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Tradition reguires that the annual report of the Commission -
foruerly the Commissions-in the plural = be dintroduced by a state~
nent from the President. It has been’ the custom for my predeces-
sors, or for myself, toc analyse the main features of the document
sucmitted to Parliament for its approval and to make some Zgeneral

rexmarks on the events of the rrevious twelve months.

I-should perhaps follow this pattern in dealing with 1948,
ﬁith‘ycur perzissicn, however, 1 would like this year to de

\”Q

ol our report on the yeaf gone by, but most cf what 1 have to say
concerns the political situation in Europe and in the Commuhity

tciay.

Fublic opinion, both insiﬁe'th; Community and béyoad its fron-
, has teen disquieted by receat events. In additicn, the
rresident of ihe Enitﬁﬁ States hzs been visiting us. I fcel that
ti.esc two factors zalopz ars encugh to justify my’glvmng clightly

€
differsnt slant to nr address ‘this year.

I must, however, say somefhing to you about this 500-paze tome
which you have in front of fbu. When we read it - and we toc have
read it, because members of the Commission must from time %o time
get an overall view of the situation rather than just‘the particular
secters for which they are réépbnsibiéjdr just a chronolozical record -
w.en, %thern, my cslleéguéshgﬁd I donsidered the entire Report submit-
ted by our admiﬁistraéion; when we discussed, supplemented and
corrected it - for this is a task for the Commission ‘itself and not
for the administratiocn. alone - and when we haa, 1n the 1nur0uuctlon,
to make an overall assessment cf the situat;ou, we were once again
amazed at the: prcgress made.by - the Cemmnnmty in 1968 deSﬂlge the
fact that 1968 wes a- year of crisis.éﬁu
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It was in December 1967 that our Governments agresd tc¢ differ
on the major problem of the enlargement of the Community. Zfou know
that the rather fierce and occasionally vehement discussicns between
our lMember States continued throughout 1968 and that, as yet, no

sclution acceptable to all has been found.

But, despite these political disagreements, the Community has
mace great strides forward and we felt that this point had to be

ctressed from the outset in our introduction to the Report.

May I remind you then, very briefly, that it was in nid-1968

uniocn, eighteen months ahead of the time-table laid down in the

Treaty.

it was in June and July that we adopted and brought intc effect
the luportant agricultural regulations which had been missing in
sectors as important as those covering beef and veal and milk
products =~ with the result that most, I do not say all - furm

products can now move freely within the Community.

It was in 1968, again, that the Council adopted important
decisions whiéh, though they do not complete the task of elaborating
a common commercial policy, do at least represent progress. te
hcve seen our Member States comply with the decision tzken by the
Council in 1967, and so make headway with the harmonization of
indirect taxes and the progressive application of the tax on value

added in our different Member btates in accordance with agreed

tlme—tables.

Towards the middle of the year came the final decisions and the
'adéptioh af theffina1 fega1ati9n which, as my colleague Lovi Sandri
has just told you, made it possible to put the finishing touches on
freedom of movement for workers wmthin the Community, which is |

-~
LS

,assuredly one of tne main sccxa; a ims O
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When we see how many decisions have been zdopted and

implemented, it is really difficult to accept, with some sectors of

rublic opinion, that the Community is at present paralysed, Before
I close I wWill have something to say to you about the state of
Suropean pubxlc oplnion, about which we are concerned.

I would like at the same time to mention that, in addition to
tae Gecisions which have been adopted, the Comuission has cubnmitted
ts the Council a number of highly important proposzls and remoran=-
dums and that, since we are now rid of the problsm which occupied so

much of cur time in the first months of *he new Comrission, namel
¥

the problem of the morzer and ihs sstzblashment of 2 sincie adominis-
traticn, we were able to devoite ourselives fully to the fresih task in
o~ ] -~ ; . . -

lyaéi Thus, in accordance with a time «table waich is kocwn toc you,

A

e to submit to the Council in September a white naper on
industrial policy, research policy and rnuclear policy, a very

important document which you are now discussing‘ﬂ Eals PALET SHOWS
quite clearly that, in terms of intelligence, brains, laborctories,
inuaustrial establishments and mcney spent, the effcrt bein; made by
rabl

<
teing made by the Urnited States, continues to be so dispersed that

S\

Lurcpe, although conside and almost comparable with the effort
rezults are still falling far zhort of what, in cur view, they
cugnt to be.

