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The peoples of Western Europe are at the moment confronted with a
new political situation which demands a completec reorientation of the
policy which they have been following for the last five years, The main
effort in Western Europe during these years has heen directed to economic
and social rehabilitation, while at the same time definite attempts were
being made to achieve eloser European cooperation in order to strengthen
the political and economic position of Europe in a world of growing
tension between East and Wast, Economic rechabllitation has succeedzd in
most countries, thanks to American aid. The idea of European cooperation
has met with grcat response in public opinion and some hecadway has been
nade in the atternpts at mhification, the most interesting of which is
embodied in the Schuman Plan.  All this work of rchabilitation and
political unification was conceived of as a long-term effort, in which
full consideration was given to the financial implications and the
cconomic and social repercussions,

In the last fcw months the pace of history has changad. Evrone is
now confronted with a growing fecar that a show~down b:twcen the Western
powers and the Soviet Union is imminent, so that we find ourselves in a
period of great tension which may lecad either to war or in the long run
to a modus vivendi. Burope is suddenly aware of its military wecalmess
and is being asked to give high priority to defence. While in the U,S.A.
government, congress and public opinion are concentrating on proparations
for the emergency and are making great efforts to strengthen their
position on a global scale, most of the peoples of Europe are very
reluctant to change the priorities in their domestic policies, and to
subordinate everything to re-armament. Although there is a growing
insight that we are heading for grave political decisions, they have not
hitherto takoen account of this fact in actual policy. Tﬂe U.S.A. is
avare of the gravity of developments on a world level, but 1t underrates
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the dilemma in which Buropean countrics arc placed, as they have at the
same time to maintain their cconomic and social equilibrium and to build
up military defence, The Buropcan countries, on the other hand, while
far botter informed than the U.S.A. about the BEuropcan implications and
dangers of the sudden change in the political situation, are too deseply
involved in local and donestic problems to take into account the global
aspects of the growing tension between Hast and West.

The sudden necessity for re-armament has profoundly affected
political thinking in countries likc France and Italy. While govern-
ments are prepared to cxmedit: re-armarent, and to give priority to the
military effort, public opiaion in those countries is anxiously
wondering whether this will not mean lowering the standard of living.
There is a danger that such a lowering cannot be avoided, and that
this will play into the hands of political extronists. At the sainc
time a deep mistrust of American military policy and a gencral fear of
becoming the battle-ficld of a futurc war contribute to the unwillingness
to defend the soil of Europc. This mistrust has been incrcased in
France especially by thc Amcrican proposal for German re-armament, by
the Taft and Hoovcr declarations suggosting a withdrawal from Eurone,
and by the new negotiations with Spain. :

For all these rcasons the idea of noutrality finds today a great
deal of popular support, although many peoplc are aware that for
Burope to be ncutral o é~independent in the modern world implics some
form of political and military wnification. But how long will this
take? There is widesprcad frustration and pessimism resulting from
the conviction that we no longer have time to build up a strong ncutral-
ity on a Europcan scale, that we have to re-arm within national frame-
works which arc out of éatc, that therefore, while we have no other
choice than to build up some military strength, it will not be worth
the sacrifices which will have to be made in the cconomic and social
sphere. Othors belicve that re-armament, cven under these unfavourable
conditions, is thc only way to attain a lasting agreement with the
Soviet Union, since such an agreoment can only be expected on & basis of
some balance of strength. Still others belicve that the only possible
answer is a desperate attempt to achieve immediate Buropean union, since
re-armanent on a national hasis would lecad to social disturbance and
political unrcst.

In Germany thc plan for re-armament has created strong tension
between the nolitical partics, and botween various segments of public
opinion. Here also the hope of maintaining a nceutral position betwecen
East and West has cmerged, espceially since the governnent of Zastern
Germany has propagated the idea of 2 mnified and disarmed Germany.

This idea of thc unification of Germany without rc-armament can obviously
arousc tronendous ponular response. If Goran public opinion were
confronted with the choice botween German unification and neutrality on
the onc hand and Eurovcan unification on the othar, the West Gorman
government would be placed in an extromely delicate position.

A refusal by the Westorn powoers to accept German unification on
such terms would have severe repercussions on popular opinion, not only
in Germany but also in the rest of Europe, cspecially in France,
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The Western world would bz blamzd for having prevented the unification
of Germany and having maintained the Iron Curtain. At the same time
it is clear that a federal German government at the head of a neutral
unified Germany would have an extremely difficult task and could be
attacked from within by various types of extremist eclemecnts. Such a
German state might become a new source of troublc and of future clashes
between East and West.

