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NOTL

It is the purpose of the Committee on the Christian Responsibility
for Buropean Cooperation, through its statements and reports, to engage
Christians and churches in discussion of [uropean problems. Your com=-
ments about the statement printod here will be most relcome. Address
comments or enquirlies to the Committee on the Christian Responsibility
for wuropean Cooperation, Case Postale 16, Geneva 17, Switzerland.

This Committee is an unofficial body of European Christian laymen
concerned with the Christian witness in relation to the movement for Lur-
opean cooperation and unity. It is composod of two or three members from
each of the several llestern curopean countries. The membership represents
a cross section of social and political opinion, including socialists,
liberals and conservatives, and of churches so far as nations and confes—
sions are concerned. It is also representative of the different views
which are held in Europe today regarding the need for and the means of

attaining Buropean unity.

The following officers and members of the Committee were present for
the meeting in Geneva at which this statement was drawn up: Chairman
Prof. andrd Philip (France); Vice-Chairman, Dr. C. L. Patijn (Ilollandss
Dr. iax Kohnstamm (Luxembourg), Sir honneth Grubb (United Kingdom), Mr.
Kenneth Johnstone (United Kingdom), Prof. Roger Mehl (France), Prof.
Mario Rollier (Italy), Dr. Walter Bauer (Germany), Dr. Reinhold von Thad-
den (Germany), Dr. Hans Herman Walz (Germany), Dr. Franklin Littell (Ger-
many), Hr. Ole Bjorn Kraft (Denmark), lir. James Dickson (Sweden), Mr.
Denis de Rougement (Switzerland), Rev. Paul hbrecht (Geneva), Secretary.

The following visitors were also present: Dr. Robert S. Bilheimer
(Geneva), Dr. H.H. Wolf (Geneva), Mr. Philippe Maury (Geneva), Obenkirch=-
enrat Heinz Kloppenburg (Germany), lir. Richard Davies (Usa), Prof. Harold

Berman (USA) «
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THE RELAUNCHIJG OF LUROPL

& statement issued by the Committee on the Christian Responsibility for
luropean Cooperation following its meeting in Geneva,
October 20-21, 1956

at our last meoting in January, 1956, in Paris, the Committee discussed
the necessity of a supra-national European organization for the peaceful de-
velopment of atomic energy and the need to establish a Large comiton iarket
in Burope. At that time experts were studying the possibility of realizing
these ideas. Since then important headway has been made. 4 report on both
questions has been published and has been accepted as a basis of negotiations
by the six countries, members of the Coal and Steel Community. The Confer-
ence in Drussels under the presidency of the Belgian Foreign iinister, P.H.
Spaak, has been instructed to work out treaties establishing a Luropean com-
munity for the peaceful development of atomic energy called Euratom, and a
European common market. The task of Buratom is to exploit the great possibil=-
ities opened up by the use of atomic encrgy to produce power. These possibil-
ities demand a huge effort, as, for example, in developing qualified manpower,
and in large investments, all of wvhich can only be obtained through common ac-
tion, since our nations individually cannot satisfactorily assume this task.

The common market would gradually, during a transition period of ten to
fifteen years, provide for free exchange of goods, manpower, and capital ac-
ross national borders, and so malke it possible for Lurope to profit from the
enormous advantages inherent in modern technolozy. Comion institutions will
supervise the process of integration, and there are provisions to safeguard
labour against the difficulties which will arise during this process. At the
same time these institutions will form the nucleus from which a common econ-
omic and social policy for Lurope will be developed.

The treatics embodying these pronosals will in all probability be sub-
mitted to the national Parliaments in thz first months of 1957. Already the
principles underlying the Luratom treaty have been accepted by the Parlia-
ments of the six countries. It is significant that the resolution upon which
the German Perliament voted had been signed by the leaders of the government-
al partics as well as by those of the large opposition party, the S.P.D.

It is also significant that, on the question of the common market, the
United Kingdom Government, which has always shown reluctance to join in pro=-
jects for LBuropean integration, is now consulting other Commonwealth coun-
tries, as well as the leading labour and industrial organizations in Britain
itself, with a view to linking the United Kingdom to the common market through
a free trade area. This proposal, revolutionary in British economic policy,
indicates at least that the project for a common market is considered by res—
ponsible British opinion to be a serious one which is likely to be realized.
But even apart from any calculation of interest, it is remarkable and encour=-
aging to note that already the nroposal has met with a warm response from
other important sections of British opinion, including especially Labour and
trade union circles, and among the younger generation.