During the month of December, we adopted a group of agricul-
tural documents dealing with prices, balanced conditions on the
marxets, and structurej - these will shortly be discussed,. and
irndsed are already being dicscurscd, not caly by the Parlianent but

by the six Governments znd the tig faﬁmingvorganizatisns;<

Hith regard -to energy, our. predecesaors made oach excellent
progress,. .ruch -of it within the inter-executive grcup set up by the
former Commissions and the High A@thogipx.§p§vwewhavejbeen able to

present Parliament and the Governments with a .document which aets
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cut the firet guidelinss for
Since its first appearance this has been 'universally recognizcd as
beiﬁg a really séfious*dbcuméhtu*and it will .provide an extrenely
'effective~gdi&e'fof“fﬁtuéévthinking and decision-making.

7
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Lastly, on 12 February, a month ago to the day, we adopted a
aemeranduni addressed to our Governments on generzl economic rolicy
and on monctary co-operation within the Community; this dccument

will, 1 think, be on the agenda for your next session.

I have no wish, Ladies and Gentlemen, to weary you with talk
of what we are going to do because these things will happen all in
od time. Scme are already well advanced. What I have said
siould sufifice to show that both at Council level, where decisions
are taken, and at Commission level, where propcsals are foraulated,

1268 was a year full of genuine activity.

lves what tasks lie ahead - znd this is

[
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where we cnter the field of politi
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cmmunity itself and in our external relations.

Witk regard tc the Community's internal problems, the first
thing to do is to get an idea of what the Community should set out
to zccomplish in the near future. There are three possible ways of
going zbout this, and I hasten to add that they do not contradict

vut rather supplement and reinfcrce each other.

The first line of approach covers the tasks to be accomplished
by the Ccmmunity between now and the end of 1969; Dbecause this, as
you kmcw, should, in the normal course of events, mark the end of
the trorsition period. Vie have sent the Council an analysis of all
the preblems to be tackled; it seems that in some sectiors the

nescessary decisions have been taken, while in others they have not,

Although it can be claimed that during the transitioncl period
the Community has, for all practical purposes, attained itz objec~
tives in the customs field and with regard to the movement of farm
preducts and of workers, it is quite obvious that we are behind
schedule in other spheres, such as non-government monopolies and

freedom of establishment.

I have not attempted to draw up a balance sheet. It is clear
to us that we must, with the Council, make still greater elforts to
pick up as much as possible of the lost ground between now and the

‘éndvcf the year.

4
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The second line of app:cach.is to look at the problcus ot
rresent before the Council -~ there are ﬁany of them - énd to try to
_arrange them in some sort of order of priority. We are faced hewe with
threc Flans - perhaps the term "Plan" is not completely appropriate

ul we might as well stick to it since they have been christened as

(‘5’

such - produced by the Fcoreign Affairs ministers of our Cemunity:
trhe Brandt Plan of September 1968, the Debré FPlan of November 1968

znd the Barmel Flazn, zlsc of Kovember 1968.

The third line is te ask, perhaps in z somewhat more systematic

vy, what the Communi j should attempt to accomplish over a siightly

lenzer périaa, say thrce years.

o4
sitle to¢ mske it public.

O

It should not then b€ very difficult for our Coun
sters tc establish, with the help of the Commission, a real

c
sroprzome of work and 2z time-table. This is the first thing we

1he sceond is tc get down to the major decisions stl*l ta be
tziren on agricultural policy. These are of three kinds.  TFirst,
mcrzet organizatioms: these do mot yet exist in the totacco, wine
or fisheries sectcrs, and here we shall have to reach decicions in
the c

szr future. Then there ‘is the definitive finance re
cr agriculture. As you kriow, the present regulation exp

the end of this year, and the Community is theérefore faced with the
zreat problem of working out add bringing into force a definitive
fluwﬁclal regulatlun.“l’Fiﬁéily, there is a whole range of siruc-
tura¢ probl=ms. A moment agc ‘I llst“d for you the problens of
trices, of balanced cOndltions én thé various markets and of
C'tz‘uctures, all of which 1ncidenta11y are closely linked and all of
wihich will need to be decided at various points during the year.

