e c i s i o n  to i n d u s t r i a l i z e  and to m o d e r n i z e ,  
and  I have  a f ee l i ng  tha t  M r .  F o x ' s  p i e c e ,  wh ich  you  have  r e a d ,  did 
not  pay  enough  a t t e n t i o n  to t h i s .  The  d e c i s i o n  c a m e  and  was  e n f o r c e d  
in  a r a t h e r  p e c u l i a r  way .  T h e  F r e n c h  s y s t e m  h a s  t r a d i t i o n a l l y  b e e n  
a h i g h l y  c e n t r a l i z e d  one e s s e n t i a l l y  fo r  h i s t o r i c a l  r e a s o n s .  C o n s e -  
q u e n t l y ,  the whole  p r o c e s s  of  i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  has  b e e n  a p r o c e s s  
f r o m  the top .  

What  h a p p e n e d  was  tha t  in  1944 to 1946 the d i r e c t i o n  of  the 
n a t i o n a l  e c o n o m y  w a s  put in the h a n d s  of  the  g o v e r n m e n t - - i n  the hands  
of the S t a t e - - p r e c i s e l y  b e c a u s e  of  a g e n e r a l  f e e l i ng  wh ich  g r e w  in the 
R e s i s t a n c e ,  tha t  the s o c i a l  and  e c o n o m i c  w e a k n e s s e s  of  p r e w a r  F r a n c e  
w e r e  due to a l a r g e  ex t en t  to the n o n i n t e r v e n t i o n  of  the Sta te ;  the 
f e e l i n g  tha t  t h o s e  w e a k n e s s e s  w e r e  the p r i c e  of a s o c i a l  and  p o l i t i c a l  
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s y n t h e s i s  which  lef t  the g o v e r n m e n t  out of  s o c i a l  a f f a i r s .  The  f ee l i ng  
g r e w  that  the on ly  way in which  one could  change  the p o l i t i c a l  s y s t e m  
of F r a n c e  would be to r e v e r s e  th is  and to g ive  the g o v e r n m e n t  t h o s e  
p o w e r s  which  it had n e v e r  had .  

The  n a t i o n a l i z a t i o n s  of  s o m e  of the key  i n d u s t r i e s  and of bank ing  
in 1945-46 and the c r e a t i o n  of a h igh c o m m i s s i o n  for p lann ing ,  have ,  
b e e n  an a b s o l u t e l y  d e c i s i v e  f ac to r .  The  m o v e m e n t  o r  i m p u l s e  which  
was  thus g i v e n  f r o m  the top was  t r a n s m i t t e d  d o w n w a r d  e s s e n t i a l l y  to 
the l e a d e r s  of  big i n d u s t r i e s .  T h e y  had to r e l y  on the  State at f i r s t  
b e c a u s e  of  the a b s e n c e  of r e s o u r c e s  in 1944, and unt i l  1950 o r  1951. 
P r i v a t e  i n d u s t r y  d e p e n d e d  a l m o s t  e n t i r e l y  upon the State  for  s u p p o r t  
and  the State  u s e d  th is  p o s i t i o n  r a t h e r  c l e v e r l y .  T h e r e  was  in F r a n c e  
an old t r a d i t i o n  of State e n c o u r a g e m e n t  to i n d u s t r y  and  a g r i c u l t u r e ,  but 
v e r y  of ten ,  e s p e c i a l l y  u n d e r  the T h i r d  Repub l i c ,  it  had t aken  the 
r e s t r i c t i v e  f o r m  of p r o t e c t i o n i s m ;  t a r i f f  p r o t e c t i o n ,  the c l o s i n g  of 
i n d u s t r i e s  a g a i n s t  c o m p e t i t i o n ,  s u b s i d i e s  to s h i e l d  i n d u s t r i e s  f r o m  
d o m e s t i c  o r  f o r e i g n  c o m p e t i t i o n ,  e t c .  A f t e r  the w a r ,  the g o v e r n m e n t  
c o n t i n u e d  a p o l i c y  of  a id ,  but s a w  to it that  th is  a id  i n s t e a d  of s e r v i n g ,  
so  to s p e a k ,  as w h e e l - c h a i r s ,  now p lay  the r o l e  as  c r u t c h e s ;  it gave ,  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  to the s t e e l  i n d u s t r y ,  s i z a b l e  quan t i t i e s  of  m o n e y ,  but on 
cond i t i on  of m o d e r n i z a t i o n ,  h e a v y  i n v e s t m e n t s ,  in o t h e r  w o r d s ,  g e n e r a l  
c h a n g e .  This  p r o v e d  e f f e c t i v e  and r e s u l t e d  in t u r n  in a g r a d u a l  t u r n -  
o v e r  of the l e a d e r s h i p  of  i n d u s t r i a l  and  a g r i c u l t u r a l  g r o u p s .  The p r e -  
w a r  l e a d e r s  of a g r i c u l t u r e  and  buskness  w e r e ,  on the whole ,  p r o t e c -  
t i o n i s t s ,  r e s t r i c t i o n i s t s ,  and w h a t t h e  F r e n c h  c a l l  M a l t h u s i a n s .  The  
p r e s e n t  l e a d e r s h i p  is r a t h e r  d i f f e r e n t .  It is  c o m p o s e d  of peop le  who 
a r e  m u c h  m o r e  wi l l ing  to expand,  to m o d e r n i z e ,  to c o n c e n t r a t e ,  to go 
a f t e r  m a r k e t s  i n s t e a d  of  the r e v e r s e ,  and they  have kept  the  l e v e l  of 
i n v e s t m e n t  e x t r e m e l y  high;  they  a r e  m u c h  l e s s  a f r a i d  of  c o m p e t i t i o n  
than  b e f o r e .  It has  t aken  about  15 y e a r s ,  but th is  is not long if one 
looks  at what  had  h a p p e n e d  in the pas t .  

If one looks  at the s t a t e  of the F r e n c h  e c o n o m y  now, the s u r p r i s -  
ing th ing  is  that  it b e c o m e s  l e s s  and l e s s  d i f f e r e n t  f r o m  the e c o n o m y  
of any o t h e r  m a j o r  i n d u s t r i a l  s o c i e t y ;  we find the s a m e  g rowth  of the  
t e r t i a r y  s e c t o r s ,  the s a m e  g r o w t h  of w h i t e - c o l l a r  m i d d l e  c l a s s e s ,  the 
s a m e  d e c l i n e  in a g r i c u l t u r e  as  e v e r y w h e r e  e l s e .  The  t r o u b l e s ,  F r a n c e  
had wi th  i ts  p e a s a n t s  in 1961 w e r e  not so  m u c h  the p r o t e s t s  of o b s o l e t e  
g r o u p s  on the way  out as  the p r o t e s t s  of g r o u p s  who had spen t  l a r g e  
a m o u n t s  of m o n e y  buying m a c h i n e s ,  t r a c t o r s ,  and f e r t i l i z e r s - -  in  o t h e r  
w o r d s ,  expand ing  and m o d e r n i z i n g ,  and who found that  they  w e r e  now 
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in  debt  and that  t h e i r  i n c o m e  had not i n c r e a s e d  as m u c h  as  that  of  
i n d u s t r y .  It is  a t r o u b l e  of  g r o w t h  r a t h e r  than  a p r o b l e m  of d e c l i n e ,  
w h i c h  does  not p r e v e n t  it f r o m  be ing  v e r y  s e r i o u s .  What  is  more  
s e r i o u s  is the f o r m  w h i c h  those  d e m o n s t r a t i o n s  have  t a k e n .  But th is  
i s  c o n n e c t e d  to t h e  d o m e s t i c  p o l i t i c a l  s i t u a t i o n  to which  I w i l l  c o m e .  
T h e  F r e n c h  p e a s a n t  p r o b l e m  is not  d i f f e r e n t  f r om the p e a s a n t  p r o b l e m  
in  any  o t h e r  i n d u s t r i a l  s o c i e t y .  In fac t ,  it is  l e s s  to s o m e  ex t en t ,  
s e r i o u s  than  f a r m  p r o b l e m s  s o m e t i m e s  a r e  in th is  c o u n t r y .  Anyhow,  
t h e r e  has  b e e n  a k ind of n a t i o n a l  d e c i s i o n  to c h a n g e  a v e r y  c o z y  but 
s o m e w h a t  c r a m p e d  s o c i a l  s y s t e m ,  and to m o d e r n i z e  and expand ,  e v e n  
if  it  m a k e s  the F r e n c h  look  m o r e  l ike  A m e r i c a n s ,  a th ing  wh ich  t h e y  
have  r e s i s t e d  d e s p e r a t e l y  in the p a s t .  

We find at  the s a m e  t i m e  and  due to the s a m e  c i r c u m s t a n c e s ,  
e s p e c i a l l y  the c i r c u m s t a n c e s  of the w a r ,  a b e g i n n i n g  of an a d j u s t m e n t  
in f o r e i g n  p o l i c y .  When  I s p e a k  of  the w a r ,  I m e a n  both the i m p a c t  of  
the o c c u p a t i o n  r e g i m e ,  the V i c h y  r e g i m e ,  and the i m p a c t  of the r e s i s t -  
a n c e  f o r c e s  and  of  G e n e r a l  D e G a u l l e .  T h o s e  i m p a c t s  have  c o n v e r g e d  in  
a r a t h e r  p a r a d o x i c a l  way:  t h e y  have  both  c o n t r i b u t e d  to the r e o r i e n t a -  
, i on  of  F r e n c h  f o r e i g n  p o l i c y .  

If one wan t s  to c h a r a c t e r i z e  t r a d i t i o n a l  F r e n c h  f o r e i g n  po l i cy ,  I 
th ink  one c a n  do it wi th  t h r e e  k e y  w o r d s .  P o w e r ,  r a n k ,  and p r e s t i g e .  
P r e s t i g e  has  m e a n t  p r i d e  in the u n i v e r s a l i t y  of  F r e n c h  v a l u e s .  R a n k  
has  m e a n t  e s s e n t i a l l y  a c o n c e r n  for  be ing  a m o n g  the m a j o r  p o w e r s .  
And as for power, the traditional French conception was a very Roman 
one; a notion of power as essentially military and terrltorial; large 
quantities of people under onels flag and in one's army. One of the 
reasons why decolonization has been so difficult has been precisely 
this territorial conception of power, which made of France's empire 
both a supreme expression of French power and evidence of this 
universality of French values to which I have referred. It was a 
thoroughly uneconomic conception of colonies, and needless to say, if 
one has a more commercial conception of colonies, disengagement 
becomes much more easy than if one sees in onets empire onets main 
condition of grandeur and the main symbol of one's values. 

