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ing been crucial one year from now, after a CTBT has
been concluded.
Sixth, another issue of great importance to the New
York negotiators was the future of the Rarotonga Treaty.
After rejecting, until now, any language that might imply signing of the protocols involving France, the French
government has now announced its intention of closing
down or converting the Pacific test site. Moreover, its
representative, Minister for Cooperation Jacques
Godfrain, stated in Port Moresby that France would
consider signing the protocols after the completion of
the nuclear tests.
Seventh, other important developments have no doubt
been accelerated by the resumption of French nuclear
testing. They would probably have occurred in any
case, but in a more protracted and laborious way. France
is now engaged in a broad reappraisal of its defense
policy, including its nuclear aspects. The fact that its
future will be decided in Europe, and not just in territorial France, is now understood by all. This implies
momentous consequences in defense-related fields. It
represents an upheaval of the basic principles behind
French defense strategy. For this to have been stated,
more clearly than ever before, by a Gaullist president at
the beginning of his term, says a great deal about the
irreversible nature of this shift. Many consequences
follow from this reorientation:
• France is gradually abandoning the solitary model
that was once its image in the world, especially in the
nuclear area, and is concentrating instead on a collective framework for the formulation of its future
defense policies.
• France is publicizing its highly satisfactory contacts
with the United Kingdom on defense issues. The
two countries are actually closer than they would have
been willing to admit until recently. Neither would
now consider a situation where their defense interests might differ on basic issues.
• France is acknowledging the wide differences among
the European Union (E.U.) members on nuclear issues. These differences are partly the result of a diversity of status regarding the NPT. Thirteen E.U.
members have renounced acquiring nuclear weapons,
and there is no question that this position is unambiguous, especially in the very year when the NPT
was extended indefinitely. Differences also result from
variations in appreciation of the purpose of nuclear
weapons in the post-Cold War context. This is notably the case in Germany, centrally-located through-
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out the period in the part of Central Europe inappropriately called “the theater” and likely to have been
the first victim of a nuclear conflict.
• France declares itself ready to discuss nuclear issues and the role of nuclear weapons in Europe with
its major partners. Such concerted action is neither
oriented toward sharing its nuclear weapons, which
would be contrary to the intent of the NPT, nor to
extend the French deterrent to those countries already
covered by the U.S. deterrent. In the immediate future, its purpose is to consult with the major partners
on the possible future role of nuclear weapons in the
defense of Europe. As everyone knows, this issue
was until now at the core of French sovereignty. This
opening should not be ignored. It paves the way for
a gradual reconciliation of a resolutely European foreign policy and a defense policy which is still rather
nationalistic. This reconciliation can only be welcome.
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