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Summary
In his article “The United States and the foreign policy of France and FNR

during genesis of the European integration process (1949-1969 years) " A.
Omelchenko  made an attempt to investigate the influence of the "American factor
on foreign policy and bilateral relations of France and FRG in the first postwar
decade, to show the role and place this western countries in foreign concept of the
US. The author  came to conclusions that the evolutionary change of the nature of
relations  between  the  U.S.  and  FRG  on  the  one  hand,  and  between  the  U.S.  and
France on the other hand actually helped accelerate the European integration
process, the "engine" of which became a special relationship between France and
the FRG in the format de Gaulle-Adenuer.
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