But a n y w a y ,  even  d u r i n g  the w a r ,  a need  was  fe l t  to r e a d j u s t  to the  
outside world. There arose, in particular, a feeling of European 
solidarity which found its expression even in the Resistance parties 
or Resistance Movement's platforms during the war; a feeling that only 
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in  E u r o p e a n  s o l i d a r i t y  cou ld  F r a n c e  find a g a i n  an  a v e n u e  t o w a r d  r a n k  
a f t e r  the w a r .  The  e x p e r i e n c e  which  the F r e n c h  had wi th  the G e r m a n s  
did not e v e n  d e t r a c t  f r om th i s .  

What  a l s o  e m e r g e d  f r o m  the w a r  was  the g e n e r a l  r e a l i z a t i o n  tha t  
the r e v o l u t i o n  of the F r e n c h  i n d u s t r y  and e c o n o m y  was  an i n d i s p e n s a b l e  
p r e r e q u i s i t e  to a new e f f e c t i v e  f o r e i g n  p o l i c y .  To  a v e r y  l a r g e  e x t e n t  
the F r e n c h  have  b e e n  w i l l i ng  to ge t  a w a y  f r o m  t h e i r  pa s t  s t a t e  of  
e c o n o m i c  and  s o c i a l  b a l a n c e ,  of w h i c h  t hey  had  b e e n  e x t r e m e l y  p r o u d ,  
and to t h r o w  t h e m s e l v e s  into the co l a  w a t e r s  of i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n ,  not 
o n l y  b e c a u s e  t hose  w a t e r s  w e r e  w a r m e d  by the g o v e r n m e n t  w h o s e  
p l a n n i n g  and  o t h e r  e c o n o m i c  p o l i c i e s  m a d e  r i s k s  r e l a t i v e l y  e a s y  to t ake ,  
but  a l s o  b e c a u s e  of an  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  that  in the p o s t w a r  w o r l d ,  the 
t r a d i t i o n a l  c o n c e p t  of p o w e r  s i m p l y  was  not enough;  that  m i l i t a r y  p o w e r  
i t s e l f  now d e p e n d e d  upon e c o n o m i c  and i n d u s t r i a l  s t r e n g t h .  In o t h e r  
w o r d s ,  one of  the k e y  r e a s o n s  for  th is  g e n e r a l  a c c e p t a n c e  of  i n d u s t r i a l -  
i z a t i o n  has  b e e n  a d e s i r e  to p l a y  a g a i n  a s i g n i f i c a n t  r o l e  in f o r e i g n  
p o l i c y  in  a c e n t u r y  in  w h i c h  on ly  a m a j o r  i n d u s t r i a l  p o w e r  c a n  p l a y  o n e .  
Th i s  is an  e x t r e m e l y  i m p o r t a n t  f a c t o r  and  one w h i c h  is  g e n e r a l l y  o v e r -  
l o o k e d  a m o n g  f o r e i g n e r s  and in the Uni t ed  S ta te s  in p a r t i c u l a r .  

One of  the r e a s o n s  why  d e c o l o n i z a t i o n  has  been  so  d i f f i cu l t  ha s  
b e e n  p r e c i s e l y  tha t  i t  c a m e  at a t i m e  w h e n  the F r e n c h  fel t  tha t  t h e y  w e r e  
e n g a g e d  in a p r o c e s s  of d o m e s t i c  r e j u v e n a t i o n ,  so  as  to be ab le  to p l a y  
once  a g a i n  a m a j o r  r o l e  in f o r e i g n  po l i cy ,  and t h e r e f o r e  t h o s e  " w i n d s  
of  c h a n g e "  which  s e e m e d  to be t h r e a t e n i n g  t h e i r  h o u s e  w e r e  p a r t i c u -  
l a r l y  u n w e l c o m e  at a t i m e  w h e n  the F r e n c h  w e r e  t r y i n g  to r e b u i l d  a 
b e t t e r  h o u s e .  The  a n t i c o l o n i a l  t e m p e s t  was  r e s e n t e d  as  u n t i m e l y  and 
u n f a i r .  

P r e c i s e l y ,  on the o t h e r  hand ,  the w a r  p e r i o d  had had  one  f a i r l y  
d i s a s t r o u s  i n f l u e n c e .  F o r  four  y e a r s  the F r e n c h  in M e t r o p o l i t a n  
F r a n c e  w e r e  cu t  off  f r o m  the o u t s i d e  w o r l d .  T h e y  got  a s e n s e  of 
E u r o p e a n  s o l i d a r i t y ,  but t h e y  did not qui te  r e a l i z e  wha t  was  go ing  on 
in what  we now c a l l  the u n d e r d e v e l o p e d  p a r t s  of  the w o r l d .  And as  for  
t h o s e  F r e n c h  who w e r e  f igh t ing  o u t s i d e ,  a r o u n d  DeGaul le ,  in p a r t i c u l a r ,  
t h e y  w e r e  so  m u c h  and so d e e p l y  e n g a g e d  in  the ba t t l e  for  m a i n t e n a n c e  
of  F r e n c h  p o w e r  and  F r e n c h  r a n k ,  tha t  t h e y  did not  t ake  t h o s e  w i n d s  of 
c h a n g e  s u f f i c i e n t l y  into a c c o u n t  e i t h e r .  In  a way ,  e v e r y t h i n g  c o n t r i b u t e d  
to c l o s i n g  F r e n c h  m i n d s  on the i s s u e s  of  c o l o n i e s ;  the fac t  tha t  a 
m i l l i o n  o r  two m i l l i o n  F r e n c h m e n ,  d e p e n d i n g  on the p e r i o d ,  w e r e  a w a y  
in  G e r m a n y  in P r i s o n e r  of W a r  C a m p s ;  the fact  tha t  the R e s i s t a n c e  
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people concentrated on the fight against the Germans; the fact that 
DeGaulle and his Army concentrated on the restoration of French 
prestige; the fact that haany of the Vichyites were not at all collabora- 
tionists, but old~fashionednationalists for whom the empire was the 
one card the French still had; all this didn't make adjustment after 
t h e  w a r  i n  t h e  c o l o n i a l  a r e a  a n y  l e s s  d i f f i c u l t .  

Now, if we look at what has been done in foreign policy since the 
war, we find that many good things have been accomplished, but also 
that the balance sheet is mixed. All the major crises in French politics 
after the war have been crises of foreign policy. The purely domestic 
crises are pretty much forgotten by now. But if you look at the main 
domestic battles, they were battles over the European Defense Com- 
munity, over Indo-China, over Algeria, sometimes, in the very be- 
ginning, over France's choice between East and West, but not purely 
domestic issues. 

If  o n e  l o o k s  a t  t h e  m o r e  s u n n y  s i d e  o n e  s e e s  t h e  g a p  b e t w e e n  
F r a n c e  a n d  t h e  o u t s i d e  w o r l d  w h i c h  s t i l l  e x i s t e d  in  1945 h a s  b e e n  
c l o s e d  to  a v e r y  l a r g e  e x t e n t .  T h e  r o a d  h a s  c e r t a i n l y  n o t  b e e n  a v e r y  
e a s y  o n e ,  b u t  i t  i s  i n c o n c e i v a b l e  n o w  t h a t  a n y b o d y  w o u l d  c h a l l e n g e ,  
f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  F r a n c e ' s  m e m b e r s h i p  in  t h e  A t l a n t i c  c o a l i t i o n ,  e v e n  
t h o u g h  in  t h e  b e g i n n i n g ,  a r o u n d  1947 o r  1948 t h e r e  w a s  a f a i r l y  s t r o n g  
c h a l l e n g e  f r o m  e i t h e r  the  n e u t r a l i s t s  o n  t h e  l e f t ,  o r  f r o m  u l t r a -  
n a t i o n a l i s t s  o n  t h e  r i g h t .  W h a t  h a s  b e e n  a c c o m p l i s h e d  c a n  go  u n d e r  
f o u r  h e a d i n g s .  T h e  f i r s t  o n e ,  o f  c o u r s e ,  i s  t h i s  p r o g r e s s  o f  i n d u s -  
t r i a l i z a t i o n  which I have mentioned. It has been very important from 
the point of view of foreign policy because it has cured many of the 
French over a period of about 15 years, of the sense of failure which 
had developed in the thirties due to the depression; then in the forties 
because of the occupation; and then during the postwar financial 
disorders. To this extent, the sense of failure has been eliminated, 
and it is very interesting to compare, for instance, the attitude of 
businessmen toward the European coal and steel community in 1950 
and 1951, when they were almost, to a man, opposed to it because 
they were afraid of German domination, with the very general and 
sometimes enthusiastic acceptance of the Common Market by the same 
businessmen 10 years later. They now realized that not only would 
France not be submerged in the process of economic unification, but 
also that France had made enough progress to win a considerable 
amount of new markets and new strength from such an experiment. 
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The s e c o n d  ga in  has  p r e c i s e l y  been  a de f in i t i ve  a c c e p t a n c e  of a 
E u r o p e a n  C o m m u n i t y .  What  was s t i l l  u n c l e a r  by 1945 was how 
G e r m a n y  would  fit into the F r e n c h  p i c t u r e  of c o o p e r a t i o n  wi th  W e s t e r n  
E u r o p e .  The f i r s t  F r e n c h  po l i cy  toward  G e r m a n y  was an  e x t r e m e l y  
r e p r e s s i v e  and r e s t r i c t i v e  one .  But when  th is  po l i cy  fa i led;  when  it 
b e c a m e  obv ious  that  F r a n c e  would not be ab le  a l l  by h e r s e l f  t o  fo rce  
a d i s m e m b e r m e n t  of  G e r m a n y ,  an i n t e r n a t i o n a l  o c c u p a t i o n  of the Rubs ,  
e t c . ,  it  a p p e a r e d  that  the s o l u t i o n  of the F r a n c o - G e r m a n  p r o b l e m  
could  be found wi th in  the  con tex t  of  the W e s t e r n  E u r o p e a n  po l i cy  o f  
i n t e g r a t i o n .  The m a n  who de f ined  F r e n c h  f o r e i g n  po l i cy  as it s t i l l  i s ,  
I th ink,  is R o b e r t  Schuman ,  when  he sa id ,  " N e v e r  l e a v e  G e r m a n y  to 
h e r s e l f . "  Th i s  has  b e e n  the po l i cy  fo l lowed ,  wi th  d i f f e r e n t  s h a d e s  and  
d i f f e r e n t  t ones  by e v e r y  F r e n c h  G o v e r n m e n t  s i n c e  1950, wi thout  any 
b r e a k  w h e n  DeGaul le  c a m e  back  to p o w e r .  I s o m e t i m e s  have  the f ee l i ng  
that  what  b rough t  G e n e r a l  DeGaul le  and C h a n c e l l o r  A d e n a u e r  t o g e t h e r  
was  e x a c t l y  the s a m e  th ing that  b rough t  C h a n c e l l o r  A d e n a u e r  and 
R o b e r t  S c h u m a n  t o g e t h e r  10 y e a r s  e a r l i e r ;  I m e a n ,  a c o m m o n  
d i s t r u s t  of the G e r m a n s !  Th i s  has  b e e n  f a i r l y  con t inuous ;  a f ee l i ng  
tha t  the G e r m a n  p r o b l e m  would  be s o l v e d  only  if G e r m a n y  can  be t i ed  
so s o l i d l y  to W e s t e r n  "Europe  that  i t  would  not be t e m p t e d  to t r y  too 
i n d e p e n d e n t  a f o r e i g n  po l i cy  aga in .  

