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DE GAULLE THE STATESMAN 

In Dreaklng France from the allegiances of American-dominated NATO an5 

moving Aer to a leadershlr, role among the world's nations, Charles de Gaulle 

demonstrate6 tne s<llls 05 a master statesman, capable of using all of tA?s 

prlmaq elements of nationa power to achieve his strategic oblectlves. This 

was de Gaulle at ~1s finest a31e to define and sussort national interests 

while In possession of little apparent potter, aDlee to set goals and oS]ectlves 

ane acrrleve them througn an extraordInariLy broad-reaching course of action 

UncZer de Gaulle's stewarcshlp, French security policy remained 

remarkasly consistent. Altnougn his &plomacy b,as exceecZrngly supple, he 

remained adamantly devoted to France's freedom, lrKe?enZence and security. 

Llcewlse, he was steadfast in his efforts to restructure European, Atlantic, 

ant', eventually e-zen global polf<~cs to ennance France's position, 'A 31 12 

contributing to a more f:exlDle and stable 1ntsrnatlonaL system. 

THE SETTING 

Examining tne setting as Le Gaulle perceived it 1s Tartlcularly 

instructive aecause it provides a ccntext for understan5ng nls vleTd of 

Zrance's rlgntful place In the wor:c, anZ his unwavering tenacity in moving 

n2r tner2 _ 

Tacing pos:ar in 1953, de Gaulle found France in a situation very 

different than it had been at the time 05 the NATO's creation at the en5 of 

Morlc War II He believed France was Dack on its feet, and no longer In a 

posltlon of absolute reliance upon America and tne uncertalntles of its 

f lnancla1 an5 milltar; support Vierring tne al?olar military hegemony of the 

U S an< tne Soviets, it seemed to him unlikely tnat tne Soviets :rould 

sudZenl;- attacc to conquer tAe bJest, 3ut insteaL they \rere mucn more licely to 
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pursue a policy of detente. Eowever, he also believed in the event of an 

outbreak of hostllltles, neither the Soviets nor the .Amerlcans would be 

willing to risk waging nuclear war on each other's ~011, for fear of 

retaliation, but mlgnt be very wllllng to fight on t3e tradltlonal Western 

European zattlefleld that separated them. Finally, viewing the toll of two 

devastating wars on France's nationhood and personality, he believed that 

France's grandeur had eroded to common medlocrlty, that France had given away 

its proper place as the world's ?reemlnent natlonal example of freedom, 

independence and enllghtened Leadershlp 

DE GAULLE’S NATIONAL SECURITY STRATEGY 

In CAarles De Gaulle's view, France's national interests sprung from 

what 32 conslderec the very essence of her cL1aracter and the basis 05 her 

self-esteem: irLepend2nce and grandeur as a natlon. 3e considered 

independence, France's ability to decide on her own what she must do and. with 

whom, unfettered by the influence of any other state or collective boey, a 

preconcltlon for all other interests. This overarching conslderatlon became 

InextrlcaDly linked to the restoration of Zrance's grandeur, a fundamental 

aspect of her permanent national Interest "encompassing not only t3e 

political, economic, and cZefense Interests, or others, but also the image of 

France in the world and t.?e principles of which she is the natural 

representative." De Gaulle believed France must secure the homage 05 the 

world, wit:1 her status as a great nation recognized and conflrmee in the 

behavior of other nations. Xe aelleved a reputation of glory was In fact great 

power in itself, which could be wielded as a compensation for power in real 

terms. He believed Frenc_? grandeur must be sought not only to unify the 

nation and give it a sense of purpose, but also because it was in the interest 

of all Lumanity. De Gaulle's grand, prestlglous, lncependent France, defining 

tne principles of liberty, equality and fraternity, would serve as an 

inspiration for all nations. Following France's example, other countries 



would asplre to emulate her in the more flexible, pluralistic international 

system whlcn France would help foster. 

