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The rise of One Europe would be a new element in international politics, but it would depend entirely on 
West Germany being econciled to the division of Germany. 

West Germany has tried every tactic to force East Germany to the wall and failed. She is no closer today 
to German reunification than she was in 1954. 

With Washington, under President Lyndon Johnson, gradually withdrawing into its shell, hopes of German 
reunification keep fading. Nor does alliance with France offer better prospects of reunification. 

In the circumstances, West Germany may find that it has to choose between a client status, which is what 
continued acceptance of U S hegemony offers her, and an independent status in a united Europe of de Gaulle's 
conception. 

East European countries, from all evidence, have no objection to associating with a West Germamy whose 
military claws have been trimmed. And probably West Germany may realise in course of time that it is to her 
advantage to accept demilitarisation and have her eastern boundaries guaranteed. 

Europe's peace has depended long enough on one country — Gin-many. The division of Germany was 
certainly unfortunate, but history is not easily reversed, Germany's place in the sun can probably be restored but, 
ironically, not as Germany, but as Germany in Europe - One Europe, 

From Atlantic to Urals 
(From Our Paris Correspondent) 

"I W A N T to study more profoundly", 
said Hungary's Foreign Minister 

Janos Peter in almost the very first 
words that he uttered when he arrived 
in Paris on January 11, 1965, "the 
ideas of the French Government for 
an independent Europe, an European 
Europe and an enlarged Europe". 

No East European statesman had 
ever been heard to say such clear 
words before and in many Chanceries 
in Paris there were raised eyebrows. 
What did Janos Peter mean? Was he 
speaking out of turn or was he making 
a policy statement of far-reaching 
implications? Was he speaking only 
for his country or was he doing some 
advance scouting for the Soviet Union? 
And what, at any rate, was meant by 
an independent Europe, an European 
Europe and an enlarged Europe? 

De Gaulle Speaks for Europe 
A Bulgarian statesman who was 

subsequently interviewed gave it as 
his opinion that perhaps Janos Peter 
was speaking strictly for himself. The 
old practice of clearing policy state
ments w i t h Moscow, he added, was no 
more in fashion. East European offi
cials had more elbow room, more 
freedom to speak out their minds. 
Perhaps Peter was simply indulging in 
his freedom. 

Nevertheless his words have created 
a strong impression here that what was 
once almost unbelievable, is slowly 
coming to pass. This is the hope of 
One Europe stretching from the A t -
lantic to the Urals, embracing not 
merely the countries of the European 
Common Market, but those of the 
European Free Trade Association and 
the Communist lands east of the " I ron 
Curtain". 

The idea of a European Europe, 
enlarged into a Europe of the Father

lands has been in favour in France for 
a long time; France has always con
sidered herself the cultural "mother' ' 
country in Europe and if President de 
Gaulle has often spoken of the con
cept of a Europe stretching from the 
At lant ic to the Urals — even when, 
under Stalin, it seemed impossible of 
achievement — it was because he 
knew he was voicing the aspirations 
of all Europeans. 

Break from Past 
European nations, it is true, have a 

terrible record of l ighting each other 
and twice in one generation, they have 
embroiled the whole world in their 
internal conflicts. When Wendell 
Wil lk ie was speaking of One 
Wor ld , the prospects even of one 
Europe were dim and distant. The 
immediate post-war years saw the 
growth of the Cold War and the in 
evitable division of Europe into East 
and West. The late forties and fifties 
marked the hardening of the division. 
When Winston Churchill said, in a 
speech at Fulton, Missourie, that "from 
Stettin in the Baltic to Trieste in the 
Adriat ic an iron curtain has descend
ed" he was speaking the t ru th . An 
iron curtain had indeed descended 
though he may have had only himself 
to blame for i t , 

The division of Europe became even 
more pronounced when the East Ger
mans raised the Berlin Wal l . The 
East, it then seemed, would have none 
of the West. Kip l ing could have been 
quoted with devastating truth wi th 
strictly Europe in mind. In Europe, 
East was East and West, by God, was 
West! and never the twain would meet. 
The fault was as much that of the 
West as that of the East. 

When Stalin died and Krushchev 
started his great de-Stalinisation pro

cess it should have been evident that 
the Iron Curtain would soon be allow
ed to rust. The Soviet Union was 
catching up on the West. The Sputniks 
had shown i t . There was no more 
any need for the Soviet Union to 
suffer from an inferiority complex; no 
more any need to be on the defensive. 
The Soviet Union could offer equal 
battle to the United States, The I ron 
Curtain was good while it lasted; it 
could now be drawn up. 

