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July 20th, 1951.

ECUMENICAL _COMMISSION _ON _BUROPEAN COOPZRATION

Sccond Statement on Furopcan Issues

Introductory Note:

The Ecumenical Commission on European Cooperation recently held
its second meeting, to consider replies to its statement on "European
Issues' published last January. Members present at the meeting were
André Philip (France), chairman, C.L. Patijn (Holland), vice-chairman,
René Courtin (France), James Dickson (Sweden), Gustav Heinemann (Germany),
Robert Kerber (Austria), Max Kohnstamm (Holland), Heinrich Kopf (Germany),
Pierre Mahillon (Belgium), Roger Mehl (France), Jean Rey {?elgium),
Mario Rollier (Italy), and Martin Wight (Greoat Britain).(

After reviewing the comments rceceived on its January statement,
including answers to the questionnaires addressed to the countriecs and
Churches of Europne, the Commission discussed the problems of cooperation
in the light of recent developments. The following report on this
meeting has been prepared by the secratary on the basis of the discussion,
and incorporates several brief stntemonts produced by the members and
approved by them for publication.

Review of Rcactions to the Statement "European Issues"

The statement and questions of the Commission have been published
extensively both in Europe and America, and have stimulated a frank
discussion of the fundamentzl problems of social policy confronting
Europeans today. It has been renrinted in full in well-'mown church
periodicals in all of the major Protestant arczas of Europe except Great
Britain (where a summary of the document has appeared in several church
papers), and also in the United States. In Germany especially it has
been very widely published in the religious press, and aroused consider-
able discussion. It has also been reprinted in many of the Student

(1) The members of the Commission arece:s-

André Philip (France), chairman , C.L, Patijn (llolland), vice-chairman ,
René Courtin (France), James Diclsson (Sweden), Eric Fletchor M.P. (Great
Britain), Kenneth G. Grubb (Great Britain), Gustav Heincmann (Germany),
Werner Kigi (S-itzerland), Robert Xerber (Austria), Max Kohnstamm (Holl-
and), H.W. Xopf (Gormany), Ole Bjorn Xraft (Denmark), Ernst Lemmer (Gor-
manyi, Pierre Mahillon (Belgium), Roger lchl (Francei Christian S.
Oftedal (Norway), Jean Rey (Belgium), Mario Rollier (italy)7 Denis de
Rougemont (Switzerland), I. Svionnilson (Sweden), Martin Wight (Great
Britain) and Erling Wikborg (Norway).
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Christian Moverment publicatlons of these countries, and the World
Student Christian Federation has circulated it in study naterials

for discussion groups in Europe and America. 7t will also he used

as the basis for a discussion of the responsibllity of the laity for
European problems at the World Council of Churches European Laymen's
Confercnce, mceting this month at Bad Boll. Tn several counftries,
Christian stody groups have “cen formed to discu:ss the ginestions raised
at the end of the statement.

There has not becn time to receive a representative sample of
answers to the points raised in the statemant. fost of the comments
received thus far are faovonrable to the »urpose of the Commission and
to its analysis of the Buropean s’ tvation. At the same time we have
received various criticisms which descrve an answer, Sone of these
are based on a fndamental disagreement with the point of view of the
‘Commission rcgarding questions of Christian cthics and political ana-
lysis, while others indicate a serious misunderstanding or misreading
of our statement and of the purposc of the Comriission.

In an editorial commenting on the purpose of the Commies.ion ~ to
help build a foundation of common conviction and principle on which the
idea of European cooncration can be based - the "Gurardian'" (an uvnofficial
Church of IZngland weekly ncusnaper) wrote:'"There will be many Christians
who feel that the establishment of the principles in guestion by
. Christians should not be ained at any particular group of states or area

of land, but should relate to the world at large. There is a danger

that the Churches of one region may be invited to buttress the political
development of that particular region in a way which is not easily com-
patible with the Christian vocation to unite all men of good will every-
where and to preach the Gospcl in all lands'. (February 9th). To this
objection "The Fronticr' (monthly of the Christian Frontier Council in
Britain) replied: "The inhibitions about Buropcan cooperation that are
actually felt in the countries concerncd are of a less heavenly origin',
But it is charccteristic that many people do not see why Christians as
such should be concerned with the problems of Europe, while others
frankly fear that the Church may be used to support specifically politi-
cal purposes. ) .