Now, when  I s ay  t h e r e  has  b e e n  no b r e a k  h e r e  when  G e n e r a l  
DeGau l l e  c a m e  back  to power ,  th is  i s ,  p e r h a p s ,  s u r p r i s i n g  to s o m e  of 
you, s i n c e  we r e a d  in  the p a p e r  a l l  the t i m e  about  the big ba t t l e s  
b e t w e e n  s u p r a n a t i o n a l i s t s a n d  DeGau l l e t s  m u c h  m o r e  t r a d i t i o n a l  
c o n c e p t i o n o f E u r o p e a n  i n t e g r a t i o n .  H e r e ,  d i s t i n c t i o n  has  to be m a d e .  
G e n e r a l  DeGaul le  and his  d o m e s t i c  opponen t s  who would  l ike  a s w i f t e r  
p o l i t i c a l  i n t e g r a t i o n  of E u r o p e  s h a r e  at l e a s t  one b e l i e f  wh ich  d i s -  
t i n g u i s h e s  the F r e n c h  p o s i t i o n  f rom the B r i t i s h  one .  It is a b e l i e f  
that  the s c o p e  of the c o m m i t m e n t  a c c e p t e d  by the E u r o p e a n  Six shou ld  
be as  l a r g e  as  p o s s i b l e ;  that  the E u r o p e a n  C o m m u n i t y  which  is be ing  
bui l t  shou ld  ex t end  not oa ly  to e c o n o m i c  and c o m m e r c i a l  m a t t e r s ,  but 
a l so  to m i l i t a r y ,  cu l tu ra l ,  and p o l i t i c a l  m a t t e r s .  I th ink  i t  is on th i s  
i s s u e  of  the s c o p e  of the c o m m i t m e n t  that  the d i f f e r e n c e s  b e t w e e n  
G r e a t  B r i t a i n  and the C o n t i n e n t a l  Six have  b e e n  deep  and con t inue  to be 
deep .  W h e r e  DeGaul le  d i s a g r e e s  wi th  m a n y  o t h e r  p o l i t i c a l  l e a d e r s  in 
F r a n c e  is  on the i n s t i t u t i o n a l  e n f o r c e m e n t  of  th is  c o m m i t m e n t .  
DeGau l l e  b e l i e v e s  that  it s h o u l d  a l l  be h a n d l e d  e s s e n t i a l l y  by i n t e r -  
g o v e r n m e n t a l  n e g o t i a t i o n s .  The  o t h e r s  have  m o r e  fai th i n  s u p r a -  
n a t i o n a l  ins t i tu t ions . .  I would  s u b m i t  that  i t  does  not m a k e  v e r y  m u c h  
d i f f e r e n c e .  E v e n  s m a l l  d i f f e r e n c e s  can  be b lown by the F r e n c h  into 
m a j o r  i d e o l o g i c a l  c iv i l  w a r s ,  but th is  is p a r t  of what  a n t h r o p o l o g i s t s ,  



9 

I g a t h e r ,  have  now s topped  ca l l i ng  na t i ona l  c h a r a c t e r  l I th ink  th is  is  
s t i l l  na t iona l  c h a r a c t e r  and nothing can  be done about  it .  

On the o t h e r  hand,  if  you go beh ind  the m o u n t a i n ' s  of  w o r d s ,  you 
wi l l  find a l i t t l e  m o u s e .  B e c a u s e ,  if  you look at the way in which  the 
E u r o p e a n  i n s t i t u t i ons  have d e v e l o p e d  in the l as t  1:0 y e a r s  you wi l l  find 
the d i f f e r e n c e  b e t w e e n  the i n t e r g o v e r n m e n t a l  a p p r o a c h  and the s u p r a -  
n a t i o n a l  is a v e r y  s m a l l  one i n d e e d .  The p r o g r e s s  of the c o m m u n i t i e s  
has  c o m e  by i n t e r g o v e r n m e n t a l  n e g o t i a t i o n s  on p r o p o s a l s  m a d e  by 
s u p r a n a t i o n a l  c o m m i s s i o n s .  T h e r e  has  b e e n  a need  for both and the 
on ly  d i f f e r e n c e  b e t w e e n  the two t h e s e s  is that  each  one puts i ts  e m p h a -  
s i s  on one s ide  of the p i c t u r e .  But it is P e r f e c t l y  obvious  that ,  for 
i n s t a n c e  in  the r e c e n t  round  of nego t i a t i ons  on a g r i c u l t u r e  in the 
C o m m o n  M a r k e t ,  the d e c i s i o n s  would not have  been  r e a c h e d ,  the f inal  
c o m p r o m i s e s  would not have  been  m a d e ,  i f  the i n s t i t u t i ons  had  b e e n  
on ly  s u p r a n a t i o n a l ,  for ,  in a r e a s  wh ich  s e e m  to be m a t t e r s  of l i fe  and 
dea th ,  Cand as you w e l l  know, in  e v e r y  c o u n t r y  f a r m e r s  a r e  a m a t t e r  
of  l i fe  o r  d e a t h ) , o u r  f inal  d e c i s i o n s  a r e  to be m a d e  by r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  
of the g o v e r n m e n t .  T h e y  a r e  not w i l l i ng  to l eave  those  d e c i s i o n s  to 
s u p r a n a t i o n a l  c iv i l  s e r v a n t s .  But it is  a l s o  obvious  that  i f  t hose  gov-  
e r n m e n t  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  in the n e g o t i a t i o n s  had not b e e n  able  to take  
as  a bas i s  for d i s c u s s i o n  the h u n d r e d s  of  p a g e s  of  p r o p o s a l s  p r e p a r e d  
by s u p r a n a t i o n a l  e x p e r t s ,  they  would  have  t aken  in f in i t e ly  l o n g e r  to 
r e a c h  a f inal  d e c i s i o n .  

So, I would  be v e r y  m u c h  s u r p r i s e d  i f ,  a f t e r  G e n e r a l  DeGau l l e ,  
t h e r e  w e r e  m a j o r  c h a n g e s  in  F r e n c h  f o r e i g n  p o l i c y  h e r e .  T h e r e  
m i g h t  be c h a n g e s  in tone;  c h a n g e s  in  o f f i c i a l  i d e o l o g y  and p r o p a g a n d a ,  
but  I would  s t i l l  b e l i e v e  that  p r o g r e s s  which  wi l l  con t inue ,  wi l l  not  be 
qui te  as s t r i k i n g l y  s p e e d y  as s o m e  of the c o m m i t t e d  d e v o t e e s  of s u p r a -  
n a t i o n a l  i n s t i t u t i ons  would have  one th ink .  I b e l i e v e  that  t h e r e  wi l l  be 
a con t inu ing  d e v e l o p m e n t  of t hose  EurOpean  c o m m u n i t i e s ,  that  the  
s c o p e  of c o m m i t m e n t  wi l l  p r o b a b l y  e n l a r g e  ( excep t  if the n u m b e r  of  
m e m b e r s  shou ld  i n c r e a s e  sudden ly ) ,  but that  i t  wi l l  r e m a i n  e s s e n t i a l l y  
a c o m p r o m i s e  b e t w e e n  the t r a d i t i o n a l  i n t e r g o v e r n m e n t a I  and the  m o r e  
r e v o l u t i o n a r y  s u p r a n a t i o n a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s .  

Th i s ,  I th ink ,  has  b e e n  the  s e c o n d  a r e a  in  w h i c h v e r y  m u c h  has  
b e e n  ga ined .  A t h i r d  one ,  which  is  m o r e  c o n t r o v e r s i a l ,  p e r h a p s ,  is  
the  a r e a  of  the  At l an t i c  C o m m u n i t y .  What  is  s u r e  is that  both the 
n a t i o n a l i s t s '  and the n e u t r a l i s t s '  o r i g i n a l  d i s s e n t s  f r o m  F r a n c e ' s  r o l e  
in the At lan t i c  C o m m u n i t y  have  p r a c t i c a l l y  c o l l a p s e d .  On the o t h e r  
hand  it is a l so  obvious  that  G e n e r a l  D e G a u l l e ' s  c o n c e p t i o n  of NATO is 
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not one  which  p l e a s e s  too m a n y  A m e r i c a n  o f f i c i a l s .  And h e r e  a g a i n  
we have  to be v e r y  c a r e f u l  in d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  what  is  p u r e l y  G e n e r a l  
D e G a u l l e  and what  is g e n e r a l  F r e n c h  f o r e i g n  p o l i c y .  

I th ink  that  G e n e r a l  D e G a u l l e ' s  c r i t i q u e  of  the NATO A l l i a n c e  is a 
t r i p l e  one .  F i r s t  of  a l l ,  he  f inds tha t  the a l l i a n c e  is  g e o g r a p h i c a l l y  
i n s u f f i c i e n t ;  tha t  the g e o g r a p h i c a l  s c o p e  is  too n a r r o w ,  b e c a u s e  the  
p r o b l e m s  w h i c h  the A t l a n t i c  na t ions  face  a r e  not l i m i t e d  to the A t l a n t i c  
a r e a .  S e c o n d l y ,  he f inds tha t  the a l l i a n c e  has  b e e n  too u n e q u a l  in  i t s  
s t r u c t u r e ;  the s w o r d  has  r e m a i n e d  e s s e n t i a l l y  an A n g l o - A m e r i c a n  one ,  
and  as  for  the s h i e l d  he f ee l s  that  the d i s t r i b u t i o n  of c o m m a n d s  has  
b e e n  u n s a t i s f a c t o r y .  T h i r d l y ,  he b e l i e v e s  tha t  the  a l l i a n c e  is  g e n e r a l l y  
too d e m a n d i n g ,  in i ts  e m p h a s i s  on i n t e g r a t i o n .  He does  b e l i e v e  tha t  
a m a j o r  e l e m e n t  of  d e f e n s e  m u s t  r e m a i n  na t iona l ;  tha t  the n a t i o n a l  
a u t h o r i t y  on m i l i t a r y  m a t t e r s  and  the n a t i o n a l  m i l i t a r y  f o r c e s  m u s t  be 
s o m e h o w  p r e s e r v e d .  S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  the  d e c i s i o n  to u s e  n u c l e a r  w e a p o n s  
s t a t i o n e d  on  F r e n c h  s o i l  m u s t  be F r e n c h .  