So far the idea of the political unification of Europe has becn a
long-term proposition. Today, however, Europc is confronted with
urgent tasks which can be fulfilled only in a recally unified Eurove
such as does not cexist and may not exist for a long time. At the same
time the new discussion on the future of Gzrmany may upset all the
calculations concerning European unification which had counted on
Western Germany as part of the Europcan unit. Thus it is not clear
whethoer in a unifiecd, ncutral Germany, the industry of the Ruhr would

~ be incorporated in the Schuman Plan. Also an European army would then

have to be formed of forces from countries other than Germany and would
have to bo based on the Rhine. Morzover Great Britain has in no way
committed hersclf to any form of Europcan unity. And the rclation
between the Continent of Europe and the Unitad Kingdom is still far from
clear,

It is, thercfore, certain that the next few months will bring
difficultics and tensc discussions about the merits and implications of
a unitzd Europc. Looking at the situation as a whole, onc must admit
that many calculations have been upset, many hopes dashed and many
cxisting schomes overthrowns But ncow and urgent tasks arc ahcad.

The pcoples of Europc will be under a great strain, and it will be
difficult for public opinion to maintain its scnsc of proportion and to
act responsibly.

II.

The Arguments for European Unity

In vicw of this situation the question ought to be asked, whether
Europecan cooperation would be of any help in the solving of today's
problems.  We believe that this is indecd the casec.

In the first place many pcople on the Europcan Continent have lost
confidence in the national states. Tho creation of a European political
community would hold out now hope to them. It would, to a largc cxtent,
do away with that scnsc of frustration, of d espair, of not being subjccts
but objects of international circumstanccs, which 1is one of the main
causcs of Europe's weakness.

Sccondly, only an cconomically intcegrated Europe will be strong
enough to deal with the cconomic problems of our time, bccause only
mass production can fulfil the promisc of grecater weli-bcing winich is
held out by modern tochnology. Morc serious still, perhaps, is the
fact that all attompts to protect man against ceconomic inszcurity arc
doomed to failurce in the Europoan states, which have bocome too small
to achicve a roesponsible society in the cconomic field. It is vory
possible that as 2o rcsult of the political sltuation, unemploywcnt due
to the difficulty of finding a markot for goods will not develop in the
ncar future, but such uncmployment will reappcar as soon as the demand
for armaments diminishes.
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In the third placc, we nced a united Duronc for rcasons of defence,
Defence is in no way different from other produects of modern technigues,
A good and cheap product can only be manufacturcd by mass production
for a large markct. Any scrious effort at Zuropcan defence can only
be a joint onc. A Turoncen defence can only bz built by expansion of
the economy through integration of production and rescarch. Only if
our defencc effort is achiceved without lowering the standard of living
of the workers will Europe bz able to support it.

Does this mecan that integration of Europe would have to include
all Buropean nations? It scems to us thot this gquestion can only be
answered with rcfercnce to specific cases. he decision will depend
on whether a country, in refusing to participat:, scriously weakens
the common effort. It is possible, for cxample, that cooperation
between Britain and a Continent in which sov:recigntics arz merged would
produce results as favourable as formal integration of the two. But in
making its decision a country ought always to bz aware of its responsibi-
lity towards itsclf, its neighbours and the community of nations. A
nation's decision to participate or not in a uvnified Eurone must, there-
fore, take into account not only its own intzrcsts but the effcects of
its decisions upon the urgent nced for the unification of Euronc.

III.

Theo Challenge to the Churches

This situation reprzsents a challenge to the Furopecan Churches.
For as has bccome clear from the foregoing, the question of Europecan
unity is not mercly a tactical political problcem, but at the same time
a moral and spiritual issue of decisive importancec. If 1t is true -
and we believe it to be true - thot no responsible society can be built
in European nations unless the arca of coopcration is greatly cnlarged,
then the Churches must take this question very scriously.