Political leaders of all the major parties and trade union leaders all
over iurope are following the drafting of these treaties with keen interest.
They are well aware of the fact that these treaties will be extremely impor-
tant and fundamental in determining the future economic, political, and so-
cial structure of Hurope. The leaders of the countries most concerned have
togethor fomed an Action Comnittee for the United States of Lurope, presided
over by lir. lionnet of France, to encourage and to supervise this process.
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Sew olements in the_situation between vast and West

The new activity in the field of Kuropean economic integration has
partly been ceused by a shift in Last-lest relations from military to econ-
omic soliciese. The profound antagonism between the communist bloc and the
Wlestern world has not basically chenzed, but the awareness in Last and 'lest
of the existence of an atomic stalemete has reduced the urgceney of military
considerations. In the Soviet Union the emphasis is laid more on production
than on doctrine, and communism is preparing itself for economic competition
with the ‘jostern world in Lsie and Africa.

At the same time, the ideological process of destalinization has led
to a declaration that every country is frece to find its own path to social-
igm. This declaration has given rise in wost of the satellite countries to
a rensved search for the expression of nersonal freedom and national inde-
pendence, while in Lastern Germany, on the contrary, the Russian grip has
been tishienad with a correspondin;ly restrictive effect on the svolution
of the other satellites. wuvents in Poland ot the present time bear witness
to the zrovity of tiis crisis, the outcome of which mey be either a reorient-
ation of the former satellites or an attempt to block progress toward
their national independence. In either case we cannot remain silent.

In vicw of these new elements in the situation, it is essential for
the countries of llestern burope to work out a common policy in the interest
of justice and peace on the follouving points.

The cxternal relotions of a Buropean comuunity

thile the process of destalinization and the relavation of the Russian
grip on o few of the Bastern Luropean states is not yet to be considered as
political disarmament, we are bound to malie use of the op, ortunities for con-
tact with Lastern Lurope wiaich the new policy affords. The need of a greater
openncss between Last and Jest is evident and it may bear fruit in the end.
For the atmosphcre of freedom which in an open society pemeates the whole
of life, is likely to have some efilect in relaxing fears and suspicions even
in a totalitarian society.

Meanwhile the diminishing tensioans should aot make us forget that peace
is a by-product of justice and liberty. &s long as in Lastern surope and in
bastern Germany basic human ricshts, cs laid down in the United Nations De=-
clarction of Humen Rights, and free elections are denied to millions of
people, our world is out of joint. OCo-existence is not a satisfactory or
definitive solution. Ve may have to live side by side for a time in a div-

“ided world, but our goal must remain that the countries of Lurope live to-
gether in a real comaunity based on common principles. As we think of Bur-

“ope we think of the whole of our continent, and institutions for European
collaboration must alrays be open to those people of Lastern Gurope who are
able and willing to join,them of their own free will.

anothoar point which is fundamental in any consideration of the posi-
tion of a united Lurope is that its inif'lucnce must not be directed acainst
other parts of the world. After all we have gone through in our past his-
tory, the Duropean comnunity must not fell a victim to a Luropsan national-
ism. (le uust resist anti-americanism in any form. The responsible action
of the United States is essential for the vreservation of f{recdom and sta-
bility, end the Buropeans know very well how much they owe to their American
friends i this respect. Dut again, a united Lurope must not be directed
against lussia, not merely because this would be suicidal, but still more
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because different political systems and present antagonisms cannot obscure
entirely the fact that wurope and Russia heve been living for centuries out
of the same spiritual traditions.

. common Buropean foreign policy will finally have to point out clear-
ly and uvmaistakably that Lurope accepts the new asia and africa. This does
not mecn that lurope will have to condone every act of nationalism. But if
surope itself is to ve the homeland of pluralistic democracy, it st res-
pect the principle of self-determination for other peoples of tne world. At
the some time a united Burope will bo able, and should be willing, whole=
heartedly to assist the underdeveloped parts of the world to raise their
standards of living, vithout using its help for political purposcs.

tlore particularly, the clieracter of the solutions whicn are derived
and applied in Worth wfrica will largely determine ihether Lurope is regard-
ed by underdeveloped peoples as the old colonislism in a new diszuise or as
a centre of attraction and as a force with which they wish to collaborate.

Misunderstandings with regard to the motivations for a wuropean com unity

It seems necessary to point out ia this way time and again what would
be the relation between a united Lurope and the rest of the world, since
even in the churches many people still believe that the idea of Luropean
unity stems from fear and would consolidate the present division of the
world. In fact, the contrary would be true, since the motivation for a
Luropean comnunity is to establish conditions of frecdom from fear and want
which are no longer to be found within the systems of small and unrelated
national stetes (Kleinstaaterei). 4 uwuropean community will be less anta~
gonistic in its citternal contacts than inost of the present Kuropean states,
since it would have every reason to feel more secure than the smaller uaits,
and since its statesmen would be in a position to deal with world problems
on their own merits instead of having to facs tham from a narrow national
viewpoint. It is a profound misunderstanding of the present situation to
see the movement for wuropean cooperation as an attempt to form a power
bloc threotening peace. On the contrary, a Buropean community will have
far better chances to serve peace and stability in the world than the pre-
sent Luropean states sufferin: their lonely agonies and frustrated by the
wealness of their vulnerable home mariets.