On the whole 1969 will certainly be a great year in this respects

L TR o
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Vihere incustry is councerneda, I would not want to reiterate the
srecch which I made in this House on 15 May last when, on behaolf of
- my cclleagues, I set out the essence of the Commission's views on
industrial policy and indicated that they would need to be differw
ently formulated when we were dealing with the Communitics' indus-
trial activities as a whole, with the traditiocnal industrics wnd

with the growth sectors.

Since then things have mcved con. I have Jjust spoken to you
cf our white paper on nuclear and research problems,. In the tech-
ncleogical field you know that the MarZchal Group has fortunately
now been allowed to resume its activities. In the next fcw days

we mzy expect the report of the Group, which is now presided cver not
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attenticn. Finzlly, as I reminded you a while ago, a mcmorandum on

cnergy policy has now been tabled.

I planned to say ncthing zbcut the Community's general cconomic
situaticn, 25 I believed that a general debate on this subject would
kegin tomorrow. If the debate is not held this time, it wilil be
for next time. I would in any case not wish to anticipate on the
statement wbich will be made by my colleague, M. Raymond Barre, who
gave you an cverall view of cur approach tc these problems ot the
last sessicn cf the Parliament. So rmuch for our normsl tasks

within the Community.

I would now like to say a few words abcocut what has been called
the strengthening of the Community. This is a rather curious
xpression, for we have sometimes had the impression that all it is
intended to mean is the normal pursuit of the pélicies to be worked
cui in conformity with the Treaty. We do not feel that the rormal
pursuit -~ I deliberately use this word twice - of the Community's
activities in framing and building'up the common economic policies
constitutes a strengthening. It is simply a matter of the normal

deveiopment of the Community as laid down in the Treatye.
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In our eyes strengthening means something different. It mezns
special measures which must be taken because the Community's develop-
ment demands them and because in a certain sense they are lipked
with the enlargement of the Community. I will spezk to you on this
guestica of énlirgement in the second part of my statement, and
confine pyself for the time being to the matter of strengthoning the

Comrunity.

In the Cormmission's view strengthening is first and forcemost
the probiem, which has long been awaiting solution,. of grunting the
Cormunity rescurces of its own. As you know, this problcm created

very great difficulties in 1965, but has now matured sufficiently to

I vy S e o~ -
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is largely linked moreover with the
initive finance regulation for agriculturc -

ime has nct come to cbtain resources of its own of

nat its day~-to-day life will no 1Gn er depend on the

that occur in the gatlenal pcﬁlcles of the lienber

We think, tco, that strengthening the Comrmunity recns strong-

toening its instituticus.

In this respect I can refer to the declaration we mode in this
House on 1 July 1968, a declaraticn which the Parliament will
certainly not have forgotten. In it we devoted toc the strengthen-

ng of the Community a whole paragraph of our considerations on the

XN

Cormission's powers of management, which should in ocur view be
reinforced, and on the authority of the Parllament, WPlGh ehould be
sirengthened both in its powers and in the way 1t is recraﬂted in

other wérds, in the method of its election.

Finally, we had referred, and we refer again, to the merger of
the Treaties as a:further measure which will have to be carried out

in the coming years in.order to strengthen the Community.

And here we are faced with an important question. I brought
it up at the Council of Ministers last week, and planned to deal

with' it in clear terms in public session before this House. You

/
tee/ nee
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know that among the European public there are some who wonder
whether there is not a kind of choice to be made between the cnlarge=

ment of the Community and its strengthening.

T

Some people within our Community are wondering waether by
strengthening the Community, thanks to this and that major m2cosure
I heve just indicated and to the completion cf our common jolicies,
e are not geing to complicate the negotiations on enlargement to
which so many people inside and outside the Community are justifi-
ably attached. This is not the opinicn of ocur Commission, ond we
snould be clear on the point. The Commission has discussed the
motier and considers that we must in any case strengthen the

Ccrziunity. This strengthening is indispensable in view of the

eased toc be cne ¢f construction and is already one of admirictration.

e id i e inion submitted to cur Council in Jceptember
As we said in the © bmitt t c il in ptemdb

Fad

1¢47, strengthening the Comrmunity is one of the precondiiicuc for its
enlargerent. In any case it would make it easier to soclve the
rroblems with which we shall have to dezl at that time. &5 and when
momoership cof the Community expands, as we are convinced it will,
when, instead of being six States, we are eight, nine, ten and
perhaps more, we will have to ask curselves - and we have dcne so
alrezdy - what measures will need tc be taken if ocur Community is to
rezzin a handy instrument, if it is to continue in the framcwork
originally planned znd not tc be weakened by its enlargenents As
vou know, our Commissiocn devoted ruch time to this study during the
sunmer and at the beginning of the autumn of 1967. These studies
could doubtless be rounded off. I imagine that one day they will
be discussed again more thoroughly in the Council, btut the Droblem

is still with us.

