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Abstract: General de Gaulle's policy of Construction of Ewaan be understood only in the light of his
convictions, that reconsideration of 1958, whenrérirned to power, had inspired his foreign policy.
Although the General had not a vision about thesBortion of Europe, according to public opinionvires
often perceived as a real Europeanist ( in 1968 3 French people considered De Gaulle the chamgf
European unity, and even in March 1969 half of Ehepeople considered him a convinced Europeanist).
Talking about institutional evolution after the @eal de Gaulle has left the power, the thesis beeat on

the role of other countries have resumed by othenties and confirmed by facts. In actual Commurifie
Commission plays an important role of initiativeddsoost, but the essential decisions become oldigafor

the states.
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French policy during General de Gaulle’s period wasked by attempting to set on a communitary
Europe, at least economicalbn European ... Europenlarged from the six countries in the East and
independency toward the antagonist two blocks.

Affirming a policy on U.S. national-independencamedy - French withdrawl from NATO in 1960 -
France strenghtened its position and attracts sgmpa small states, the USSR and its allies and
friendship with China. Despite its success in thel@ar field, France has no means of its policye Th
third World Latin American, Arabian or African negtdgood words, but factories, industrial products
and technology. France does not produce enougéprae, even though other and evolved during its
Fifth Republic; the French industry was inferio@erman industry, which in 1960 reached a potential
three-fold. The economical weakness of the coudiaynot allow de Gaulle too much in his foreign
policy, often he succeeded in France than to ierithe U.S. and German industry to open the gate to
German industry. The Czech crisis in 1968 strorggtyphasized the limits of Gaullist diplomacy,
especially in 1969, when President de Gaulle igatefl in a referendum in April 27 and retired to
Colombey, although the prestige of France was gpataver the world.

Jean - Marc - Boegner former diplomatic adviseGeneral de Gaulle and France's representative
besides European Communities emphasiyes in theneolle Gaulle en son siéglehat General's
policy regarding Construction of Europe can not dmederstand in light of his beliefs than
reconsidering his convictions, even in 1958, whenréturned to power, have inspired his foreign
policy. At the European policy of the General steofiw principles, which were allowed to mark the
European construction process, and prediBiusope from the Atlantic to the Urals”.

General de Gaulle's declaration regarding the extgt of“Two large hegemony’led after 1945 to
escape the influence of France policy pervailing thnited States since 1945 and also the European
mistrust of NATO and communities. As was true tlzneral de Gaulle fostered an undisguised
aversion toward integrating concepts of Supranatiand at certain levels have inspired three &eati

of the European Communities creating institutioritheut the control states. This should not be
interpreted as an objection in principle to buildm@ion of Europe but as a goal to be achieved tjitou
the free cooperation of states.
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For de Gaulle the cooperation between the sixstaembers of the European Community could not
become a political reality unless Europe was abldé¢ a real Europe, that it proved over the
consequences of its interests and ambitions weng, alvandoning the habit of comply with the

requirements of order, coming from Washingtonomstay away from politics of the two blocks.

How the heart of divided Europe is Germany, thed&anhad in view to establish relations with the
Federal Republic, private relations based on trilsugh the personal relationships he has with
Chancellor Adenauer. In conception of de GaullanEe should play a leading role in the world of big
business, this involving both voice and action,levitiwill create a framework of ideas that wiltath

to promote the Construction of Europe and defenthiegnterests of France in Europe.

Thus, the defending of French economic interesthénEuropean Common Market was provided by
general and his ministers, which sometimes evewipgointransigence have managed to achieve
significant results; the recovery plan in late 1388 France in implementing the first measures for
acceleration of the Customs Union, through whidh ¢buntry put a final to a secular and disastrous
protectionism; agricultural policy was a conditifmm following the Common Market; the inflexibility

of Community positions in trade negotiations witAT3 (General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade)
which defended the vital interests of industri€shé European Coal and Steel Community (ECSC) in
1958 already made sample its capacity to solve pitiecipal difficulties in carboniferous and
metallurgy, in EURATOM (the European Atomic Ener@pmmunity) the General did not want to
submitte, to involve, as regards civilian nucleargpam and especially the military.

The issue of the UK adheretion to Communities gfintens the de Gaulle's policy coherence
concerning Europe and the contradictions of Eunopertners for France. Permanent, the General
considered it had done something so France perrtignesm get all benefits from the Common
Market, in his conception of France saving twice TTommon Market from its breakdown.