Despite the note to the contrary many people have assumed from
the word "ecumenical" in the title’ of the Commission that it is an
official Commission of the World Council of Churches. In Germany
the report received strong criticism becausc it secmed to reprcsen%
official ccumenical sponsorship of the idea of a Western European
union. In what was described in the "Zvangelische Welt' of April 16th
as "a particularly animated discussion' of the working group on politics
of the Berlin-Brandenburg Lay Asscmbly, various spealiers professed to
see in our work the conceht of a "Catholic French Western Europe masked
beneath a vencer of Christian pathos'. The silence of the statement
about the situation in Bastern Europe was construed by some as the
"yriting-offi" of Eastern Zurope in goneral and of Eastern Germany in
particular.

Some criticisiis of the statement were based on the view that it
too easily sanctions the rearmament csmpaign in Furope. These critics
argucd that large-scale rearmament is making it impossible to carry out
the social reforms which are the only way of creating in Europe the
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healthy society which the mass of the people will be willing to defend.
Also many argued that the rearmament actually incrcases the likelihood
of war, because it increascs the Sovict fear of aggression. It is
argued that the Churches should not cncourage the sterile policy of
rearmament, but should promote new cfforts for peaccful solutions of

existing fears and tensions.

Some asked, What is meant by Zuropcan unification? It was felt
that to sugzoest political vnification at the moment is defeatist bocause
most conceivable forms of political unity are impossible to realise in
the near future, If we do not mean soriec form of political unity, then
what do we mean? Clarification of this point would, it is argued, do
much to cstablish the realism of our work.

It is apparent from many remarks rcceived that there is a considor-
able confusion about the goal of military and poli“'c ™ nolli~y in Europe
today, and about the neaning of Europcan un’on I. re. .tlon to this policye.
Some of the criticisrs of Duropean unity are based on the belief tanat
it is a means to puvll the countries of Western Europe into the Atlantic
orbit, while others fcel that emphasis on Europcan union creates ob=
stacles to the formation of a strong Atlantic community. Thus sone
favour union bocause they feel it will help Zurope to be neutral in the
struggle between East and 'Jest; others favour it as the only mcans of
creating a strong and healthy European cormponent in the Atlantic union.

These and other comments were considered by the Commission at its
meeting, and the following is a record of their rcactions and decisions.

(1) The Basis and the Purposc of the Commission

In order to clarify its position and to clcar up some obvious
misunderstandings about the purpose of its work the Commission agreed

upon the following statement:-

"We want to reiterate that the Ecumenical Commissi-n on European
Cooperation is an independent Cormission of Christians arawn from vari-
ous EBuropcan countries and from diffeorent ficlds of social and political
life who desire to help the Europcan Churches in the spirit of the
Ecumenical Movenent to explore the specific responsibility of Christians
with regard to the problems of Europcan cooperation,

"The Commission has been organised in cooperation with the Study
Department of the World Council of Churches in reclation to its studics
of Christian Action in Society, but its findings are in no sense an
official expression of the point of view of the World Council,or of one
of its decpartments, or of any of its member churches. The Commission
does not have a single point of view regarding the prohlems of Euronean
cooperation, but represcents a variety of opinions which are held today
among Christians about Europcan unity and the difficult questions which
that involves. The main task of the Commission is,through a discussion
of these diffcrent attitudes and in the light of Christian convictions,
to help find new and creative solutions for these problems of the Euro-
pean com-unity, and to stimulate the Churches to act constructively in

this realm',
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(2) The Christian Concern for Buropcan Cocperation

"The first and the grecatest task of the Christian Church, always
and everywhere, is to precach the Gospel. But this involves proclain-
ing man's duty to his neighbour, which is the Christian basis of ordcrecd
liberty and social justicec, Morcover, the preaching of the Gospel
must always be topical, calling Christians to those responsibilitics
which confront thom in their immediate situation. The situation of
Europe today confronts Christians with certain clear demands for res-

ponsible action,

"Burope is a spiritual, traditional and historical unity, moulded
by Christian influcnces. While there is a difference of opinion among
us as to whether the crcation of common Europecan political and social
institutions could mcan the fulfilment of a profound historical and
cultural need, we arc agrecd that thc most obvious rcasons for Euronean
integration arc pragmatic: European problems can no longer be solved
on a national scalec, The implications of this for Christian action in
relation to the situation of Eurone must be made clcar.