Simultaneously, pressures were bui ld
ing up in the Soviet Union and in the 
East European countries for more 
freedom, more consumer goods and 
more of the better things of life. The 
Hungarian rebellion had to be sup
pressed because the time was not ripe 
for the granting of the freedom to 
which people in the East were aspiring. 
But has the time arrived now? 

Weakest Link in N A T O 

For many years Moscow had no 
alternative but to treat the West as a 
monolithic bloc. The weakest l ink in 
N A T O was France, but Moscow could 
make no progress with France as long 
as she had the Algerian albatross 
hanging round her neck. How could 
France be befriended and damned as 
an Imperialist power at the same time? 

As for France herself, her dilemma 
was even greater. France has always 
been conscious of her role as a Great 
Power, but she had allowed herself to 
be milked dry in two areas she should 
have abandoned as soon as the Second 
World War had concluded in Europe. 
The Indo-China War cost France 
twice what she was getting as Mar
shall A i d ; the Algerian War was not 
a small burden either. Wi th Indo-China 
and Algeria out of the way France 
has been making major efforts to re
gain her lost stature as a world power. 
In her search for stature, she has 
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clashed w i t h the United States. This 
is where the Soviet Union feels it can 
come in. 

It fits both the Soviet and Chinese 
views that France is worthy of sup
port among nations of the West, even 
if she is a member of N A T O . But 
France's role in N A T O has clearly 
been disruptive. France withdrew her 
Mediterranean fleet from N A T O last 
year. She has been a most unwill ing 
and reluctant co-operator at N A T O 
mil i tary exercices. At the December 
1964 annual N A T O Ministerial Coun
cil she made it quite clear that she 
would not subscribe either to the 
American proposal for a multilateral 
nuclear force (MLF) or a more sophis
ticated version put forward by Britain, 
the At lan t ic Nuclear Force (ANF) . She 
also made it known that she wanted 
none of Britain or the United Slates 
in Europe. A l l this suited Soviet books 
and in the Eastern camp, at least, 
France is being looked up to as an 
acceptable Western friend and there 
has been a steady procession of Hast 
European officials to the French capi
tal . 

East Europe and China 
East Europe and China, whatever 

their doctrinaire differences, share one 
common belief: that the United States 
is the "enemy". The belief, at least 
among the East European countries, 
may be unevenly shared; some hold that 
if only they could break out of their 
self-imposed doctrinal imprisonment, 
the East European countries would 
find it easy to have a greater degree 
of trade and concourse wi th the 
United States. In fact, while China and 
the United States have negligible trade 
between them, and there is not even a 
desire among them to increase i t , there 
is gathering evidence that the United 
States would like to develop more 
contacts wi th the East European coun
tries to their mutual benefit. But since 
co-existence is anathema to Peking and 
any concerted effort on the part of the 
East European countries to cultivate 
Washington would be almost heresy, 
the East European countries arc thrown 
into the French lap to their own de
light and that of France. France may 
be part of the hated "West", but it is 
an independent West, not to be put 
on par w i t h Germany wi th its reputa
t ion as a true American "stooge". 

The recent love-affair between France 
and the East European bloc resulting 
in several cultural and economic 
agreements, in this context, makes 
sense. But it does not explain every
t h i n g For a better understanding of 

i t , we have to look beyond polit ical 
motivations to the European-ness of 
East Europe. No one who has read 
the history of Europe can be surprised 
that despite wars, revolutions and dic
tatorships, the idea of a common cul
ture has existed among all peoples 
from the Atlant ic to the Urals. A l l 
Europe shares a common culture and 
this bond has survived catastrophes. 
It is now germinating. Rumania, for 
instance, was extremely French in its 
pre-war avatar; Rumanians turned to 
French customs and manners; French 
was the second language of the people. 
That Rumania now should instinctively 
turn to France as a Western friend is 
cause for no surprise at all. 

East Europeans feel at home in 
France. As unlike in West Germany 
where the Communist Party is banned, 
France has a very large and powerful 
communist party. No East European 
feels a sense of suffocation. In France, 
therefore, they feel they have found a 
partner with whom they can converse, 
trade and merge wi th no fear of dam
age either to their sense of European-
ness or to their ideology. French resis
tance to being submerged in a Euro
pean Economic Community has fur
ther endeared East Europeans to Paris. 
These countries would like to get out 
of the Comecon and the Soviet domi
nation of their economies. The EEC, 
when it was first formed, was a blow 
to their hopes of some day getting 
closer to West Europe. But now they 
feel, they have a chance, thanks mostly 
to France. 