From these interests evolved broad natIona goals, which remained 

remarkably consistent throughout de Gaulle's term: 

INDEPENDENCE. >e Gaulle sought sufficient leverage to permit France's 

leaders to manage and control the effects of international interdependence, 

and 2artlcularly to recZuce the ability 05 other nations or organizations to 

make declslons affecting France without 3er free consent and participation. 

Szecifical1y, this meant tile ilsengagement of France, not from the Atlantic 

alliance, watch needeC to be maintained by way of ultimate precaution, 3ut 

from NATO and its American command 

ee-=‘- LEADERSHIP. -‘ 5 _ De Gaulle wanted a seat at the world's declslon-maclng 
-. v : 1 

2 table, as an equal wltn aotn the Americans and the Soviets. France must have 

a relatlonsAl2, and Influence, with each of the world's states, and especially 

witn Russia and the Eastern Block, China, and the Third World nations This 

would 2rovi6e a basis for bringing about not only a detente, but eventually 

understanding, negotiation and cooperation. 

SPECIFIC OBJECTIVES. De Gaulle Aad three specific oblectlves which 

supported the broader national goals, upon which he would focus in nearly 

every dealing with other states: (1: DISARMAMENT. De Gaulle argued for 

nuclear clsarmament, and In its absence, the controlled destruction of at 

least the launching vehicles. A realist, he also ‘<new that none of the powers 

currently 2ossesslng nuclear weapons would be immediately willing to give 

tneirs up so he continued his aggressive work to ensure France had her own 

force de frappe and maintained complete freedom of action in this matter. 

Independence and world leadership presupposed the possession of modern means 

of deterrence to ensure France's security, De Gaulle wanted nuclear capability 
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suck tnat no one could consl&.er attacclng France without th2 Erigntful ris< of 

serious damaga. (2) WESTERN PXESENCE IN BERLIN. He vehemently su??orted the 

contlnuec presence and support 05 th 2 Western ?owers in the city of Berlin, as 

022ose6 to rezeasing it as a "free city", and tnerefore into Soviet domlnatlon 

and control (3) ADVANCEMENT O? DEYELOPING COUNTRIES. He strongly argued the 

merits of tA?e world's great powers supporting tne development of T51rd World 

nations, not only for altruistic reasons, sut for reasons of increased 

comm2rce and tlorld staaillty. In de Gaulle's view; these ob]ectlves not only 

su??orteZ tlie nationa-- goals, but w2re tools to enhance 121: national Interests. 

INSTRUMENTS OF STATECMT 

D2 Gaulle embarked immediately in pursuit of tnese goals ant 

0.3]2ct1-~-2s, deftly using e-zary instrument avallaale. His stat2craft, Xawe-Jer, 

3ore tn2 mart of nls o::n ?erson<$lty and nlstorlcal ex?erlence. He believed 

"in foreign affairs, logic and sentiment co not welgn Aeavl1y 1.n favor of tA2 

realities of sower, tnat wnat matters 1s wAat one ta-<es and what on2 can Irold 

on to, tnat to regain ner Islace, France must count only on herself." Thus, In 

rris secu1iar \Tay, 32 often stressed conf-let anl confrontation rather t-lan 

reconclllatlon and coo?eratlon Plore often than not, his tactics Ins-Dived 

refusal, obstruction, intransigency, ant manipu1ation of falts accornplls to 

guarantee France's interests. 

DIPLOMACY. De Gaulle's di?lomatlc style, while both independent and 

intransig2nt, was nevertheless extremely effectlrra and lnevltab1y supported 

his oJ]ectlves. He was nonest and forthrlgAt, strongly laying out Franc2's 

posltlon and arguing its mutually beneficial merits. In his 6eallngs wltn 

ElseK?oT,er and Kenne&g; Churcnll1, Macmillan, and Queen Ellzabetlz; Khrushcne-z, 