They can exert a creative influcence and help governments and pcoples
to face facts, to accept sacrificcs and to sceck the common weal, instead
of selfish ané local intercsts. They can help to build that indispen-
sable foundation of common conviction concerning the place of man in
society without which Europcan unity can have no permancnt and stable
basis, So far the Europcan Churclhizs have donz very little to dischorge
this responsibility. There is today a great deal of cooperation and
contact baztween Europcan Christians, but thesc now ceccumenical relation-
ships have not yet borne fruit in constructive common thinking about the
problem of Euroncan common life,

What we need in the first place is a fresh ccumcnical conversation
about the issucs on which we do not sc2 eye to cyc. During thc coming
months and ycars 21l of us will have to take important decisions with
rcspect to Europe's future, As Christians we scek to base thesc
dceisions on the Will of God. But in fact many sccular factors affect
our actions consciosusly or unconsciously. We are far morc conditioned
than we rcalisc by our national outlook, by our privileges and by our
prcjudices. And the disagrccments between us arce largely dve to our
inability to sce oursclvcs as othors ses US.
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One way in which Christians can help each other to arrive at speci-
fically Christian decisions is to ask critical questions of each other
and so help cach other to distinguish betwesn what is fundamentally
Christian and what is thoughtlessly secular in their attitudes. Therc-
fore we urge Christians, in different countrics, to consider seriously
the following questions which have been found helpful in our international
discussion. In order to speak as concrctely as possible we address our
questions to different nations or groups of nations. But it gocs with-
out saying that many questions concern many others besides those to whom
they are immodiately addressed.

Ques¥ions to France, Itoly, and other Continental Countrics

1. Is not your enthusiasm for Europcan unity a compensation for a loss
of hope in your national institutions which sometimes borders on cynicism?
Do you sufficiently recognise that a healthy federation must consist of
states with a spirit of confidencc in their own national institutions?

2. How far can you in France forget your ancicent hatrcd and fear of
Germany in responsiblc action for the defence of Europe, which may
include the re-arming of Germany?

3. If you agree that Britain saved Burope in 1940 by not sending her
air force to France, have you sufficiently considercd how far this shows
that Britain may be strategically separate from the Continent, and that
this may justify her hesitancy over joining a European union? .

L, Are you conscious in France that your European enthusiasm would be
vitiated if it were a new form of the pursuit of prestige?

5 In your criticism of America, do you reccognisc sufficiently the
sense of world responsibility of which the U.S.A. is conscious today,
and do you appreciate the world vision which is morc apparent in public
discussions in the United States than in Continental countries?

6. Do you realise that to be in a statc of relative powerlessness does
not make it impossible to excrcise an effective influence on international
affairs, as witness the influence of Britain and India on recent Asiatice
policy?

7 Do you recognise that the attempt to aveil war at all costs may
mean attaching more importance to the prolongation of life than to the
causes that make life worth living?

Questions to Germany
1. Arc you preparced to contemplate the possibility that the continucd
division of Germany is your contribution to the peace of Europe and to
such unity as may be otherwise practicable?

2. Is the fear of finding yourselves in opposition to yovur fellnws in
Eastern Germany inspired by a gcenuine scnse of responsibility or by the
assumption that the unity of Germany is almost a divine ordinance?

3. Ts there not a danger that your alttitude to the division of Germany
is influenced by a nationalist spirit, which docs not sufficicntly take
into account your international rcsponsibility?
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L., Is the proposal for a united and ncutrnliscd Germany, under inter-
national control, roally a realisable conception and o workable solution?
Do you realisc that in the present circumstances a unified Germany,
neutral economically, would prevent the further unification of Europe?

5. Will you still fovour Zuropcan unity if you sce that your own
rchabilitation can be achieved by German effort alone?

6. Arce the German people sufficiently conscious that the German problem
is part of that great complcex of problems which weigh heavily upon the
life of many pcoples and that it is therefore imnossible to isolate the
German problem or to solve it by itsclf?

Questions to Britain ]

1. Are you in Britain aware of the exceptional privilege you have had,
compared with the Continent, in being sparcd military and political
catastrophe?

2. Is the support you are giving to the effort to crcate a ncw form of
political and cconomic organisation in Europe substantial enough, in view
of this privilege? Arc you really fulfilling your r“snonsibility by

taking a passive attitude instead of showing active concern for Euroncan

unification?

3. How far docs the British attitude towards Buropcan affairs denend upon
the existence of the Channel? Are you certain that the Channel may not
play in another war the rSle played in the last war by the Maginot Line?

L, Are you surc that the argument about the ties to the Comnonwealth is
sufficiently wvalid to justify Britain's detachment from Kurope? Have you
thought out thc rcelation between your rosponsibility to the Commonwealth
and your rcsponsibility to Burope?

Se Are you prenarcd to explain nore clearly whether you want to unite
with the Continent of Burope and, if you cannot unite, will you make clear
in what way you arc preparced to coonerﬂt with the rost of Europe?