Now,  I would  s u b m i t  tha t  out of t hose  t h r e e  c r i t i c i s m s  two a r e  
c r i t i c i s m s  wh ich  a r e  not  l i m i t e d  to G e n e r a l  D e G a u l l e ,  w h i c h  w e r e  
a l r e a d y  m a d e  by the l e a d e r s  of the F o u r t h  R e p u b l i c ,  and a r e  qu i te  l i k e l y  
to be m a d e  a g a i n  by the l e a d e r s  of w h a t e v e r  n u m b e r  the r e g i m e  has  
a f t e r  G e n e r a l  D e G a u l l e .  The  f i r s t  two c r i t i c i s m s  ( i n s u f f i c i e n t  g e o -  
g r a p h i c a l  s c o p e  and i n e q u a l i t i e s  in the s t r u c t u r e  of  NATO) a r e  c r i t i -  
c i s m s  w h i c h  have  b e e n  m a d e  by F r e n c h  l e a d e r s  long b e f o r e  G e n e r a l  
D e G a u l l e .  The  t h i r d  one ,  t h e  b e l i e f  tha t  e v e n  today  n a t i o n a l  d e f e n s e  
m u s t  r e m a i n  e s s e n t i a l l y  na t iona l ;  tha t  i n t e g r a t i o n  would  be bad ,  e v e n  
if  it  would  take  a l e s s  u n e q u a l  f o r m ,  and e v e n  if  it  w e r e  c a r r i e d  to a 
l a r g e r  g e o g r a p h i c  s c a l e ;  th is  i s  m o r e  p e c u l i a r  to G e n e r a l  D e G a u l l e  
and  is  l e s s  l i k e l y  to con t inue  a f t e r  h i m .  

But a l l  th i s  m e a n s  is tha t  s o m e  of  the m o r e  e x t r e m e  p o s i t i o n s  
that  G e n e r a l  D e G a u l l e  has  t aken , ,  s u c h  as  h i s  r e f u s a l  to a c c e p t  Un i t ed  
S ta t e s  I a t o m i c  w e a p o n s  on F r e n c h  s o i l ,  would  be r e v i s e d .  I do not  
th ink  tha t  the F r e n c h  a r e  l i k e l y  to g ive  up t h e i r  i n d e p e n d e n t  s t r i k i n g  
f o r c e .  I do not  b e l i e v e  tha t  t h e y  a r e  l i k e l y  to a c c e p t  qui te  the a m o u n t  
of i n t e g r a t i o n  w h i c h  the A m e r i c a n s  would  l ike  t h e m  to a c c e p t ,  un t i l  
and  u n l e s s  on  the q u e s t i o n  of  the s t r i k i n g  f o r c e ,  the B r i t i s h  t h e m -  
s e l v e s  g ive  up t h e i r  own d e t e r r e n t .  I would  put  i t  t h i s  way:  at  p r e s e n t ,  
i f  the  B r i t i s h  G o v e r m n e n t  (in a t o t a l l y  u n l i k e l y  d e c i s i o n )  a n n o u n c e d  
that  it w a s  w i l l i ng  to g ive  up t h e i r  i n d e p e n d e n t  B r i t i s h  d e t e r r e n t  and  
m e r g e  i t  e n t i r e l y  wi th  a NATO d e t e r r e n t  s o m e h o w  a long  the l i n e s  
w h i c h  M r .  H e r t e r  h i n t e d  at  in D e c e m b e r  of 1960, I th ink  that  G e n e r a l  
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DeGa'ul le  would  not do the  s a m e .  I th ink  tha t  his  s u c c e s s o r s  wou ld  be 
m o r e  l i k e l y  to do s o .  But I a m  c o n v i n c e d  that  e v e n  G e n e r a l  D e G a u l l e ' s  
s u c c e s s o r s  would  not  g ive  up a F r e n c h  i n d e p e n d e n t  s t r i k e  f o r c e  if  the 
B r i t i s h  do Rot g ive  t h e i r s  up too.  It s e e m s  to m e  that  the c l a i m  for  
e q u a l i t y  wi th  G r e a t  B r i t a i n  has  b e e n  so m u c h  at  the r o o t  of  F r a n c o -  
A m e r i c a n  d i f f i c u l t i e s  s i n c e  the w a r ,  and not j u s t  u n d e r  G e n e r a l  
D e G a u l l e ,  tha t  one  canno t  a t t r i b u t e  s i m p l y  to the s t u b b o r n n e s s  and 
g e n e r a l  u n p l e a s a n t n e s s  of  G e n e r a l  D e G a u l l e ,  a n u m b e r  of d e c i s i o n s  
w h i c h  a r e  qui te  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of  g e n e r a l  F r e n c h  a t t i t u d e s ,  on the  
Atlantic Community. 

I would also say that whatever the arguments for or against the 
strike force are, the decision to build one is not to be seen purely as 
a waste or a disaster. Because, just as in 1914 the French military 
doctrine of offensive reflected a fairly dynamic prosperous and 
nationalist country, just as the Maginot Line strategy reflected a 
stagnant, divided, and essentially defeatist society, the decision to 
build an independent strike force expresses this new sense of assur- 
ance and of economic strength of France since the war. 

The  fou r th  a r e a  of  a d a p t a t i o n  o r  s u c c e s s ,  is  one w h i c h  is f a m i l -  
i a r ;  the d e c o l o n i z a t i o n  in b l a c k  A f r i c a ,  in w h i c h  F r a n c e  h a s  s u c c e e d e d  
both in  a v o i d i n g  m a j o r  t r o u b l e s  and  in m a i n t a i n i n g - - p a r t i c u l a r l y  in 
the c i v i l  s e r v i c e  of  t h o s e  c o u n t r i e s - - a  f a i r l y  i m p o r t a n t  p o s i t i o n .  

One comes, of course, to the much more troubled side of adapta- 
tion when one reaches the problem of decolonization. I don't have the 
time here to go into a comparison of the British and French attitudes 
here, but it would be a very interesting parallel. You have almost 
perfect symmetry here, the British realized long before the French 
the need to decolonize, and long after the French the need to, so to 
speak, merge with Western Europe; the British had their illusions 
about British autonomy in the matter of Europe, but not when on the 
subject of colonies; the French had much too long the illusion that 
they could still maintain their colonial position, while they had lost 
very early, and largely due to wartime experiences, the illusion that 
they could remain autonomous and independent from their Western 
European neighbors. 

T h u s ,  the w h o l e  p r o c e s s  of d e c o l o n i z a t i o n  has  b e e n  a t r a g i c  one 
p r e c i s e l y  b e c a u s e  to l o se  o n e ' s  e m p i r e  at  the t i m e  w h e n  one is 
r e f u r b i s h i n g  the na t ion  s e e m e d  to be u n f a i r ,  as  I have  m e n t i o n e d .  
T h i s  e x p l a i n s  not on ly  the h e s i t a t i o n  of  the  F o u r t h  R e p u b l i c  {in w h i c h  
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p r a c t i c a l l y  e v e r y  p a r t y  was  d iv ided  on  the  s u b j e c t  and s i n c e  the 
p o l i t i c a l  s y s t e m  was  a v e r y  weak  one ,  d e c i s i o n s  had a way  of  be ing  
pos tponed)  but a l s o  why e v e n  a r e g i m e  as  t e c h n i c a l l y  o r  t h e o r e t i c a l l y  
s t r o n g  as that  of G e n e r a l  DeGau l l e ,  who is not p lagued  by hav ing  to 
t ake  into accoun t  p a r l i a m e n t a r y  f ac t ions ,  has  had to be so s l o w  and so  
cau t ious  on  A l g e r i a .  A f t e r  a l l ,  p a r l i a m e n t a r y  d i v i s i o n s  s i m p l y  r e f l e c -  
t ed  the  h e s i t a t i o n s  and d i v i s i o n s  of  publ ic  op in ion .  And to the  e x t e n t  to 
wh ich  DeGau l l e  has  a lways  wan ted  to be not on ly  a m a n  who ac t s  by 
c o n t r a s t  wi th  t hose  p a r l i a m e n t a r i a n  p y g m i e s  fo r  whom he has  so  m u c h  
c o n t e m p t ,  but a l so  a m a n  who p r e s e r v e s  o r  r e s t o r e s  d o m e s t i c  F r e n c h  
uni ty ,  he has  b e e n  ob l iged  to p r o c e e d  by m e t h o d s  which  can  on ly  be 
c a l l e d  the ways  of a m b i g u i t y ,  the ways  of m a g i c  r a t h e r  than  r a t i o n a l  
d i s c u s s i o n ;  the ways  of o b s c u r e  s e n t e n c e s  and dev ious  p r o c e s s e s ;  the 
p r o c e d u r e  of a k ind  of l a t t e r - d a y  M a c h i a v e l l i ;  who r e s o r t e d  to  
M a c h i a v e l l i a n i s m  for  two good c a u s e s ;  the  c a u s e  of d e c o l o n i z a t i o n  and 
the c a u s e  of  na t i ona l  uni ty ,  but it was  M a c h i a v e l l i a n i s m  n e v e r t h e l e s s .  
The  p r i c e  he has  h a d  to pay  for it is v e r y  obvious  at the p r e s e n t  t i m e .  

The  p r i c e  he has  had to pay for  i t  is,  f i r s t  of  a l l ,  t i m e ,  and 
s e c o n d l y ,  the a l i e n a t i o n  of that  p a r t  of the F r e n c h  A r m y  which  has  b e e n  
fighting in colonial war. This also shows the complexity of leader- 
ship; the consensus which matters to a leader is a very subtle one. 
What General DeGaulle needed was to obtain at the same time, first 
the consensus of public opinion on Algerian independence and on an 
FLN Algeria (the two things not being necessarily synonymous) and 
secondly, the consensus of the Army. Both were needed. And the 
drama has been that he has not been able to have, at the same time 
and early enough, in addition to those two forms of consensus the 
cooperation of the FLN. 