Manauer; and. every other nead of state with whzrn he lnteractec, .?e \ras a 

master at setting tne agenda, focusing tne dlscusslon in France's terms, and 

brorclng every angle to support France's interrelate6 goals Wnet:ler ceallng 
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wlt5 other nations, whether power%1 or ceveloplng, lnde?endently (as ne did 

in 51s well-pusllclzed vlslts abroad or in tne Llghly opulent and ostentatious 

events and dls~l~~s he provided for dignitaries during their vlslts to 

France), or col12ctively (as at t:?e American-British-Soviet-FrencA ["3ig 

Four"] summit ne hosteE in 19601, de Gaulle lnvarlabljg stressed tLe same 

themes ant Issues. He consistently portrayed France's grandeur and 

inc22encence, unyleldlngly malntalned her interests, and stuJDornly focused 

the Discussions on xs ag2nca (Disarmam2nt, Barlln; and the Third World ) ^O 

51s grsat credit, ?~e Teas very successful In contlnuall;r reinforcing these 

themes wLle engaged. in some of history's most contentious debates. 

ECONO&IIC. De Gaulle realized. Zrance's economic situation, altnough 

greatly lmpro-:2cl since tne war's end, wbs not sufficient to 22 LrleldeZ as an 

element cf national so::er He did, Aow2vsr, have a complete und2rstandlng of 

economics as an element of stat-&raft, anZ -<new It could. be us2C as a tool of 

great infLuenc2 In nrs dlscusslons \:lth lrlme Mlnlster Macmillan aSout the 

Britisn move to loin tne European Common Marcet, a move with potentials for a 

"European Europ2" that 2nthraLlei botn Macmillan an6 Le Gaulle, it was de 

Gaul12 L---IO clearly outline, trre economic r2asons 'rlnlch L%rould mak2 3rltaln 

n2v2r lea:72 its ox,n Commzw2alth. He fully graspeC, and ex?lalned, tAe 

bro-=- CL.~S~ implications of SUCL-I a mo:-2 on current tariffs ant quotas, and th2 

entangled monetar:? consld2ratlons ln-V-olvec in tns mortgages, debts an6 

o-21lgatlons whlcn sucn internationalism Tiould entail 

COMMUNICATIONS. De Gaulle Tias a su?erlor communicator, who was able to 

us2 a11 of tn2 tools available to sha22 national and world opinion In support 

of his os~ectlves In sot-1 his domestic communications and. In his d2allng wit11 

neacs of stat2 and tne ?ubLlc asroad, 1s continually reinforced tlzs themes of 

Frencn grandeur, lncepencence, and dominance as a world power. A brilliant anC 

con-rlnclng s22aker, c-12 ITas a212 to unit2 an attractlvs and often logical -new 

of tne emerging lnternatlcnal order with a pivotal role for France 



Recovering her own lnZepend2nce ant unlversalLy admlrec, sl1e seemed t:12 

natural cham?lon of tne InternatIonal peace and ec_ulllbrlum, anC a "Jerfect 

emissary for the needs of the developing Ynirc World. 

MILITARY. De Gaulle realized Cat one 05 his most powerful instrumants 

of statecraft was the military. Belisving that France's influence in non- 

security areas seemed potentiall-y weacer tnan 32r influence over European 

regional de52ns2, de Gaulle saw a modern national Defense system as a strong 

com22nsating factor Trrus, a potent defense s-Istem would, increase 7rencn 

status and 2restlge -- the other elements of poaer Tney would also 32 a 

source of influence in the new-y complex international s'ystem in watch states 

are not only mutually Cepencent, but find that dominant influence in on2 area 

can 32 manipulated to compensate for relative weacnass in another. De Gaulle 

knew that a strong, lnC222ndent, nuclear-equi?seZ military coulC minimize tne 

costs of d2;erLence across a s$ctrum of 1ssuss Gi-"-en de Gaulle's belief 

that "tne principle that dominates everything 1s tnat an army fights for Its 

country, under tne authority of its government and undsr th2 order of Its 

lead2rs," the move out of ?LTO was inevitaz?-2 TAat h2 was aale to 3e so 

firmly against military- integration, yet still maintain an alliance he valued 

in t2rms of its contriautlon to Franc2's national goaLs -- as o??oseC to tne 

aen2flclaI effects on an ill-defin2d supsrlor international community Interest 

-- again illustrates Ze Gaulle's dl?lcmatic style Since France's 

?artici?ation in any alliance woulC exist primarlI:/ to serve Trance, da Gaul12 

kner: that Trance could always wi.elC great influence in any debate 3y resorting 

to her first weapon, intransigence, and falling tnat, she could in effect 

temporari:y withdraw from the coalition in dafense of 3er own interests 

A PARTIAL SUCCESS 
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Although de Gaulle's st1Lls as a statesman were undeniably efiectlve, 