The first time was in late 1958 when, through tb&® of Maurice Couve de Murville, he opposed to
the creation of a free trade area, proposed by donthe other five partners declaring in favor of,
showing the direction to a Europe under double sigsupranationality and integration. The second
time, France intervened in a spectacular way aptbes conferences in January 14, 1963 when the
General stateique I'Angleterre était insulaire, shipping, liéapses Echanges, plain Marches, son
ravitaillement, aux pays les plus diverse lontainlle les plus exercise industrielle et une\ati
essentiellement merchantability, trés peu agrigeltlElle, dans son travail, des habitudes et des
traditions, marquees trés, trés originales. In mafuhe structure, the juncture propres a I'Angtete

gui Sontea Different Continents for celles des éauitr

In a list of impressing difficulties, de Gaulle sted very skeptical;On a pu croir parfois que nos
amis Anglais en posant leur candidature poure ledflé Commun acceptaient de se transformer eux-
mémes au point d'appliquer toutes les conditiorissqnt accepteés et practiquées par Les Six. Mais
la question est de savoir si la Grande Bretagneaugltement peut se placer, avec le continent et
comme lui, &interior dun tarif qui soit veritablement commun, renoncepate préference Zgard

du Commonwealth, cesser de preténdre que son #griewsoit privilegiée, et encore tenir pour
caducs les engagements qu'elle a pris avec lesqay®nt partie de sa zone de libre-échangestC

la toute la question. On ne peut pas direet|e soit actuellement résolue. Est-ceetje le sera un
jour? Seule évidemment |I"’Angleterre peut repondre”.

Concerning the Fouchet Plan, General de Gaulleideresl that it belonged to France and played a
leading role in the creation and operation of atijgal union of Europe, with a capital which shoiblel

in Paris and represent the union's political wilMember States to make in an European organization
and will be incompatibil to Britain's joining whichad links with the United States and the Anglo-
Saxon in general. Political Union project failuedIto the restriction of privileged relations with
Federal Republic of Germany, and tightens the onede by the Treaty of Elysee, the French-
understanding as a incontestable German succesgrdtion of de Gaulle has daylight and reached
the highest degree in Common Agricultural Policgiced by France, and during the time has passed

331



European Integration - Realities and Perspectives 2010

and that successive adheretions led the Europeamm@oity 6 to 27 members, and the effects of
General de Gaulle's policy were felt in many aspatbuilding an European Construction.

Conception of a Europe based on cooperation of 8ot yield ground, being consolidate by
creating the European Council and the importanoetprof the President in office of the Council of
Ministers in research of the compromise.

This evolution was not counteracted either by ursigesuffrage election to Parliament or the regkate
attempts to make known the Community more normately, through greater use among the majority
decisions of the Council of Ministers, but the @ride limitated need to impose any one of Member
States a decision contrary to its interests comnsiiby each very important. On this we can say,
“Luxembourg Compromisehas in store its validity. Although France's iets were not defended by
the same firmness as when General de Gaulle wasvier (1958 - 1969), in what was essentially a
whole was protected and French cooperation withm@ay represents the main pillar of European
Treaty Elysee continuing be considerably applied.

In conclusion, we can say that since the generarded his mark in the manner of managing this
“vast institution”, European Construction, despite its new configamgtithe many projects and
initiatives, has not undergone a profound charge, we can affirm that the premises at the basis fo
European foreign policy of de Gaulle's were a nmoeerful French state, forming &&Burope des
patries”, which to includ Germany, a strong Europe throiigkelf that submitting to selfdefense
against any hostile intentions or imperial powéiachpin of the whole strategy of de Gaulle and at
the same time the most important point of his thémve resided on the diplomatic French — German
relationship, on France’s relations with major worpowers, the attitude toward European
Community, all resulting in France, U.S. , Unitechgdom, Germany, NATO, the EC as the main
actors of international relations in recent history

Atfter the departure of General de Gaulle, Europ@anstruction came to a dead end in negotiations
on its enlarging and the Common Agricultural Pglieytil the creation the European Monetary
System in 1979 and the adoption of the Single Adtd86 has never made any significant decision on.
Even after the departure of General de Gaulle,essice Governments in power remained the same,
namely the accept for the Common Market Treatythecadoption of economic policies that keep the
economic free — exchange; constant interventiorchvigimed trade, goods and capital within the
Common Market and the common policies especiallyagniculture, a policy based on European
developments and understanding the unity Frencherm@n. General de Gaulle's refusal of the
enlarging Community in two rows against British nimrship delayed the progress of European unity
or the contrary allowed the community to strengthefore its enlargement.

De Gaulle's European policy can be generally ddfameconfederate, he accepted a gradual transfer of
authority to the Community institutions, providddht this authority is delegated by governments in a
coordinated foreign and defense policy, and thateStretain sovereignty at any time, governments
remain ultimately responsible for their importamtcisions. This view was supported by Charles de
Gaulle was president the whole time.