The p r o m i s e  of  c o o p e r a t i o n  and the f i r s t  c o n c e s s i o n s  of the F L N  
have  f i na l l y  c o m e ,  at a t i m e  when  G e n e r a l  DeGaul le  has  b e e n  able  to 
get  the m a s s  of  publ ic  op in ion  beh ind  h i m  in the  a c c e p t a n c e  of  
i n d e p e n d e n c e  and of an F L N  A l g e r i a ,  but w h e n  m a n y  e l e m e n t s  of  the  
A r m y  w e r e  not  w i l l i ng  to a c c e p t  th is  p e a c e f u l l y .  The  r e s u l t s  of th is  
long  p r o c e s s  a r e  f a i r l y  obv ious .  It has  e n c o u r a g e d  two g roups  of 

- p eo p l e  in F rance~  on the  one hand  the d i e - h a r d s  for  whom th i s  long and 
g r a d u a l  adap ta t i on  to the ou t s ide  w o r l d  is  s y n o n y m o u s  with h u m i l i a t i o n ,  
de fea t ,  and  d e c a d e n c e ,  on the o t h e r  hand peop le  who th ink  that  F r a n c e  
shou ld  r e a l l y  fo rge t  about  the  ou t s i de  wor ld ,  f o rge t  about  g r a n d e u r ,  
rank ,  and power ,  and s i m p l y  c o n c e n t r a t e  on i ts  own d e v e l o p m e n t .  Both 
a r e  e x p r e s s i o n s  of f r u s t r a t i o n .  
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DeGau l l e  has  wan ted  to s t e e r  the F r e n c h  a w a y  f r o m  both tha t  
C h a r y b d i s  and  that  S c y l l a .  He wan t s  n e i t h e r  wha t  he  c a l l s  the s i r e n s  
of  d e c a d e n c e ,  no r  a d v o c a c y ,  an a n a c h r o n i s m ,  h is  is  a v e r y  n a r r o w  r o a d ,  
the one w h i c h  t r i e s  to avo id  both  e x t r e m e s .  I th ink  tha t  he is s u c c e e d -  
ing,  but it is  a n  e x t r e m e l y  d a n g e r o u s  kind of e x e r c i s e .  The  q u e s t i o n ,  
of  c o u r s e ,  is wha t  w i l l  r e m a i n  of  h is  a t t e m p t .  Le t  us a s s u m e  a f a i r l y  
p e a c e a b l e  e n d  of the A l g e r i a n  W a r - - a n d  I th ink  that  one  can  s e e  it  now 
d e s p i t e  the h e a d l i n e s  and the s u r f a c e  d i s o r d e r s .  G a u l l i s m  as a p o l i c y  
has  b e e n  an  e f f o r t  to adapt  F r a n c e ,  but  to adap t  it  for  what  D e G a u l l e  
c a l l s  i ts  new g r a n d e u r ,  w h i c h  r u l e s  out  the two e x t r e m e s  of f o r g e t t i n g  
abou t  the o u t s i d e  w o r l d  and of th ink ing  of  it on ly  in 19th c e n t u r y  t e r m s ;  
two f o r m s  of i s o l a t i o n i s m .  He has  t r i e d ,  so  to s p e a k  to p r e d e t e r m i n e  
the  fu tu re  so  tha t  h is  s u c c e s s o r s  wou ld  be bound to c o n t i n u e  his  o w n  
f o r e i g n  p o l i c y .  T h e y  would  be bound to r e n o u n c e  a n a c h r o n i s m ,  b e c a u s e  
he would  have  f i n i shed  the t a s k  of d e c o l o n i z a t i o n ,  and t hey  wou ld  a l s o  be 
bound  to f o r g e t  a l l  though ts  about  r e s i g n a t i o n  to m i n o r  i 'ank b e c a u s e  
t h e y  would  be t i ed  by h is  a t o m i c  f o r c e  p o l i c y ,  by h is  own m e t h o d  for  
bu i ld ing  E u r o p e ,  by the l inks  he  has  e s t a b l i s h e d  wi th  o v e r s e a s  t e r r i -  
t o r i e s .  

Now, to what extent can he be said to have succeeded? I would say 
that he probably has succeeded in the "adaptation" part of his enter- 
prise. In other words, nobody is going to want to go back to Louis the 
XIV or even to 19th century foreign policies. On the other hand, as 
for the other part: trying to orient France to a new grandeur rather 
than having the French resign themselves to minor rank, what he has 
done is not irreversible, especially because of two debatable elements 
in his policy. One concerns the forms of grandeur which he is seek- 
ing: they are not accepted by all. Not everybody shares his assessment 
that integration, and particularly military integration, is a form of 
d e c a d e n c e .  H e r e ,  I s u g g e s t ,  t h e r e  m i g h t  be c h a n g e s  a f t e r  h i m .  

Secondly, there are the costs of grandeur, the costs of a new 
attempt at finding rank and power, are very high. After all, the policy 
of massive aid to Algeria and to the former colonies of black Africa, 
the expenditures for the atomic strike force, all this is extremely 
costly, especially since Frahce continues at the same time to modern- 
ize and industrialize at home. My own conclusion would be that those 
costs of grandeur will be willingly paid by the French only if the 
political systdm after General DeGaulle is efficient enough to distribute 
French resources in such a way that there is no inflation and that there 
is no return to the fairly catastrophic payment crises which marred the 
Fourth Republic. 
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This brings us, of course, not only to the end of this lecture, but 
also to the question of the regime after General DeGaulle. And here I 
think that one simply cannot make predictions because the future is a 
very open one. The supreme paradox of French postwar evolution is 
one which I would like to suggest as a conclusion. 

It is the p a r a d o x  of a c o u n t r y  which  has  s u c c e e d e d  f a i r l y  l a r g e l y  
in  r e o r i e n t i n g  i ts  f o r e i g n  po l icy ,  in p e r f o r m i n g  a m a j o r  s o c i a l  and 
e c o n o m i c  r e v o l u t i o n ,  but which  has  not b e e n  able  to ad jus t  sw i f t l y  
enough  i ts  p o l i t i c a l  s y s t e m  to t h o s e  c h a n g e s .  B e t w e e n  the  l e v e l  of a 
v e r y  p r o s p e r o u s ,  i n d u s t r i a l i z e d  s o c i e t y  and the l e v e l  of  the p o l i t i c a l  
s y s t e m  t h e r e  is  a c o m p l e t e  and baf f l ing  gap.  The  t r a n s m i s s i o n  beI t s ;  
the p a r t i e s ,  the p a r I i a m e n t a r i a n s ,  the n o t a b l e s ,  a r e  in an  e x t r a o r d i -  
n a r i l y  p i t i fu l  c o n d i t i o n .  E c o n o m i c  and s o c i a l  c h a n g e s  have  so  fa r  had 
no v i s i b l e  e f fec t  on the p o l i t i c a l  s y s t e m .  The  p o l i t i c a l  s y s t e m  lags  
b e h i n d  the r e s t ,  and un t i l  th i s  lag  has  b e e n  o v e r c o m e  the q u e s t i o n  of 
F r a n c e ' s  p o l i t i c a l  fu ture  has  to be s o m e t h i n g  of a q u e s t i o n  m a r k .  

At p r e s e n t  one can  s e e  the p o l i t i c a l  s y s t e m  going in  any  one of 
t h r e e  o r  four d i r e c t i o n s - - m a y b e  we can  t a lk  about  i t  in the d i s c u s s i o n - -  
but any  p r e d i c t i o n s  at th i s  t i m e  would  be s i m p l y  c r y s t a l - b a l l  r e a d i n g ,  
b e c a u s e  e v e r y t h i n g  s t i l l  d epends  on the e v e n t s  of c o m i n g  m o n t h s .  One 
of the great temptations and tendencies of social scientists is to be- 
lieve that a]_1 things are predetermined and inevitable. If you look at 
French political history you find that much of what happens at the 
political level is a result of accident and unpredictable events. 

And at th is  s t a g e  I would  s i m p l y  l ike  to put th is  q u e s t i o n  m a r k  
on any  d i s c u s s i o n  of the p o l i t i c a l  r e g i m e  of the  fu tu re .  Thank  you.  

QUESTION: Sir, I would like for you to go ahead and look at the 
crystal ball anyway, if you would. If DeGaulle is successful in 
settling the Algerian question and if he is able to carry out the rest 
of his constitutional reforms to solidify the power of the executive, 
after he goes can we expect some measure of political stability in 
France with a strong executive ? 

DR. HOFFMANN: I would s ay  that  i f  he does  a l l  that ,  the a n s w e r  
is  y e s .  But h is  q u e s t i o n  is ,  " W i l l  he  be able  to do that  ? "  Th i s  nobody 
can  s a y  b e c a u s e  it d e p e n d s ,  e s s e n t i a l l y ,  at th is  s t a g e ,  on the o u t c o m e  
of  the next  e l e c t i o n .  Of c o u r s e ,  the p r o c e d u r e  one can  s e e ;  i t w o u i d  
be the  fo1Iowing. T h e r e  would  be a r e f e r e n d u m  on the p e a c e  in  A l g e r i a  
and  t h e r e  is  no doubt that  he would  win  it .  He has  won e v e r y  r e f e r -  
endure  in h i s  l i fe .  
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Second ly ,  t h e r e  would  be an  e l e c t i o n  of a new P a r l i a m e n t  and th is  
new P a r l i a m e n t  would be a s k e d  to r e v i s e  the cons t i t u t i on .  If the 
G a u l l i s t  P a r t y w i n s  t hose  e l e c t i o n s  t h e r e  is not going to be v e r y m u c h  t r o u -  
b le .  He is  going  to ge t  the c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  r e v i s i o n s ,  and s o m e t h i n g  l ike  
a h igh ly  a u t h o r i t a r i a n  P r e s i d e n t i a l  s y s t e m  would e m e r g e .  How w e l l  it 
would  w o r k  is  s o m e t h i n g  e l s e  aga in :  the F r e n c h  have  t r i e d  e v e r y t h i n g  
u n d e r  the sun  excep t  a P r e s i d e n t i a l  s y s t e m .  The  one t i m e  t h e y  t r i e d  
i t  the one  who was e l e c t e d  was  N a p o l e o n  the T h i r d  h i m s e l f ,  So, i f  
DeGaul le  has  h i s  way,  we do not know how it would  work .  But i f  he 
s h o u l d  not win  t h o s e  e l e c t i o n s - - w h i c h  is not  t o t a l l y  i m p r o b a b l e ,  b e -  
c a u s e  the  F r e n c h  na t ion  is  an u n g r a t e f u l  lo t ,  l ike  any  o t h e r  n a t i o n - -  
then  the ba t t le  b e t w e e n  h im and P a r l i a m e n t  would  be a r a t h e r  i n t e r e s t -  
ing one .  