Whén, furthermore, we survey in the light of our expcriecnce
what has happened in the last five years, we do not at all have the

impression that the development of the Community has hampercd its
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enlargement. On the contrary, when we compare the situction at

the end of 1968 with the one which confronted us in January 1963,

vhen the first large-scale negotiations to widen the Community were

troken off, we find that thrcoughout this periocd the Community was

noking encrmous progress in each and every one of its activities.
ro

m cooling the enthusiasm of our neighbours and fr iaris to

=
(55 A

a"t‘

enter the Comrmunity, our progress has only encouraged tﬁbm. ihis
rtant to us and it should be pointed ocut clearly to
ticse whe entertzin doubts ae to this way of doing things: the

sircergthening of the Community through pursuit of the Ccamunity

volicies froz 1963 tc 1968 has in no way preventesd the ronewal

Thus, toc slcow down the Community policies is z bad cause which
t

aelps ucboedyy it does not help the Ccmmunity.
ihis is perhaps the time to quote a saying of Pascal: “To kill
2 man ig net to demcnstrate a truth; it is sizply to kill o man®.

T¢ slow down the desvelopnment of the Community doss not serve a

couse; it is to slow down the development of the Commurnitiy, ond to
us thisz slowdown seems fatal. It is not the way in which the

unity of Europe will be strengthened.

I now corme tc the second chapter of my statement. it concerns
sxtsrnal relztions, and I hope that the Parliament is preparzd to
hear it. Here there are three points which 1 should like to
discuss: the enlargement of the Community, cur relations with the

United States and the Yaoundé negotiations.

As to the first point, enlargement, I presume that nobody
expects me here, in the name of I know not what authority that my
colleagues and I do not possess, to distribute prizes,:proncﬁnce

Judgements or look £or responsibilities for what has ha vpponcde
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It is regrettable that our Member States should be in disagrcement
within a great Eurcpean instituticn which is not ocurs -~ I ncon
Vestern European Union - but with which our Cormmission mointains

real co-operaticn since we regularly participate in the woris of the

41

e
suncil of Ministers of WEU and also very often in that of the

(@]

hi

arlizmentary Assembly in Paris.

¢

(2

This being so, it i3 a2 rather sad matter for us when cur Member
Siates are at loggerheads within this Union. It is perhops even

nore s when we sese that two great Burcpean States, one of wiidch is

- -~ >~ Fa 2 o~ L b S . . z S mm ; .
a menber of cur Cormmunity and the other cur great neighbour, come
-~ e Z oo & 3 + % 3 3 s ey e ~ Iy 3
tc the point of guarrclling publicly, as we saw lzst month, in a

T 2T o e oy Dy - - . + [oe) SN . S,

I will therefore confine rmyself to z few remarks, fhe first
. o - - s 1 b AZPN P 3 -~ o
iz tnzt the problems are still there, Yo cone should imogine that,

tecause there has been a guarrel, the problems are settled; the

are £tiil with us. I remember the visit I received froz the
Irdian Aubassador in Februsry 1963, a fortnight after the breakdown,
2t the end of January 1963, of the big conference on enlorgement of

the Community. Ee began the ccnversation by saying:

¥y, Minister, the negotiations are interrupted, but cur problens

romaine n

It is quite cbviocus that the problems of enlarging the
Community are still there and the wishes of our neighbours are
still there. How, moreover, can one make Denmark, Norway or
Ireland responsible for discussions in which they tcok no part and

on which their opinion was never asked?

Secondly, we must also realize that not to settle our reclations
with Great Britain does not prevent the problems from existing. As

was ?ointed ocut to me once, the fact of not opening the door of the

Y A

*
.
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Community to Great Britain does not settle cur problems with that
country. When Great Britain hazs econcomic difficulties, it takes
measures to solve then, Agoinst whom does it take thesc meacures?
Agoinst us. Let us recall the nctoricus surtax of 15/%, which hit
the Comrunity hard at the time. When the British currency is in

bad shape and the central banks have to help Great Britcin to

novigate a difficult pass, it is first and foremost the coentral
banks of the Community which must intervene. it must not thorefore

¢ imagined that relations between our Community an

o
friendly neighbour are settled simply because we re

with it, Toe problems remain. Yerecver., the pro

I take it that, like myself, you will hove felt a
t

discoznfort ¢

hat, when the new Przsident of the Uni
nd visit the Eurcpean States - I will speok of

ttle later ~ he arrived at a time when the

quzarrelling publicly instead of showing the image

process of unification.