French Strategy 
The French stance in the European 

Economic Community, though des
cribed as r igid, merely reflects the 
country's aspirations. France wants to 
see a United Europe only if Paris can 
be its economic and cultural centre. 
If France can, she would eliminate the 
influence of Washington, London and 
Moscow in the continent. France has 
successfully kept London away by the 
simple expedient of vetoing Britain's 
entry into the Common Market. France 
can diminish Moscow's influence only 
to the extent that she can do a suc
cessful job of keeping Washington out 
of Europe, It is to this end that 
French diplomacy is currently direct
ed. But keeping America out of Europe 
is more easily said than done. The 
Americanisation of Europe has been 
going on apace wi th such speed that 
President de Gaulle himself had to 
sound a warning to his people in a 
New Year Day message. The American 
presence is being felt in France itself. 
It is powerful in West Germany. 

America's greatest toehold is in West 
Germany where not only American 
capital, but Amrican political philoso
phy is deeply entrenched for historical 
reasons. For better or for worse, West 
Germany finds itself unable to obtain 
a divorce from the Uni ted States. 
Washington, on its part, feels that its 
fate is linked wi th that of Bonn and 
this feeling is sincerely reciprocated. 
Bonn and Washington feel that they 
cannot do without each other. 

W German Fears 
As Bonn sees i t , West Germany is 

in the f ron t l ine of any possible future 
attack from the East and must neces
sarily depend upon the most powerful 
western ally for support. This ally is 
Washington. For Washington, Bonn is 
the centre of the European power 
balance. If Bonn falls, all Europe can 
be written off, so far as Washington 
is concerned. It has therefore been 
America's policy to support Bonn and 
to cater to its constant whims, It was 
Washington that put West Germany 
on to the idea of a multilateral nuclear 
force. It is Washington that has con
tinued to foster the idea of a reunified 
Germany, which nobody in Europe 
wants and which East European coun
tries simply abhor. 

Even without its eastern half, West 
Germany is powerful enough economi
cally. A reunified Germany can be a 
menace to the peace of Europe al l 
over again. Can such a unified Ger
many be kept under lids? Can it be 
prevented from carrying out its own 
defence plans? If so, for how long? 
No one has any answer. France does 
not seem to mind an economically 
powerful Germany. But France would 
be frightened to have a politically 
lough neighbour. France has therefore 
been trying to "tame" Germany and 
lure it into the French field of influ
ence. To do this, France has to offer 
Germany something more than the 
United States can offer. Can France 
do this? Can France give Germany 
nuclear protection? Can France effec
tively support West Germany in the 
unlikely but contingent event of an 
attack from the East? Can France ful 
f i l West German ambitions for a fin
ger on the nuclear trigger? 

At the moment, France is in no 
position to offer much to West Ger
many, certainly not much in compa
rison to what the United States can 
offer. And West Germany can hardly 
afford, at this stage, to give up a tried 
and trusted partner in favour of an
other whose strength does not amount 
to much. Besides, France, in German 
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eyes, has committed the supreme sin 
of saying in advance that she has re
cognised the Order-Neisse frontier. 
Germans want to keep this question 
open. For France the question is 
settled. The issues have recently been 
complicated by the growing disillusion
ment in influential German circles wi th 
the United States. The cold war was 
to Bonn's benefit. The colder the war, 
the more Bonn could hope to gain 
from Washington in terms of con
cessions. But once Bonn started to 
realise that neither Washington nor 
Moscow were interested in carrying on 
the cold war, it was inevitable that 

it would look round for other friends. 
The process began wi th the Kennody 
Years. It was then that Adenauer, 
America's long time friend, first began 
to cast his eyes towards Paris. The 
more Kennedy looked for Soviet 
friendship, the more Adenauer looked 
for a fresh meaning in Franco-German 
association. Today, de Gaulle has a 
powerful pro-French lobby in Bonn. 
Chancellor Erhard knows this only too 
well. His dilemma is to keep his own 
party in order without upsetting the 
United States. Should he lean too much 
towards the United States he stands 
to lose some of his own party support 
and he would certainly alienate France. 
Once France is really alienated, then 
Germany would lose one Western friend 
in the cause of getting back lands be
yond the Order Neisse. It is significant 
that even though the topmost officials 
of almost all East European nations 
have been invited to Paris, the Poles 
haven't been. When this happens, it 
may be taken for granted that France 
wi l l officially bestow her approval of 
the present German frontier to the 
East. This, to West Germany, would 
be catastrophic. 