He m i g h t ,  of  c o u r s e ,  s t i l l  t r y  to ge t  h is  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  r e v i s i o n s  
a p p r o v e d  by the  peop l e  o v e r  the head  of P a r l i a m e n t ,  b e c a u s e  the 
C o n s t i t u t i o n  is  t e c h n i c a l l y  c o m p l i c a t e d  enough  to a l low h i m  to do tha t ,  
and  he m i g h t  win; but it i s  a l s o  p o s s i b l e  that  t h e r e  would  be a r e p e t i -  
t i o n  of the e v e n t s  of  1945, w h e n  he won a re fe rend~Jm,  los t  the e l e c t i o n ,  
and  had to r e s i g n .  He r e a l l y  was  s m o k e d  out of  of f ice  by  the new 
p a r l i a m e n t  which  s i m p l y  was not in  s y m p a t h y  with h i m .  At that  t i m e  
he  s e e m e d  m o r e  than  ha l f  c o n v i n c e d  t h a t  he would c o m e  back  soon ;  
at  p r e s e n t  he cou ld  e i t h e r  d e c i d e  tha t  it w a s n ' t  wor th  f ight ing  ( h e ' s  
o ld  enough  and f a t a l i s t i c  enough;  h e ' s  not a m a n  who en joys  p o w e r  for  
p o w e r ' s  s a k e  in  the  f i r s t  p lace )  o r  e l s e  he m i g h t  t r y  to f ight  to the 
f in i sh ,  a f t e r  a l l ,  he now has  a m o r e  p o w e r f u l  of f ice  f r o m  which  to 
f ight  than  he had then .  

But,  as  you s e e ,  th is  l e a v e s  an  e n o r m o u s  n u m b e r  of  p o s s i b i l i t i e s .  
I would  not be at a l l  s u r p r i s e d  if  he  won the  r e f e r e n d u m  and los t  the 
e l e c t i o n ,  l a r g e l y  b e c a u s e  of  the  g e n e r a l  f ee l i ng  of  r e l i e f  a f t e r  the 
A l g e r i a n  W a r .  T h e r e  i s  a d e s i r e  to r e t u r n  to n o r m a l c y ,  and  I a m  
s o r r y  to s a y  that  n o r m a l c y  in  F r a n c e  m e a n s  a p a r l i a m e n t a r y  s y s t e m  
of  f r e e  s p l i n t e r i n g .  If you r e m o v e  G e n e r a l  DeGau l l e ,  the p o l i t i c a l  
f o r c e s  have  not  c h a n g e d  s i n c e  1958, e x c e p t  in  one  d i r e c t i o n ;  t h e r e  
a r e  now m o r e  p a r t i e s !  The  on ly  way  in  wh ich  t hose  p a r t i e s  cou ld  be 
c u r b e d  and a r e t u r n  to the  p a r l i a m e n t a r y  s y s t e m  could  be a v o i d e d ,  
would  be s u c h  a d r a s t i c  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  r e v i s i o n  that  t h e r e  s i m p l y  would  
have  to be a o n e - m a n  e x e c u t i v e  wi th  f a i r l y  a u t h o r i t a r i a n  p o w e r ,  w h i c h  
is  e x a c t l y  what  DeGau l l e  has  in  m i n d .  

But  if  th i s  r e f o r m  does  not go th rough ,  o r  if  P a r l i a m e n t  r e j e c t s  i t ,  
o r  i f  the  e l e c t o r a t e  r e j e c t s  i t ,  o r  if  the  p a r t i e s  a f t e r  D e G a u l l e ' s  
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  r e v i s i o n  fo rce  a r e t u r n  to the  o l d e r  p a t t e r n  (which  is 
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not i m p o s s i b l e  e i t h e r ) ,  I th ink  F r a n c e  wi l l  go b a c k  to the o l d e r  s y s t e m .  
And I would  a l s o  add that  a s y s t e m  in w h i c h  C a b i n e t s  c o l l a p s e  v e r y  o f t en  
is not n e c e s s a r i l y  d i s a s t r o u s  if  the p r o b l e m s  w h i c h  the na t ion  has  to 
face a r e  not i s s u e s  of  l i fe and dea th .  It has  b e e n  d i s a s t r o u s  on ly  s i n c e  
the t h i r t i e s .  F r a n c e  had l i v e d  e x t r e m e l y  we l l  b e t w e e n  the 1870 ' s  and  
the 1930 's  wi th  a s y s t e m  l ike  t h i s .  A f t e r  a l l ,  it was  u n d e r  the T h i r d  
R e p u b l i c  tha t  the F r e n c h  a c q u i r e d  t h e i r  " E m p i r e , "  won W o r l d  W a r  I, 
s o l v e d  m a n y  of  t h e i r  d o m e s t i c  i d e o l o g i c a l  i s s u e s ,  e t c .  T h e r e  was  an 
u p s e t  in the t h i r t i e s  b e c a u s e  of  c h a l l e n g e s  wh ich  c a m e  f r o m  the o u t s i d e  
and  w h i c h  w e r e  s i m p l y  too h e a v y  for  the p o l i t i c a l  s y s t e m  to b e a r .  But 
I would  add th i s ;  b a r r i n g  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  d i s a s t e r s ,  wh ich ,  of c o u r s e ,  one  
c a n n o t  c o m p l e t e l y  b a r ,  t h e r e  a r e  no m a j o r  d o m e s t i c  p r o b l e m s  l e f t .  In a 
w a y  this  is  a h o r r i b l e  th ing  for  the F r e n c h  to face ,  a fu tu re  of  p o l i t i c a l  
d u l l n e s s ,  a f t e r  the e x c i t e m e n t s  of a long p e r i o d  of w a r .  T h e r e  a r e  no 
m a j o r  p u r e l y  d o m e s t i c  s o c i a l  o r  i d e o l o g i c a l  p r o b l e m s ;  the i s s u e  b e -  
t w e e n  c h u r c h  and s t a t e  is about  as l i k e l y  to l e ad  to c i v i l  w a r  as  it is  in 
the Sta te  of  M a s s a c h u s e t t s ,  s h a l l  we s a y .  F r e n c h  f o r e i g n  p o l i c y  is 
not  a m a t t e r  of m a j o r  deba t e ,  so ,  wha t  is  t h e r e  to fight a b o u t ?  Of 
c o u r s e ,  you can  a l w a y s  count  on the F r e n c h  to t ake  an i s s u e  i nvo lv ing  
two i n d i v i d u a l s - - o r  one  i n d i v i d u a l - - a n d  t u r n  it into an  i n t e l l e c t u a l  c i v i l  
w a r .  But e v e n  so ,  th is  is  not t e r r i b l y  s e r i o u s  if the l i fe  o r  dea th  of  the  
na t ion  d o e s n ' t  depend  on i t .  

T h e r e f o r e ,  I would  s a y  that  I p e r s o n a l l y  would  d i s l i k e  to s e e  a 
r e t u r n  to the F o u r t h  R e p u b l i c  (which  is a r e g i m e  for  wh ich  I have  no 
s y m p a t h y  w h a t s o e v e r )  but I don ' t  th ink  it would  be an  u n m i t i g a t e d  
d i s a s t e r  if the p r o b l e m s  that  the F r e n c h  have  to face a r e  not p r o b l e m s  
of  the s a m e  m a g n i t u d e  as those  of the t h i r t i e s ,  f o r t i e s ,  and  f i f t i e s .  

I a m  s o r r y  I c a n ' t  be m o r e  c l e a r  in m y  r e a d i n g  of the c r y s t a l  ba l l .  

QUESTION:  Would you  p l e a s e  c o m m e n t  on the C o m m u n i s t  P a r t y  
in  F r a n c e ,  and i ts  fu ture  ? 

DR. H O F F M A N N :  I t ts  in the s a m e  c o n d i t i o n  as a l l  the o t h e r  p a r t i e s .  
Th i s  m e a n s  tha t  it is  s t i l l  t h e r e  and it c a n  s t i l l  coun t  on a n u m b e r  of  
peop le  to vote  for  i t  b e c a u s e ,  a f t e r  a l l ,  peop le  have  to vote  s o m e  way .  
I t s  l e a d e r s h i p  is c o m p l e t e l y  s c l e r o t i c ,  and i s ,  in fact ,  one of the o l d e s t  
of any  F r e n c h  p a r t y .  So, I th ink  it w i l l  s t i l l  g a in  a l a r g e  n u m b e r  of  
v o t e s ,  b e c a u s e  the v o t e s  it ge t s  a r e  e s s e n t i a l l y  p r o t e s t  vDtes.  But it 
has  s h o w n  no p a r t i c u l a r  i n i t i a t i v e ,  no m i l i t a n c y ,  and it is m u c h  e a s i e r  
to get  peop le  to vote  on e l e c t i o n  day than  to ge t  peop l e  to d e m o n s t r a t e ,  
s t r i k e ,  and a g i t a t e .  Th i s  t h e y  have  not b e e n  able  to do for  qui te  a w h i l e .  
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The only thing which has given them a slightly new lease on life 
recently has been the OAS. This is one of the admirable things about 
extremist groups, and the same I think, is true in this country; that 
each extreme engenders and strengthens the other extreme. If you 
remove the recent OAS development, the Communist Party in the last 
few years has been a very sleeping dog indeed. 

They were far behind many other political groups on the French 
polit$cal scene when it came to Algeria. The brunt of the battle for 
decolonization there has been carried first by non-Communist, non- 
politlcal, intellectual left-wingers, especially Catholic left-wingers, 
then by General DeGaulle, and the Communists were the last to come 
out in the open. The Communists were extremely cautious: They 
advocated negotiating with "those who fight us in Algeria" and carefully 
avoided the word "independence," largely because many of the French 
workers are not known as the most rabidly pro-Arab members of the 
French population, and largely because of what happened to the Com- 
munist Party in Algeria, where it was neatly exterminated much more 
by the FLN than by the French polfce. 

So t h e y  have  not b e e n  in v e r y  good s h a p e .  I th ink t hey  a r e  go lng  to 
c o n t i n u e  to r e c e i v e  l a r g e  n u m b e r s  of  vo tes  as long as  the r e s t  of  the 
p o l i t i c a l  s y s t e m  is  in the c o n d i t i o n  in which  it i s .  S o m e b o d y  who is  
d i s s a t i s f i e d  wi th  his  c o n d i t i o n  is not go ing  to vote for  M e s s r .  Guy  
M o l l e t ' s  P a r t y - - t h e  S o c i a l i s t  P a r t y - - b e c a u s e  it has  b e c o m e  too m u c h  
a p a r t y  of m a n a g e m e n t  of publ ic  a f f a i r s  and t h e r e f o r e  s h a r e s  the 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  for  w h a t e v e r  the g r o u p  is d i s c o n t e n t e d  abou t .  A d i s c o n -  
t e n t e d  g r o u p  can  r e a l l y  on ly  vo te  for  a p a r t y  wh ich  has  not b e e n  " in ,  " 
and  the on ly  p a r t i e s  wh ich  h a v e  not b e e n  in a r e  the p a r t i e s  of the 
e x t r e m e  1eft and e x t r e m e  r i g h t .  Now, any  p o o r  f a r m e r  o r  w o r k e r  who 
f e e l s  u n d e r p r i v i l e g e d ,  is  not  l i k e l y  to vo te  for  a p a r t y  of  m i l l i o n a i r e s  
and  n o t a b l e s ,  and  t h e r e f o r e  he has  on ly  the C o m m u n i s t  P a r t y  to go to .  