""The cssence of the present European situation.as a result of the
last two wars, is that Buropc has outgrown its political and economic
institutions,and the field of Christian social respensibility has cor-
respondingly widened. The Christian concention of '"my neighbour'" now
has a wider rangec than cver before. In the past threc or four centurics
the nation=state has becen the predominant political and cultural entity,
so that Christians have been tempted to rcgard it as an order of crca-
tion. But they arce now brought to recalise that the nation-state has
fulfilled its rdlec, and that Christians have the freedom under God to
adopt solutions for their problems on a wider basis.

"In the economic and social spherc it is no longer possible to
cffect anything constructive on an adequate scale within the confines
of national frontiers- Investments, full employment; the growth of
production, the raising of the standard of life, rcquire a larger
market than that of o single Europcan country. Social justice today
depends on finding a solution for these problems; and it requires a
new kind of political structurc on a Huropean scalc. Since the
national states of Europe are no longer in a position to assure their
subjects of real protection, the question arises of whether they arc
still able to fulfil all the duties which the Bible assigns to the
authoritices for the well-being of mankind. The LEuropean nations are
therefore called to scck together for new, supra-national political

forms."
(3) The Rdle of Europe between East and West

The Commission considered at some length the problcem of Europe
between East and West, and the various views which are held about its

rble in the present world struggle,
In a statement which found considerable support in the Commission,

M. André Philip outlined and commented on three views which are widely
held about the rb6le of a united Europe between East and West. His

remarks may be summarised as follows:-
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a) A disarmed, neutral Europe
The view of a disarmed. ncutral Zurope standing between the
two great blocs has no reality, becausc economically Europe is a nart of
the Western bloc. Burope of necessity rcceives most of its raw materi-
als from the United States or the British Commonwealth, and lives by
processing these goods in its industries., '

Furthermore, it is useless to say that in Furope we could do more
to improve social conditions if we were not burdened by the cost of re-
armament, because if Durope refuses to rearm (lcaving aside the question
of German rearmament) it would got no raw materials from the U.S, for
civilian production, and would be worsc off than at present. Moreover,
if war did break out, Russia would immediately occupy a neutral and dis-
armed Burope in order to double her coal and stecl production.

b) An armed, neutral Eurone

This view not only presupposes that Burope is already united,
but overlooks the fact that it would requirec a military effort many times
greater than that which Euronc is making at present, becuuse it could
not exvect help from the United States if it aimed to follow a policy of
absolute neutrality. Also it might be put in the position of the United
States before the last war, and of Great Britain bzfore the first world
war, of helping to prccipitate a war by tcmporising policies of neutral-
ity. Even today, though Eurone is not united, it does have some influ-
ence on American public opinion which would Lot be possible had Europe
declared her intention to become isolationist.

¢) Indevenderce of Furopc within the Atlarfic Uaion

Europe ought to bec able to influence the decisions taken by
the Americans, and otherwise to act as an influential part of the com-
munity of nations forming the Atlantic group. It is evident from recent
developments in American foreign policy that Europe alrcady plays an im~
portant rbéle. Morcover, it is not only for economic reasons that Europe
sides with the nations of the Atlantic bloc. A moral cuoice is involved.
On the one side we have a dictatorship, and on the other a democracy,
with all its faults, but still a democracy in which Burope can play the
part of the opposition in the context of the Atlantic community. But
in order to do that, Europe must be an economic and political power.

Following the discussion on these points, the Commission agrecd
upon the following statement as briefly defining its own position rcgard-
ing the meaning of European unity in relation to the East-West struggles-

"A Europe constituted as a single organ, endowed with its own poli-
tical institutions, would give the states of Burope a much more cffective
influence on the decisions of world pclicy.

"Since the war, Vcstern Europe has been turning towards the United
States, with which 1t has many economic and political links,. This
choice is explained and conditioned by diffcrent circumstances: the
nced for rebuilding the ruins and rcconstructing the economy of war-
ravaged Europe; Russia's rofusal to cooperate in shaping a common «
conon”: L~". 0 7> the cstablishment in the countrics behind the Iron vur-
tain of régimes whizh have no respect for national independence, and
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which do not allow thc individual those basic political and social free-
doms which arc considered indispensable in Western Europej; the necessity

for the military defence of Europe against the menace of Soviet policy
without sacrificing the standard of living.