the actual results he achieved were mixed. He was aSle to bring to France an 

image 05 grandeur and importance wrt1cn not only surged. national pride but gave 

her a place at the world's decision-mac1ng table. France's 1nde2endence not 

only gave her power and influence with her allies, but gave ner a link w1tll 

the rest of tne world unlike any otter nation at tile time. Tlie h1gn point of 

this unique autonomous diplomatic capaD111ty was perhaps in her coZlaborat1on 

with tne Soviet Union during ee Gaulle's tour there in 1966 Trlum?hantly 

heralded 3y tile w1t:ldrawal from KATO that establlshec France's credentials to 

carry on 1ndepenEent d1aLogues w1t3 any nation, de Gaulle was aale to ennance 

a detente and act as an 1nterm2d1ary and 1m>art1al interlocutor. This was 

unquestionably a stabilizing influence. It also gave entry to a dialogue 

w1tn, and on benalf of, t3e nations of the Third. bJorld -- wn1ch eventually 

c27.-2:opel. into a netsror< of rezations an= L agreements p-acing Franc2 in a 

situation ~31~3 furtner enhanceZ(,ner influence and o?enec extensive new f12C.C~ 

of economic and cultural activity. 

The success was aLso 11m1ted though my tne realities of Zrance's 

capa3111ties FrencA resources w2re insufficient to carry ofE t=12 ambrtlous 

, role of interlocutor between East, West, and Tn1rc PJorl6 And althougn French 

1nd22encZence was world-renown, in reality accommocation to an Atlantic status 

quo was eventually acnievec, with France as a partial, but close, ally to 

?-A??0 . Europe remained Atlanticist, and detente remained 21~~1~2, uncertain, 

ant unlikely to have any immediate e5Zect on international 2ol1t1cs. 

ANALYSIS OF CAUSES 

Th2 GauLl1st position on national defense was naturally derive6 from tne 

ideals of French 1ncependenc2, grandeur, and tA?e preference for -1m1ted forms 

of international cooperation consistent with tne overr1c3ng need to u?l-~olC the 

integrity of tne Frencn national state De Gaulle's notions of Francs's 
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special mission in the world, her Ces1re for 1ndepenCence and su2er1or status, 

Zler right to a prominent international raze, were in fact not at all 

extraorcrnary w3en neld in 11gnt of the env1ronm2nt, beliefs and value systems 

of ?ost World War France. These notions were shared by most of France's 

elite, even 1f not so eloL>ently stated. As Earrison points out in "Gaullist 

lers?2ct1ves 1n Trench Security," noncooperation and oLstruct1on1sm as a 

pattern of benavior and a means of retaining prlvlleged interests had been 

traCtional practices in Frencn politics ane diplomacy Xd1v1dual1sm 1n t3e 

confrontation of a hostile environm2nt 1s a Long-standing characterrstlc of 

t%e French value system In this sense, Ce Gaulle carr12c on a distinctly 

French pattern in h1s foreign 2011cy 32xav1or and, my force of h1s personality 

anC conviction, ~a.5 s1m?ly being very "French I' 

Tnus, althougn ce Gaulle's ~~111 1n forging and af-ect1ng national 

security policy marks n1m as on$,of th2 greatest statesmen of tnis century, 

his v1ea of France's national interests, goals and oJ]ectlves, and. h1s 

tecnniques 1n employing tne instruments of statecraft, were very much 

predicta -- and well-suited to tha s22c1f1c time an< place. Expectations 

of flex1bl:lt; and compromise would not be fulfiLled 37 Gaullist Franc2 when 

basic 1ssu2s of 2rzstrga and lndepencence were tnought to be at stake 
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