The French Public Opinion regarding European Policy of de Gaulle

Results of the poll made by SOFRES on de Gaulleégbeny occasion were put in priority order the
following issues: the French are aware that Gerdgabaulle’s priority was France and not Europe,
the French had seen in de Gaulle a good EuropbanGeneral lasting influenced the European
polities of France. When people were asked by SC3R&ncerning the main preocupations of
General de Gaulle in his foreign policy, the Freadswers were as follows: the greatness of France
(53% of French) national-independence (42%), figihtor peace (32%), refusal American and Soviet
blocks (26%), construction of Europe (22%).

The hierarchy of General de Gaulle preocupationth@g-rench saw in 1990 was the construction of
Europe and helping the developing of countries (8%g affirmation of historical personalities from
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Eastern Europe (1%). As outlined in the polls, Peran the French view, it was not a primary

concern of de Gaulle, this being confirmed by astjoa regarding General’s priorities. Starting from

a general priority list the respondents were askeguote two priorities. Construction of Europe are

located in position 4 of 9, with 16% after indepence of France (58%), French unit (31%), France's
world role (33%), but respecting the Authority pglibefore economical development, society

modernization, employees participation in busidiéssaid the developing states.

Analyzing these results, it can be concluded tlah€h are very aware about the fact that General de
Gaulle put domestic policy ahead of foreign poli€hey are aware that for de Gaulle, Europe is
located near France or rather it and not conceiti@owt removing its national independence, whose
aim is independence and France greatness. Howda&pite this very nationalistic vision of General
de Gaulle, the French argued thatEreeGaulle was a good European”.

According to the survey made by FIFG in 1990 genees a good European for French 82%, 12%
thought the opposite, and 6% did not decide on thastion. According to FrenciGeneral de
Gaulle's priority was not Europe, but Frandes European being policy perceived as important
because, as was part of the general heritage althgts policy and institutions of Fifth Republic.
According SOFRES, 47% of French (for the 32%) estéd that policy of building Europe (1990)
was quite a nearby (12%) or fairly closely (35%) @éneral de Gaulle's views, he launching a
government policy of itsway is followed even nowgsla

In other words, it is quite clear that the perceptiof French, 20 years after the death of Genetal,
Gaulle's European policy he took it was consider@dgood and lasting governmentpolicy
subordinated to national interest of France.

Public Reaction to the three M oments of the EU

To the question, “Do you think General De Gaulleided a supporter of European Union?” itleat
if the EU is good?”, “Swingto 'yes' is compared with that to high, ‘no“.

From June 1962 until March 1969, between 49% afd 66French made from General de Gaulle, “a
supporter of Europe’s union (on average 55%), agaiabout 20% with a contrary view. Within this
broad support, and attempts have noted significavering: the Conflict after the conference in 1962
the resignation of government ministers MRP Pompjdjven the refusal of Great Britain, leading to
a'gap'in support, 49% ofyes’with regard to European good image are signifigengher than 23%
of 'no'.

Crisis of Common Agricultural Policy in June 196BdaPolicy of "empty chair* adjustable by
Luxembourg Compromise, 25 January 1966, have degretlially the image of good European for
General de Gaulle.

There’s no doubt that General de Gaukgnains a good European for French, even many yaies
his death.

General de Gaulle outlook on Europe, and Europesnge, reflects a Europe without being atlantist,
but was not a Europe as homeland — i.e.: not asapomal Europe, opposed to that of MRP, the
majority of the membership had French adhesion.

FIFG question - if you tend that is better to téadne“Unit Europe” independent from the United
States or the United States closely tied surveyslbws:
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Independent Europe to the USA Atlantist Pero
march 1963 46% 26%
february 1964 41% 20%
june 1965 39% 22%
may 1967 49% 23%
decembre 1969 51% 22%

Analyzing one of these percentages, we can saftirapean Europe, independent to the U.S., and as
General de Gaulle wanted was sustained by Frendslipwpinion. As other polls showed, 2 of 3
French felt Europeans, and only 1 in 3 have thinfgé¢hat he belonged at Atlantic at the time.

Also, the French prefer one Homeland Europe, whictefend the independence of France and the
United States of EuropeTo a FIFG question, in October 196®/hich of the following opinions are
closest the moment?ésponded was it clear hdwance not to give up their national-independence,
even for the unification of Europén present, France should participate in the umifion of
Europebut protecting his own national independert@nce there should engaged in the unification
of Europe, because, national independence is acjpli@ surpassed.”

A minority of 13% believed that France had no giyeto their national independence, even for the
unification of Europe, there should not build Ewdpat if the national-independence is affected so.

A percentage of 46% rule that France should pagtei in the unification of Europe, protecting its
national independence, in other words - a Europetwleaves a large part of national independence in
the way of its organization.

In conclusion, it is clear that, de Gaulle when he defined hiaception of Europe, the French
wanted, and indeed general, to reconcile theionatism with European construction, which leads to
note that there is a profound agreement gaullieneeption about the French in Europe.
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