
Franco-German Dialogue: The Future of Europe in a Contested Geopolitical and 
Geoeconomic Environment 

 
Tuesday, July 5, 2022   

3:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. CET at the Aspen Institute Germany’s office in Berlin 
 

The event’s goal was to facilitate a better understanding for German and French businesspeople, 
social scientists, politicians, and diplomats of the respective other country in the dimensions of 
geopolitics, the EU in the world, energy transition and climate policies as well as the future of trade. 
 

We were excited to discuss these and more topics with our diverse set of participants. As guest of 
honor, we were delighted to welcome  

   
Jean-Pierre Raffarin, former French Prime Minister. 

  
  The event was moderated by Aspen Institute Germany’s Executive Director Dr. Stormy-Annika 

Mildner, Jean-Christophe Bas, Member of the Executive Board, Institut Aspen France 
 and Serge Degallaix, Director General of the Fondation Prospective et Innovation. 

 

Teaser 

On July 5, 2022, Aspen Institute Germany, together with its cooperation partners Aspen Institute 
France and Fondation Prospective et Innovation, hosted the Franco-German Dialogue: The Future of 
Europe in a Contested Geopolitical and Geoeconomic Environment. The aim of the event was to 
enable German and French entrepreneurs, social scientists, politicians, and diplomats to better 
understand each other's countries in the dimensions of geopolitics, the EU in the world, energy 
transition and climate policy, and the future of trade. 

To accomplish this, the two-hour event was split into three sessions. Each session lasted thirty 
minutes, shed light on a specific topic, and consisted of both a French and German introductory 
statement, followed by a discussion. The sessions were conducted as follows: 

- 1st session’s topic: Security and Defense Policy for Germany and France 
- 2nd session’s topic: European Sovereignty, National Industries and Globalization 
- 3rd session’s topic: The Future of French and German Politics & the EU 

The sessions were preceded by an opening statement from the event’s guest of honor, former French 
Prime Minister Jean-Pierre Raffarin. He also gave the closing statement after concluding the sessions. 

Report 

To start the Franco-German dialogue, all those present were welcomed and the guest of honor, Jean-
Pierre Raffarin, former French Prime Minister, was introduced. 

After introductory remarks by Mr. Bas and Mr. Degallaix, the other participants briefly introduced 
themselves and stated their motives for attending the event. All attendees expressed business, 
political and scientific interests, as well as personal connections to Germany or France and the 
importance of French-German cooperation. 



In an opening statement, the present geopolitical situation was described as "anxious": While Russia 
and the war in Ukraine garner much political attention, the relationship between the United States 
and China represents yet another major challenge on the international stage and should not be 
underestimated. Their respective decisions are always made with the other in mind. Europe, 
meanwhile, stands in the middle of this relationship and finds itself in a weak position. 
Moreover, the speech emphasized the need for Europe to obtain security in Eastern Europe and to 
somehow arrange with Putin's Russia, as it is a neighboring country. At present, the only way to 
achieve this is by maintaining a close relationship with the United States. However, France and 
Germany together could offer an alternative in the future.   
In addition, the speech touched on the negligence of voters in rural areas. The mainstream discourse 
is dominated by urban thinking and therefore does not apply to rural areas. This, in turn, leads 
individuals in rural communities to believe that they are not important resulting in an increase in votes 
for extreme parties.   

Overall, three areas of cooperation were identified for Germany and France: 

1. Peace: Both countries must work together to preserve peace. 
2. Planet: Young people around the world promote a new vision for our planet. This is a good 

area to work together because there is a consensus across different societies. 
3. Sovereignty: Europe must reduce its dependency on China (i.e., in the medical sector), 

however, total independence is not possible. Thus, we must continue to cooperate with China. 

Session 1: Security and Defense Policy for Germany and France 

Following, the first session on Security and Defense Policy for Germany and France started. One of 
the topics to be discussed was the French defense industry facing difficulties working together with 
Germany’s defense sector.  

The first introductory statement gave an overview of the European defense strategy after the Russian 
invasion of Ukraine, what has been achieved so far, and what not. So far, NATO has been reinforced, 
the EU has spent €2 billion on weapon deliveries to Ukraine and there have been major 
announcements of increasing defense spending in EU countries. However, there are some constraints: 
There has not been a discussion about European strategic autonomy, money lacks for joint 
procurement projects, there are legal issues, and there is a political constraint: the principle of 
unanimity in the EU. The EU needs a new defense cooperation push for reasons of efficiency as 
budgets rose in the past but cooperation lacks. Furthermore, the defense dependence of Europe on 
the US sparks critics in the US. Also, Eastern European countries criticize Central Europe for either 
being too soft on Russia after the invasion or delivering too few weapons to Ukraine (especially 
Germany). 

The second introductory statement focused more on the impact of the Russian war in Ukraine on 
Germany and France. Both countries moved into different directions after the wall of Berlin fell: France 
fought asymmetric wars in Africa, while Germany acted as a peacemaking organization that managed 
peace but did not fight. Now both countries are facing a situation in which they must prepare for a 
potential war. An important aspect of preparing for a war is preparing a country’s citizens. Since 
soldiers are citizens, they must be aware that freedom must be defended. For European citizens, this 
is a big adjustment, because they think that everything is a given. In general, it is very difficult to 
prepare citizens to be ready to kill or to be killed.  
The statement elaborated more on NATO: Currently, everybody is focused on NATO, but Europeans 
need to take the initiative to build a European pillar of NATO. This would prepare the continent for an 



administration change in the US. Furthermore, the statement also reiterated the importance of 
building our own weapons industry. 