Lo bvid
FReRvI

on Is nesiad, that within the Atlantic Union a common Europcan
policy may be exprcssced and invested with the necessary authority. The
constitution of a united Furopec would cnable Europe to play a decisive
rdle in establishing a modus vivendi betwecn East and West, which would
also contribute to the peaceful scttleomgnt of the differences which
divide the continents today. The organisation of BEurope woull tnercfore
meet basic nceds. While realising that the union of Burope would pre-
sent special considerations and difficulties for certain countrics, and
although the Churches cannot make decisions on cach of The detailed :ro-
blems that arise, or rccommend this or that precisc method of procedure,
we are convinced that it is the duty of the Christian Churches of Europe,
and of every individual Christian, to work for the cstablishment of a

European political and economic community, as a step forward toward the
organisation of thec world for pcace and progress',

The Commission also discussed the rdle of Germany in the future of
Europe.

The members were, with one cexception, agreed upon the following
statement: -

"It is, of coursc, important that thc largest possible number of
European countrics should join the community which is in the process of
formation. But it must be clearly stated that the participation of

he German people constitutcs an absolutely indispensable condition for
the creation of this community

which (regardless of any preconceived
ideas on problems of rearmamen%) implies thc fusion of the German economy
in that of Western FKurope".

Onec member from Germany felt that in view of the possibility of an
agreement between the Four Powers rogarding the unification of Germany,
he was not prepared to vote for this statcment at the present moment.

(4) Statcment from the Commission addressed
to the Churchcs of Europe

The Commission concluded its meceting with a discussion of the
special responsibility of the Churches of Europe, and prepared a state-
ment to be submitted to these Churches, as follows:=

1. "We belicve that at a time when the vital problems of Europc are

becoming increcasingly supra-national, and can only be solved through
the cooperation of the various countrics, the European Churches should
enter into closer rclationships with cach other, and cooperate to a
far greater extent than they have cver done hitherto.
2. The purposc of such cooperation between European Churches should
not be to defend their interests against, nor to isolate themsclves
in any way from, other sister Churches in thec Ecumenical Movement.
It is rather to cnable them to mcet together the challenge and the
opportunitics which are inherent in the new situation of Europe, and

to render coffcctive witness concerning the many problems of a general
European chargcter which arise today.
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3. Burope has a greoat Christian tradition, but this tradition has
lergely lost its meaning for the great mass of the people. The
Christian task is not to rcstore the old order but to lay the founda-
tions for a new ordcer, This implies the discovery of new forms of
Christian obedicnce and of community lifec.

L, The Western Europecan Churches have a common as well as an individual
responsibility to the Churches in Eastern Europec. They should make
a special effort to understand and explain the lcssons which these
Eastern Europcan Churches are lecarning, and the spiritual discoveries
which they arce making. They should seize cvery opportunity for
fellowship with these Churches, and on no account to allow a political
separation (imposed from the out5|dc) to develop into a spiritual
scparation.

5. The Europcan Churches have furthermore thce common task of helping
Buropean Christians to change theoir attitude towards the pcoples of
Asia and Africa. They must make it clcar that the colonial period is
definitely past, and that Europcans, Asians and Africans can only
arrive at a truly Christian relationship with cach other if all scnti-
ments of superiority or of rcevenge make way for a conscious acceptance
of human solidarity.

6. The Europecan Churches have the common task of entering into a fra-
ternal conversation with the Amcrican Churches concerning the rclation-
ship of America and Europe to cach other. The purpose of this con-
versation is to arrive at a mutual understanding with rcgard to the spe=-
cific rclationship between their continents and the independence and
aucvonomy without which this rclationship cannot be mutwvally helpful.

7e The Luropean Churchcs have also a common task in the social rcalm.
They should speak out together concerning fundamental weaknesses and
injustices in the present Zuropean cconomy, and prepare their members
to make such sacrifices as are nccessary for the building up of a rcs-
ponsible and just socicty on a European scale.

8. The European Churches should ask themselves whether the purely
national form of organisation which they have at presont is adequate
to the new situation, and whether they should not begin to create
organs of common lifec which will manifcst morce clecarly the supra-
national charactcr of the Church, and thus cnahble it to specak to the
condition of Europcan man of our day.

9. Steps can bc taken immediately to collaborate in m:ch practical

~elms oo Zatorchurch aid, the logieal cducation, training of
mlssionarlus, exchange of pastors, and youth worl."

The Secretary,
Bcumenical Commission on European Coopcration.

17 route de Malagnou
GENEVA.