Well, it's interesting--and this is one  of the arguments for the 
Presidential system--that when it came to voting for DeGaulle person- 
a11y in a referendum, many of the Communist voters simply deserted 
the party and voted against its instructions, whereas in legislative 
elections they stiU vote for the Communist Party candidate. This, 
Of course, is a verystrongargument for those who wish to weaken 
Parliament or to change the electoral system, or to go all the way to the 
Presidential one. 
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QUESTION: Doc to r ,  in v iew of the a l t e r n a t i v e  s ide  of  your  a n s w e r  
to the f i r s t  ques t i on ,  if  B r i t a i n  shou ld  jo in  the  C o m m o n  M a r k e t - - a n d  it  
looks  l ike  it has  a v e r y  good chance  to do s o - - a s i d e  f r o m  the s u p e r -  
f ic ia l ,  what  do you th ink m i g h t  be the r e a l  i m p a c t  on the F r a n c o - G e r m a n  
s ide  ? 

DR. HOFFMANN:  It is not e a s y  to say ,  b e c a u s e  at  th i s  s t a g e  i t  is  
v e r y  h a r d  to m a k e  out B r i t i s h  i n t e n t i o n s .  P e r h a p s  the B r i t i s h  t h e m -  
s e l v e s  don ' t  know w h e t h e r  they  a r e  r e a d y  to jo in  not jus t  the C o m m o n  
M a r k e t ,  but the W e s t e r n  E u r o p e a n  C o m m u n i t y .  I t ' s  not qui te  the s a m e  
th ing .  And I m u s t  s a y  that  I have  m i x e d  fee l ings  about  the B r i t i s h  e n t r y  
into the C o m m o n  M a r k e t  i f  t h e i r  on ly  p u r p o s e  is  to p a r t i c i p a t e  in  the  
e c o n o m i c  a c t i v i t i e s  and s t a y  out of, o r  s low down, the m o r e  p o l i t i c a l  
ones. 

As long as the  m e m b e r  s t a t e s  a r e  the  S i x - - o n e  can  e x p e c t  what  I 
c a l l e d  the  s cope  of c o m m i t m e n t  to i n c r e a s e .  So far ,  I th ink  the B r i t i s h  
a r e  qui te  w i l l i ng  to e n t e r  the C o m m o n  M a r k e t  but I don ' t  th ink  t h e y  
have  m a d e  any  d e c i s i o n  to jo in  the W e s t e r n  E u r o p e a n  c o n s t r u c t i o n  as  
S uch.  

Now, the t r oub l e  t h e r e  is that  t h e r e  a r e  in  G e r m a n y ,  B e l g i u m ,  and 
Hol l and  e l e m e n t s  who would be qui te  happy to use  th is  s i t u a t i o n  so  as  to 
s l o w  down the p o l i t i c a l  c o n s t r u c t i o n  of W e s e r n  E u r o p e ,  say ing ,  "We 
c a n ' t  r e a l l y  m o v e  ahead  in m a t t e r s  of  de f ense  o r  c o m m o n  po l icy ,  e t c . ,  
w i thou t  the B r i t i s h .  If we do it  wi thout  ' the B r i t i s h ,  f i r s t  of a l l  i t ' s  
unkind ,  and s e c o n d l y ,  it would  be d i s c r i m i n a t i n g  a g a i n s t  t h e m ,  e t c . "  

The r e s u l t  m i g h t  v e r y  we l l  be to s low down what  i s ,  I th ink ,  one  
of the few d e v e l o p m e n t s  of p o s t w a r  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  po l i t i c s  which  have  
b e e n  e n c o u r a g i n g  and f avo rab l e  to the Wes t .  I am  not  at  a l l  s u r e  that  
the  B r i t i s h  d e c i s i o n  is not a d o u b l e - e d g e d  one;  join,  but at  the  s a m e  
t i m e  p r e v e n t  t hose  c o m m u n i t i e s  f r o m  b e c o m i n g  b i g g e r ,  m o r e  t i g h t -  
kni t ,  b e c a u s e  if  t hey  b e c a m e  m o r e  so ,  it m i g h t  not  n e c e s s a r i l y  s e r v e  
B r i t i s h  i n t e r e s t .  

I h e a r d  r e c e n t l y  the m a n  who would be the B r i t i s h  F o r e i g n  
S e c r e t a r y ,  if the  L a b o r  P a r t y  won the nex t  e l e c t i o n ,  T h e  i m p r e s s i o n  
that  I go t  f rom h i m  is that  the B r i t i s h  would be qui te  wi l l i ng  to jo in  the 
C o m m o n  M a r k e t  on ly  if  i t  is u n d e r s t o o d  that  t hey  jo in  no th ing  but the 
C o m m o n  M a r k e t ,  and as  a w e a p o n  of p r e v e n t i n g  the Six f r o m  d e v e l o p -  
ing t h e i r  l inks  m u c h  f u r t h e r .  
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T h i s ,  fa r  m o r e  than  any  p a r t i c u l a r  j e a l o u s y ,  o r  any  of the o t h e r  
m o r e  p e t t y  r e a s o n s  wh ich  have  b e e n  m e n t i o n e d ,  e x p l a i n s  G e n e r a l  
D e G a u l l e ' s  r a t h e r  m i x e d  f ee l ings  t o w a r d  the B r i t i s h  e n t r y ;  it  is  not  j u s t  
the f e e l i ng  tha t  by  l e t t i ng  the B r i t i s h  in one l o w e r s  the p o s i t i o n  of the 
F r e n c h  in  E u r o p e .  It is not jus t  the  p o s i t i o n  of the F r e n c h ,  but the 
w h o l e  m e a n i n g  of  the c o m m u n i t y  w h i c h  c h a n g e s  if one l e t s  in a m e m b e r  
w h o s e  e s s e n t i a l  i n t e r e s t  is  e c o n o m i c  and  c o m m e r c i a l .  The  s a m  e th ing  
c a n  be s a i d  about  e x p a n d i n g  the C o m m o n  M a r k e t  to s o m e  of  the S c a n -  
d i n a v i a n  o r  n e u t r a l  c o u n t r i e s .  

What  m a k e s  the who le  u n d e r t a k i n g  so  a m b i g u o u s  is that  it is  at  the 
s a m e  t i m e  an  e c o n o m i c  and  c o m m e r c i a l  e n t e r p r i s e - - a  c o m m o n  m a r k e t - -  
and  one s t a g e  in a p o l i t i c a l  d e v e l o p m e n t .  Now, i f  one s e e s  it in th i s  
s e c o n d  l ight ,  t hen  it  does  m a k e  s e n s e  to r e s t r i c t  e n t r y  to t h o s e  who a r e  
,quite w i l l i n g  to expand  t h e i r  c o m m i t m e n t s  to n o n c o m m e r c i a l  a r e a s .  
If i t ' s  j u s t  a c o m m o n  m a r k e t  t h e r e  is no th ing  w r o n g  in e x p a n d i n g  i t ,  
I s u p p o s e ,  to o t h e r  p a r t s  of the u n i v e r s e .  But if i t ' s  m o r e  than  tha t ,  
t h e n  v e r y  m u c h  c a n  be said f o r  l i m i t i n g  i t .  

Again, to come back to one element in your question, if the French 
purpose is to tie Germany to the West as closely as possible, then letting 
the British in, I think, raises all sorts of questions. My own reading 
of British foreign policy is that they would be only too happy to see 
the Germans not tied too closely to the West. And to be quite blunt, 
it strikes me that the general trend of British Foreign policy is disas- 
trous. This is the French view, to some extent, also. I think that 
part of General DeGaulle's lack of pleasantness and cooperation is not 
so much a desire to be unpleasant--although this, to be sure, is always 
there--as it is a kind of division of labor, a feeling that with the British 
having gone so far in the one direction which he judges disastrous, 
France simply has to go just as far in the opposite direction so as to be 
sure that the United States will be somewhere in the middle. And par- 
ticularly, with his eyes fixed very closely on the Germans; he seems 
to be fearing that if the Germans get the idea that the British and the 
Americans--or the Americans and the British--might be in Moscow 
negotiating about Europe's fate over the heads of the Europeans, the 
Germans will want to be in Moscow first. They have done this in their 
history a number of times, and, of course, one could not blame them 
~or: it. If this is so, I think it becomes much more understandable that 
DeGauUe would not give France's permission for anybody to go to 
Moscow at all. You have to read his policy in this light. 
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QUESTION: D o c t o r ,  in v i ew  of the a n s w e r  you  gave  to the l a s t  
q u e s t i o n  and in v iew of y o u r  c o m m e n t  up t h e r e  a l i t t l e  wh i l e  ago in c o m -  
p a r i n g  F r a n c e  and G r e a t  B r i t a i n  in t h e i r  a t t i t u d e s  t o w a r d  the c o l o n i e s ,  
would  you  c o n c l u d e  that  in the n e g o t i a t i o n s  tha t  F r a n c e  would  be e x -  
t r e m e l y  d i f f i cu l t  t o w a r d  the B r i t i s h  e n t r y  if that  e n t r y  c a r r i e d  with  it 
the C o m m o n w e a l t h  c o u n t r i e s  ? 

DR. H O F F M A N N :  Y e s .  And I th ink  that  the F r e n c h  p o s i t i o n  so  fa r  
is  an  e x t r e m e l y  d i f f i cu l t  one .  The  F r e n c h  c a n ' t  s a y  to the B r i t i s h ,  "we  
don ' t  want  you i n . "  It i s  i m p o s s i b l e  b e c a u s e  of  a l l  s o r t s  of  th ings ;  in  
p a r t i c u l a r ,  b e c a u s e  m a n y  of F r a n c e ' s  p a r t n e r s  in the E u r o p e a n  C o m -  
m u n i t y  would  l ike  to have  the B r i t i s h  in for  v a r i o u s  r e a s o n s .  The  
F r e n c h  t a c t i c ,  I th ink ,  c o n s i s t s  of s a y i n g  to the B r i t i s h ,  "We '  11 a c c e p t  
you in  if  y o u ' l l  p r o v e  to us that  you a c c e p t  e v e r y  p a r t  of  the c o m m i t m e n t .  
We a r e  not r e a d y  to g ive  you a s p e c i a l  p l a c e  in t h i s  c o m m u n i t y  ju s t  
b e c a u s e  you a r e  G r e a t  B r i t a i n  and have  C o m m o n w e a l t h  p r o b l e m s . "  

It c o n s i s t s ,  in a way ,  of r a i s i n g  the fee so  high tha t  i f  the B r i t i s h  
pay  it it w i l l  m e a n  tha t  t h e y  have  r e a l l y  a c c e p t e d  the e c o n o m i c  and 
p o l i t i c a l  i m p l i c a t i o n s  of j o in ing  the Six; and i t  is  a l s o  a w a y  of s m o k i n g  
out the B r i t i s h  i n t e n t i o n s .  T h e r e  a r e  a n u m b e r  of  p e o p l e ,  I th ink ,  a m o n g  
the E u r o p e a n s  who a r e  m o r e  k ind ly  d i s p o s e d  t o w a r d  the B r i t i s h  and  who 
v.ould not be w i l l i ng  to s m o k e  t h e m  out  so  m u c h .  But,  p e r s o n a l l y  I 
th ink  t h e y  have  to be s m o k e d  out ,  b e c a u s e  th is  c r e a t i o n  of the W e s t e r n  
E u r o p e a n  C o m m u n i t y  is the be s t  th ing  that  has  h a p p e n e d  to E u r o p e  s i n c e  
the w a r ,  and  I would  ha t e  to s e e  it  d i l u t ed  now.  