Several points were touched on in the ensuing discussion. Questions were raised about the 
seriousness of Germany’s “Zeitenwende”, about difficulties in the collaboration between Germany’s 
and the French defense industry, and whether the two countries are winners or losers of the current 
situation. 
The discussion also addressed the view of the US on the durability of Germany’s “Zeitenwende”. It 
was said that the U.S. attention is not necessarily more focused on Eastern Europe at the moment. It 
is viewed positively that Germany is finally meeting the 2% defense spending target but there is still 
uncertainty about the durability.   
Furthermore, some discussants stated that there might be a big difference between the reported 
citizens’ views on security affairs and actual views. Support for the military is bigger than reported.  
Regarding cooperation in the defense industry, participants mentioned that effective cooperation is 
hindered by a variety of compliance issues. Therefore, legal changes need to be made at the EU level.   
Regarding the recruitment of soldiers, it was noted that France does not have a problem, while the 
UK seems to have difficulties because young citizens do not want to pursue this kind of profession. 
Ukraine is an example that it is possible to recruit many young citizens who choose to defend their 
country.   

Session 2: European Sovereignty, National Industries and Globalization 

The second session examined the topic European Sovereignty, National Industries and Globalization.  
The first introductory statement raised the question of the extent to which collaboration or 
integration in the defense sector was more beneficial and what Europe needs more of. The issue of 
EU enlargement was also brought up. If the EU were to grant membership to more countries (Ukraine, 
Moldova, Balkan states), it would have to deepen the European institutions. Otherwise, the EU would 
have less sovereignty and a weak body, as quick decisions would no longer be possible anymore.  

The second introductory statement focused more on the corporate view of things. Franco-German 
cooperation is crucial because the war in Europe is disrupting supply chains and causing resource 
shortages. Furthermore, the pandemic has shown how fragile international cooperation is. The 
industry sees China as important for the production on the ground as well as for sourcing from supply 
lines. It also sees that there is a tougher political stance towards China, but there is no one-size-fits-all 
approach, as the EU must cooperate with China. 

The subsequent discussion elaborated predominantly on the problem of rising prices for the society 
and economy, and whether companies must internalize security and environmental costs. The 
perspective was that the problem of rising prices is a matter of communication. Citizens need to be 
prepared for the future, and different parts of society need to do their part. Everyone in our society 
must understand that the coming time will be tough, but necessary to make the much-needed 
changes. Also, participants expressed the view that 2% inflation targets are a thing of the past and we 
will see time of much higher rates. It is an open question how society will react to this, but there are 
already dangerous societal phenomena such as strong parties of the extreme left and right, as well as 
movements such as the yellow vests.  
There was also discussion about whether there should be a response from Germany to French 
President Emmanuel Macron's speech at the Sorbonne. Some participants felt that what was needed 
was not a new vision for the coming years, but an agreement on a common direction for France and 
Germany. While this seemed unlikely in the past, it is now possible. In the past, Germany was able to 
stand on its own. Due to the new geopolitical situation, this is not possible anymore. Both countries 



must agree on a common vision regarding China, which wants to shift the balance of power. 
Futhermore, both countries must understand that democracies are under attack around the world 
and many countries express the opinion that there is no future democracy.  

Session 3: The Future of French and German Politics & the EU 

The third session was centered around the topic The Future of French and German Politics & the EU. 
It was mentioned that in both countries the newly elected governments started only a few months 
apart (which is unusual) and this is a good time for cooperation. 

The first introductory statement addressed the French and German reactions to the war in Ukraine. It 
raised the question of whether both countries have lost control of the war because the policies of 
previous governments contributed to the events. Current governments must not repeat the mistakes 
and speak with one voice. Also, the statement delved into the divide between Central and Eastern 
Europe as a result of the Russian attack on Ukraine. In addition, the differences in relations between 
France and the United States and between Germany and the United States were addressed. Is France 
ready to move away from the Gaullist policies that would mark a French Zeitenwende? 

The second introductory statement revolved around the “Change through trade” policy. According to 
the statement, this policy explained the moral ambiguity of doing business with dictatorships. This 
comfortable image is now threatened. The statement further elaborates on the implications of this 
statement not being valid anymore.  

Only a few points were raised in the discussion. The opinion was voiced that Europeans must remain 
true to their values but should also be less arrogant and not claim to have the ultimate knowledge. 
Europe also needs to ask itself what it did wrong in its Russia and China policies to end up in the current 
situation. This concluded the third session.  

In the closing remarks, it was mentioned that the need for cooperation is great. A suitable topic to 
bring governments together could be environmental protection and climate change, as global actors 
are more or less on the same page on this topic. There is also a need to involve younger people more 
in shaping future policies and strategies to get a common overall picture. This will be the common 
mission of France and Germany. This concluded the Franco-German Dialogue: The Future of Europe 
in a Contested Geopolitical and Geoeconomic Environment.  
 
 
 

 