Ladies and Gentlemen, these problems are not settled and it is
still incumbent on us to endeavour to guide them progressively

towards a sclution.

You will remember thét in the course of 1963 failing the
negctiations whlch our Comm1581on had proposed - and it has nover
changed its OUlﬂlOn on this poxnt - provisiocnal solutions wcere
sought for. As a Commission, we have co-operated in this quest to
the best of our ability. We considered that this was our ncrmal

roles-  May I say that we are now having some doubts.
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We wonder whether these solutions are not more or less lame
ducks. - I refer tc thoese commercial arrangements. If ccrmoercial
arrangerents have nc political objective (and this is not the wish
of the Commissicn) cne may ask whether they are really useful,
whether there is any peint in presenting then. Cne moy cven ask
winether they wculd not rather be grist to the mill of thosc - and
tiere are such people, particularly outside our Community - who are
inclined to believe that 2 free trade area should be created in

fa)
¥

ir Commission, I repeat, dces nct sharc this

Lpril dizst, it would sceem wise, after the quarrels we have recently
witncssed, to wait until the dust of battle has subsided and

——i
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merscover, that they are

calmly on how, in the not tco cistant

culd te grasped. Cn this point I am
King. Cur goocd will is os great
h v t thinzg nmeving in

Firzlly, we ani 211 cur Governments zre at cze in thinkin

03

[ I S

tizt there can be no changing the nature of the Community, no
transformation of the Commoen Market intc a free trade zarc A
goinz back cn what we have maintained for ten years, that a free
trade area is not a gocd way of organizing relations between:
highly industrialized ccuntries. On the contrary, it is in a
tighter orgenization and in common pollcles that we nmust scell a
solution tc our problems, In this respect there has been o change

in the opinion of either my colleagues or myself.

Nor do I believe that there has been a change in the political
'thinking'of cur Member States. On this point our neighbour States
must know that if they still ﬁant ~ as I believe they do, and I om
glad they do - if they still want to join the Community, it will be
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the Community as it stands, with its common policies, its political

cims and its institutions.

Cf course this poses problems; I nmentioned these just now.
1967 and we did not then feel that they uere
inscluble. The study of these problems can be resumed, ond we
gtill think that with good will znd imagination it will bc possible

to resclve thenm,

My second paragraph on external policy relates to
+

. My cclleagues zand myself had o oppor-

Iresident MNixcon's vis
e

¢l tre problens of reloticns
couatries of Burcpe, particularly those that are members of the

Cummunity, for whom we can sp=ak,.

Irn the ccursze of this conversation three matters were token up.

r
The first is an enumerction which is easy tc establish ond vhich
ccentributes to mutuzl understanding of the preblems vwhich hove
snizted since the Tenrcedy Round ended nsarly twi years ago ond
wiich have crused concern and scmetimes bad feeling betwoen the

T

Crit=d Btates and us.

You know that the Americans complain of our agriculturcl
policye. They consider it is too protectionist, that we cre using
subsidies to make war on-them on the markets of other countries,
that this is going too far, and that we are not zesalous cnough in
eliminating certain non-tariff obstacles to trade. . We mode it
perfectliy claar‘to~Prééident'Ni20n that we were quite awarc cf this
list of problems, which in fact we had drawn up ourselves, and that

it was our intention not to treat:them_lighﬁly but seriously.

.
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We had an opportunity on our side to tell him that we were

woerriced by certain measures tzken by the United States authcorities

Iy o

as regards trade in farm products,; particulorly in certain scctors

which we menticned to him.