Erhard's Choice 
On the other hand, should Erhard 

seek to depend on France, he stands 
the risk of alienating a st i l l more 
powerful ally whose good intentions, 
especially in regard to German reuni
fication, are even now suspect. The 
United States, at least, has offered 
West Germany a place in its scheme 
for a multilateral nuclear force. France 
has offered nothing but words. What, 
in the circumstances, should Erhard 
do? 

Erhard would have no problem if 
he faced up to the fact that he cannot 
both stay in the western camp and 
aspire for German reunification. This 
the West German leaders are reluc
tant to do. Time and again, they 

have been to ld that if only they would 
agree to a nuclear-free zone in Central 
Europe, they could have a united Ger
many, not perhaps at once, but cer
tainly over a period of years. But Ger
man suspicion of the Soviet Union is 
just as deep as Soviet—and East Euro
pean—suspicion of Germany. Come 
what may, Germany wi l l never agree 
to the Rapacki Plan. 

It pays the United States to keep 
West Germany in suspense -and there
fore bound to i t . A client Germany, 
it should appear to Washington, is 
easier to control than a really free 
Germany wi th elbow room to man-
ouevre. This, at least, has been the 
American thesis, but wi th the advance 
of mil i tary technology and the deve
lopment of the French atom bomb, 
Washington is probably having second 
thoughts. In December 1964 the Unit
ed Slates quietly agreed to co-operate 
w i th France in targeting. In a sense 
this means that the United States has 
tacitly accepted France as a nuclear 
power in her own rights. Can it be 
that under President Johnson, the 
United States w i l l encourage France 
to take West Germany under her 
wing? 

Turn in US Policy 
The American President's emphasis 

on improving American standards of 
l iving to the exclusion of foreign affairs 
has already created a stir in Germany. 
Does it mean, it is asked, that John
son's plea for prosperity at home and 
peace abroad is a cloak for American 
isolationism? What if Johnson quietly 
jettisons West Germany, leaving France 
a free hand to operate in Europe? West 
Germany knows that it has to face 
such a possibility. Erhard's visit to de 
Gaulle in January this year and the 
reported success of the visit must be 
therefore seen to conceal much more 
than has been revealed. No joint com
munique was issued at the end of the 
talks which were strictly private, but 
both sides said they were pleased wi th 
the results. It was stated that the 
multilateral nuclear force was not dis
cussed in detail. Was Franco-German 
nuclear co-operation discussed then? 

The effect of Franco German co
operation would be the true creation 
of a th i rd bloc in western affairs; non-
alignment would then have a new 
meaning. The Asian African non-align
ed world w i l l have three, instead of 
two, blocs to contend wi th . To the 
East Europeans too, there would be a 
fresh choice: to stay put in the Soviet 

camp or to join forces wi th a French-
dominated Europe. What would the 
East Europeans do, in the dream-
stances? 

New Element 
The rise of One Europe would be 

a new element in international poli-
tics, but it depends entirely on the 
extent to which West Germany is re
conciled to the fact of division. Pre
sently West Germany has no options. 
Wi th Washington gradually withdraw
ing into its shell, hopes of German re
unification keep fading. West Germany 
can hope to do no better by allying 
itself wi th France. In the final ana
lysis, West Germany w i l l find itself 
having to choose between a "client" 
status and an independent status. Bonn 
may soon find that an independent 
status is more becoming of its self-
respect. East European countries, from 
ail evidence, have no objection to 
associating with a West Germany shorn 
of its mil i tary claws, A n d , in the long 
run, it wi l l probably pay West Ger
many to be demilitarised and have its 
eastern boundaries guaranteed, If this 
happens, the tensions between East 
and West Germany, stand to be re
moved. Much of it may hur t West 
German pride, its voluntary accep
tance of the fact of East Germany w i l l 
probably help it in the end. West 
Germany has tried al l known tactics to 
force East Germany to the wal l . It has 
signally failed. West Germany is no 
closer to the prospect of German re
unification than it was in 1954. Is it 
not time for a change? 

That change, it seems, is being 
forced on Bonn. Its reply is to demand 
a four-power meeting in the Spring to 
discuss the re-unification issue. I t wi l l 
be embarrassing for Washington and 
London and Paris to say that they are 
powerless to move the Soviet Union 
to agree to re-unification. Whether the 
three western capitals w i l l agree to a 
four-power summit is another matter. 
But should it come to pass, the con
frontation would be a decisive moment 
in history. 

Europe's peace has depended long 
enough on one country, Germany. The 
division of Germany was unfortunate, 
but Germans have only themselves to 
blame for what happened and it is 
not easy to reverse history. Germany's 
place in the sun can probably be 
restored again, but ironically1 not as 
Germany, but as Germany in Europe— 
One Europe. 
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