Now, there is no doubt that the British until very recently did not 
believe that it would succeed. They underestimated the Common Market 
completely at the outset, and there is no doubt, either, that they are 
not looking at its success with unmitigated enthusiasm. Therefore, 
their decision to join is not purely idealistic. No nation's desires are 
ever idealistic, but I think this very fact makes it necessary to be sure 
in advance that British egoism is compatible with the egoisms of the 
others. If it is not, then I think Britain's entry could have very damag- 
ing consequences, especially if this European political community is 
destined to have--whether by international or by supranational means; 
it really doesn't matter--something like a common foreign policy. 

Now, at present it is not too difficult to imagine a common foreign 
policy of Germany and France. But it would be impossible to have a 
common foreign policy of France, England,and Germany. If you intro- 
duce the British in, then, especially with the situation in Germany being 
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r a t h e r  f luid a f t e r  A d e n a u e r ,  you m i g h t  change  the whole  c o u r s e  of  
W e s t e r n  po l icy .  So, it is  not a s i m p l e  q u e s t i o n  to a n s w e r .  

I th ink,  p e r s o n a l l y ,  that  F r e n c h  fo r e ign  po l i cy  is qui te  fixed; that  
the s u c c e s s i o n  of DeGaul le  is going to a f fec t  F r e n c h  f o r e i g n  po l i cy  
l e s s  than  the s u c c e s s i o n  of C h a n c e l l o r  A d e n a u e r  m a y  af fec t  G e r m a n y l s  
l a r g e l y  b e c a u s e  the unknowns  in  G e r m a n  f o r e i g n  po l i cy  a r e  b i g g e r .  
G e r m a n  f o r e i g n  p o l i c y  con t inues  to be ,  to a v e r y  l a r g e  ex ten t ,  I th ink,  
a r e s u l t  of what  happens  in Wash ing ton ,  in London,  and in P a r i s ;  
t h e r e f o r e ,  e v e r y  m o v e  coun t s .  

QUESTION: If the o u t c o m e  of the  p r e s e n t  n e g o t i a t i o n s  shou ld  be 
c o m p l e t e  i n d e p e n d e n c e  for  A l g e r i a ,  do you th ink  that  the F r e n c h  A r m y  
wi l l  s u p p o r t  D e G a u l l e ?  

DR. HOFFMANN:  The  q u e s t i o n  of the F r e n c h  A r m y  is a l so  one of 
t hose  in t ang ib l e  o n e s ,  for  a v a r i e t y  of  r e a s o n s .  Let  us a s s u m e  that  
e v e r y t h i n g  g o e s  w e l l - - n o b o d y  can  be b l a m e d  for  h o p i n g - - e v e n  then  the 
q u e s t i o n  r e m a i n s :  what  to do with the a r m y  a f t e r w a r d ?  G e n e r a l  
DeGau l l e  has ,  of c o u r s e ,  b e e n  dang l ing  r i gh t  b e f o r e  t h e i r  e y e s ,  the 
v i s i o n  of a new a t o m i c  a r m y ;  th i s  is fine~ but it s e e m s  to m e  that  
c a p t a i n s  and c o l o n e l s  who have  fought a g u e r r i l l a  war  for  15 y e a r s  a r e  
not l i k e l y  to be e a s i l y  r e c o n v e r t e d  into a t o m i c  t e c h n i c i a n s .  

One m i g h t  th ink  of a new a t o m i c  a r m y - - a n d  e v e n  that  is q u e s t i o n -  
a b l e - - b u t  it is h a r d  to t u r n  a se t  of  s e l f - s t y l e d  s p e c i a l i s t s  in  p s y c h o -  
l o g i c a l  and g u e r r i l l a  w a r f a r e  into e x p e r t s  in m i n i a t u r i z a t i o n  and o t h e r  
s u c h  m a t t e r s .  So, t h e r e  is  going  to be a f a i r l y  c o m p l i c a t e d  p r o b l e m  
of what  to do wi th  tha t  p a r t  of  the a r m y  which  has  been  f ight ing  t h o s e  
c o l o n i a l  w a r s .  It is  not as m a s s i v e  a p r o b l e m  as one s o m e t i m e s  s a y s ,  
b e c a u s e  a f t e r  a l l ,  one s h o u l d  not fo rge t  that  the  bulk  of the F r e n c h  
A r m y  in  A l g e r i a  has  b e e n  m a d e  up of d r a f t e e s .  St i l l ,  t h e r e  is a 
p r o b l e m  of what  to do wi th  about  150, 000 p r o f e s s i o n a l  peop l e .  

As for  w h e t h e r  one e v e n  wi l l  get  t h e r e ;  w h e t h e r  the a r m y  wi l l  
a c c e p t ,  h e r e  aga in  is a c o m p l i c a t e d  q u e s t i o n .  T h e r e  a r e  two e l e m e n t s  
in  th is  q u e s t i o n .  One i s ,  a r e  t h e y  going  to r e v o l t ?  I th ink  the a n s w e r  
is  c l e a r l y  no.  E v e n  d i s a s t e r s  s o m e t i m e s  have  t h e i r  good s i d e ,  and one  
of the good th ings  about  the l eng th  of  the A l g e r i a n  War  is that  m o s t  of the 
a r m y  e l e m e n t s  wh ich  w e r e  p o t e n t i a l l y  s u b v e r s i v e ,  have  gone out .  If 
you had had a c e a s e - f i r e  a y e a r  ago the p i c t u r e  would have  b e e n  a r a t h e r  
d i f f e r e n t  one .  The  Sa lans ,  A r g o u d s ,  G a r d e s ,  and c o m p a n y ,  would  s t i l l  
have  b e e n  in the a r m y .  I have  a f ee l ing  that  by now e v e r y b o d y  who is 
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a g a i n s t  D e G a u l l e  is in the OAS r a t h e r  t han  in  the r e g u l a r  a r m y ,  w h i c h  
is a c l a r i f i c a t i o n ,  s t r a n g e  as  i t  s e e m s .  T h e r e f o r e ,  I don ' t  t h i n k t h a t  t h o s e  
le f t  in  the a r m y  now a r e  l i k e l y  to r e v o l t .  

But then ,  the s e c o n d  q u e s t i o n  i s ,  wi l l  t h e y  not  j u s t  not  r e v o l t  but 
w i l l  t h e y  a l s o  be w i l l i n g  to f ight  a g a i n s t  the OAS? H e r e  I s i m p l y  don ' t  
know,  in  p a r t  b e c a u s e  i t  d e p e n d s ,  f i r s t  of  a l l  on  e v e n t s ,  on w h e t h e r  the  
OAS is  c l e v e r  enough  to put i t s e l f  in the p o s i t i o n  w h e r e  the F r e n c h  
A r m y  m e n  would  have  to s h o o t  f i r s t ,  wh ich  t h e y  would  ha te  to do b e -  
c a u s e ,  a f t e r  a l l ,  t h e y  a r e  a l l  F r e n c h .  And s e c o n d l y ,  i t  wou ld  depend  
on the  t e r m s  of the a g r e e m e n t s  wi th  the F L N .  If the a g r e e m e n t s  a r e  
s u c h  tha t  the F r e n c h  A r m y  c a n  be c o n v i n c e d  tha t  m o r e  t han  face has  
b e e n  s a v e d ,  t hen  I th ink  t h e i r  w i l l i n g n e s s  to c r u s h  the  e x t r e m i s t s  w i l l  
be a l i t t l e  bit  l e s s  s l u g g i s h  than  it is  a t  p r e s e n t .  

I don ' t  th ink  tha t  i t ' s  j u s t  for  the fun of it and for  the p l e a s u r e  of 
hav ing  60 o r  70 m o r e  peop le  k i l l ed  e v e r y  day  tha t  the b a r g a i n i n g  wi th  
the F L N  has  gone on for  as  long as  it h a s .  E v e n  m a t t e r s  w h i c h  look 
v e r y  s e c o n d a r y ,  s u c h  as  who wi l l  c o m m a n d  the s e c u r i t y  f o r c e s  in the 
i n t e r i m  p e r i o d  a r e  a v e r y  i m p o r t a n t  i s s u e  in the p r o c e s s  of c o n v i n c i n g  
the a r m y  tha t  F r a n c e  is  not s i m p l y  s e l l i n g  out ,  abandon ing  i t s  f r i e n d s  
and  i ts  c i t i z e n s  in A l g e r i a ,  e t c .  T h e r e f o r e ,  I th ink  we m u s t  s e e ,  f i r s t  
of  a l l ,  the t e r m s  of the a g r e e m e n t s  and  s e c o n d l y  the t a c t i c s  of the OAS. 
I th ink  tha t  the OAS is not so m u c h  an o r g a n i z a t i o n  as  a c o n g l o m e r a t i o n  
of l i t t l e  g r o u p s ;  the on ly  th ing  on w h i c h  t h e y  a g r e e  is  n i h i l i s m ;  and t h e y  
a r e  p r o b a b l y  l i k e l y  to be i n f i n i t e l y  m o r e  of  a n u i s a n c e  if  t h e y  don ' t  t r y  
to s e i z e  p o w e r ,  if  t h e y  don ' t  c o m e  out  in to  the  o p e n  w h e r e  t h e y  c a n  be 
c o u n t e d  and  c r u s h e d ,  t han  if  t hey  t r i e d  a coup wh ich  would  p r o b a b l y  
f a i l j u s t a s  m u c h ,  i f  not as  e a s i l y ,  as  the o t h e r  coup in 1961. I th ink  
th i s  is  about  w h e r e  we s t a n d  now.  

C A P T A I N  C A S T E L A Z O :  Dr .  H o f f m a n n ,  o u r  t i m e  s e e m s  to be up.  
We thank  you v e r y  m u c h  for  a v e r y  s c h o l a r l y  and i n t e r e s t i n g  l e c t u r e  
and  q u e s t i o n  p e r i o d .  

(13 Mar 1962--5,600)H]bn:en 