What issues ore_involved in the present negotiations?

Meanwhile the way in which the present negotiations are beiang carried
out and the joint institutions which are boing established are not unimpor-
tant for the shape of thinss to come. It is somewhat disturbing that there
is so little oublic discussion of the merits and demerits of the present
proposals on walca a nweber of _uropean govermments are deciding in these
very weelts, and thot the future scope of Europe is so largely the concern
of a few erports only. The caurches should be interested in the issues in-
volved in tnese negotiations, since these are vital for the life of our
peodles.

In this speciel fizld the following questions should be considered

also by the churches. that vill happen under Luratom to those {'issionable
materials wiich can be used for ctomic wecoons? What control will be estab-
lished to ensurc the safety of our continent against possible abuses in their
use? lhat relotions will be ostablished betircen public authorities and those
private industries wileh will have the znormous forces of nuclear nower at
their disposal? Will the balance shects of private companies decide the
measure and form of development of nuclear power, or should there be other
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considerations? lhet kind of public control must be established over the
different stages in the production of nuclear encrgy? (hat secrifices can
e asked of a country in the interest of the formetion of a common market,
and vhet should other countries of the conmunity do to conpensate for spe-
cial hardships in such a country? ‘hat institutions will be established
under wsuratom and a common martet to care for the interests of the isuropean
comiunity as a whole, and whot power should these institutions have?
Ihe xole of the churches

These are all vital issues and decisions on these questions are in the
balance today. It cannot be said that the churches are aware of this, let
alone that they have a clear insight into the human implicetions of the
issues involved. On the contrary, althou 1 crucial international and so-
cial inverecsts are at stake, the churches tend to be paralyzed by uncer-
tainty and disagreement with regard to the movement towards Luropean unity.
This is all the more disturbing since the disagreements within the churches
often have nothinz to do with the real issues. lith regard to Lurope, we

often see that the positions tolien in this matter still reflect the battles
of yesterday.

Now it is not for the churches to lsod the way in such a highly tech-
nical and ocolitical field. But they and their leaders should be aware of
what ther are doing and where they are going when they take a definite stand
on sucn matters. Here a specific point may be raised.

In the Hast few years leading Luronean theologians have taken the irre-
futable position that the Church cannot be identified with either Last or
West, and should be entirely free to proclaim the Gospel and to fulfil its
task of prophetic criticism on both sides of all berriers and iron curtains.
Fron this fundamental theological position conclusions have often heen drawn
which are Dy no means inevitable and whicih have had a paralyzing influcnce
on the attitude of the churches towards the practical issues of Luropean
life. Tor spiritual indevendence doecs not mean a neutrcl or non-comnittal
attitude to the issues which are at steke in the relation between 'estern
Burope and wmastern Zurope or an indifferent or negative attitude to the
efforts to ;ive those nations of Lurope wvhich desire them a new comion struc-
ture ond a new common voice in international affairs. Ve do not ask the
theologians to give a priori approval to all thet is done in the name of lur-
onean unity, Hut we ask them to consider seriously vhat is the specific com-
mon vocation of the Luropean nations in their mutual relotions, and in their
relctions with the rest of the world, and to help any offorts along this
~line with constructive criticism.

The Church's obligation to proclaim the Gospel does not cxclude, but in-
dead includes, the responsibility of the Church and its individual members to
work for a structure of human society in vhich the human needs for freedom
and bread, justice and peace are cared for in the hishest possible msasure.

Is it not e foct thot the historic national state structure as it still pre-
vails in Europe no longer corresponds to the real requirements of the Luropean
people, and that this structure is one of the main factors preventing the Eur-
opean nat.ons from fulfilling their obligations towerds the peoples in the

rest of the world, particularly in Asia and Africa? At no time has national-
ism been a Christian virtue, even though at times the Christian churches, inten-
tionally or unintentionally, have served as its ideological bulwark. Today
nationalism obviously tends to be an escape from the clear com:andmnent to love
one's neighbour. The churcnes iun Burope, notwithstanding their doctrinal dif-
ferences and organizational divisions, are called to a

a common effort to find a
better structure for society than we have at present. TFor it is the love of

Christ vhich compels us, and it is faith in Him vhich enables us to go forward.