6. Are you preparcd to fulfil with more responsibility the promlse of
international leadership which your admirable defence in 1940 gave to the
occupicd countrics of Europe?

7 Are you prepnared to take advice from Continental people as w1111ngly
and in as good humour as the Amcricans from non-Americans?

8. Is your expcrimental aporoach to external political qucestions wholly
free from out-of-date 19th century impcrialism and political liboralism?
Arc you surc that the traditional method of procedure, of compromisc and
day-to-day cxpcdiency is adequate for the world of today? Does not this
nake it difficult for you to perceive clear moral principles?

9. Are you aware that cxeclusive national loyalty belongs to the past,
that nany people have already put their loyalties on a higher level than
the national onc, and that democracy has to be brought into being at
that lecvel, at least in Continental Burope®

10. Arc you sure that you are not too much prooccupied with domestic
problens? Does pride in your social achicvemunts malte you look with
unjustified detachnent at the Continent?
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Questions to the U,S.A.

1. Are you ready to accept the international responsibilities
commensurate with your new r8le as a world power?

Do you accept the fact of your responsibility with regard to
BEurope? Have you considered the consequences on Europcan public opinion
of the repeated suggestion that America may cease to be concerned with
the economic and mililtary problems of Western Europe?

2. Are you willing to support the unification of Europe even 1f it
means that such a united Europe will choose its course of action in full
independence?

3. Have you realised that most Europeans welcome American pressure
exerted for a constructive purpose such as European unity?

4, Is it understood in America that Europe in its poverty must accept
some economic plamning, and that this does not mcan that Eurone has lost
its belief in freedom or is on the way to Communism?

5 Is it realised in America that resistance against totalitarianism
is not merely a military problem or a question of propaganda, but that
¢onstructive and imaginative action espedially in the spiritual sphere
is required to meet the challenge of the situation?

6. Have you recalised that for the irpoverished countries of Eurone
the question of maintaining and raising the standard of living is
absolutely vital and that re-armament will make some of these countries
more vulnerable if it results in a lowered standard of living?

7e Are you aware of the risk which Europcans take by re~arming,
namecly that their countries may become a battlefield and be destroyed
through a scorched-carth policy and atomic warfare?

8. Is it understood that Western German re-armament must be considered
for its effect not only on the military situation, but also on Zuroncan
unity and the future of Germany itsclf? :

9e Have yor realised the implication of the fact that the United States
has not given support to the creation of an integrated BEuropean army,

and is basing its plans on national armies, and that this may well prove
a further obstacle to European unification%

10. Do the Americans realise that there is a grcat difference between
the political situation in Asia and EBurope, and that the rise of China
is not merely part of Communist tactics, but also reflects the struggle
of Asia against a century of Western exploitation?

Questions to Europcan Churches

1, Have the Buropcan Churches taken to hecart the great lessons of the
war years, and cspccially tho losson that a Church which fearlessly
proclaims the Will of God in all rcalms of 1lifc recelves the powerful
help of the Holy Spirit?
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2o Have the Buropean Churches understood that, if the Christian faith
"is unable to interpret historic catastrophes, men are overwhelmed by
them and perish spiritually in their confusion?"

3. Have the European Churches understood that “judgment begins at the
House of God" and that this means today that the Churches are judged for
their lack of active evangelistic and practical concern for the masses
in their spiritual and social nced?

L Have Christians in other countries taken into consideration the
conviction of many Christians in Germany that the judgment of God upon
Germany in 1945 implies that Germany should not take up arms as lon: as
rearmament may mean the return of the national-socialist or militaristic
spirit?

5. Do the Churches of Western Europe realise that in their concern
for European unity they may fcrget their resnonsibility to and for the
Churches in Bastern Burope, and that those in the West should therefore
make a special effort to maintain and intensify all possible spiritual
-relationships with those in the East?

6. Are the Churches of Western Europe aware of the danger that their-
nations, in defending themselves against a totalitarian enemy, may
weaken and undermine the foundations of democracy?

7.  Should not the European Churches themselves give a clearer
demonstration of true solidarity by helping cach other more substantially
in meeting social and spiritual need and especially in meeting the need
of the millions of refugees and homeless? :

8. Do the European Churches accept their special responsibility for
the creation of a common ethos, that is, common convictions concerning:
the destiny of man and his relation to society, without which Europecan
cooperation and unity has no stable foundation? s