-~
3

3

the industrial field we spoke of the measures talken in the

wool scetor and which are specinlly troublesome for one Cormunity

Viz tolé him that we were nct happy abcout the negoticticns dn
the private sector - in which we thought the public authoritics
cme extent dinvolved -~ relating to

5 3 o3 o)
ALIVE g e 1

iike, might later be extended to other
reminded him that we were stil
the American Selling Frice whiclh had

tho

Gegrneva a year and a half age, and we fcund thot

gucsiicns, ncne of ahich perhaps Jso of major importance in itoeld
vut which when taken together form a fairly impressive z20ra] and,

2 w3t be szid, create a disagreeable climete batween the United

:r noting this first point, we came to 2 second, noncly,

ove common respensibilities. What we sald tco

Nixor on this theme really scemed tc please hii. Ve
tcld him that we did not think these problems could be solved
cither by kis ccuntry or by the Community and that to solvce them
we would have to join forces. Once again = for he has donc it
several times in public -~ the President emphasized in thies conver-
sation how anxious he was that his country should not get involved
in a series cof measures of protectionist character. Both sides
noted that it was impossible for such measures to be settlec on one

side of the Atlantic alone and that there could be no question of

’
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the United States pursuing a liberal policy on its own if the
Community did not do the same, and conversely, that we would have
difficulty in maintaining our liberal commercial policies if
rrotecticnist measures were taken in the United States. And this

common responsibility, the most important point highlighted during

.
th

-
L e

visit ¢f the President of the United States, exists in the

2

cnotory

o

5
field of trade, in the field of development and in the

a
54
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field. It is guite clear that we - the United States

+
¥

i3
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curselves - are committed to responsibilities which we mu

IThe third point noted is that we will now have to resume this
confrontaticr with the new Administration I have not pronocunced
tzs word "eonfrontation" in English. When once I employcd the

yord Ycoenfrontaticn™ in a conversation in Hew York, I recoived the

reply. “Confrcntaticn?" Do you mearn you are in favour of a
clrsh between the police and the students? It would secn that
“cornfrontzticon’” din English is egquivalent to Yaffrcntement: in

Fronch. We have therefore aveided this expressicn.

at we wart is tc review our common problems jointly, once a
Texr or even ¢n a sexi-perasancent basis. You will remember that
ths last review tock place a year ago in February 1963, when I paid

P

ar officisl visit to the President of the United States. With the
help of my twoe colleagues, M. Hellwig and M. Terniau, and with our
sfficizls, we had an exchange of views at the State Department on
the problems confronting the United States and the Communitye. I
must szy that this was extremely useful, and the results were.

cppreciable.

We therefore tcld President Nixon that we would likc to resume
this procedure and he agree& to this. Together we made arrange-
rcents for deciding who wéuld go to the United States and vho would
come torEuroPe; énd'ﬁhen; All'this’would be dons in thE‘simﬂlest
and nost Iriendly fashion, Ve _got the lmyre831on that this would
bc the best way for us to settle all our problems or at least -
for we must not be too ambitious - to eliminate a certain number

P /
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of them and alsc to get tc understand each cother's points of view

Y

vetier and work together on the scarch for solutions. It scens to
rne that this is really the essential task awaiting the United States

and the Community.

Of ocur externnl tasks, finally, I will mention the ncgotiaticns

orn. the renewal cfitheﬂYaGunﬁé Convention, These have openced in an
xcellent spirit between ocur Governments, who are unanimous, and our

cizhteen Assccistes. The zllocation of responsibilities cgreed to-
nos so far not created too many difficulties between the Council on

the one hand znd the Commissicn on the other.

; - e
szy here before the Parliamcnt, so that

o

te onsure

¢

afizches to the negetiaticns and how hard it will strive
A
Y

t
were that "the cuit-cf-date system of the right of veto, which
c

oy

What has happened since 1 July has conly strengthencd our
cpiniocn that the veto machinery is 2 bad one - I will cgoin tell
you why in a moment - and that we will have tc lock for better

methods tc settle problems in dispute between cur Hember Stotes,.

The veto procedure shows a lack of respect on the part of
anycne using it - and not only one country is involved, as I will
rcecll a little later - in dealings with his partners. Lecving
aéide the.basic;disagreements on the enlargement of the Comrmunity,

the last striking demonstration which we have had of this wos in
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the argument about the political ccnsultation which should, or

should not, have taken place in the framework of WEBU concerning

e

-the prob the Near East. Geoodness knows that these arc

worrying encugh and that, as you will remember we said to this
sarme House last year, it is wcerth while for all ocur Member States

to give thought to what is geing on in that part of the wor

And suddenly there is a aispute, a dispute on the »noint
whetner or not the Brussels Treaty provides that procedure should
be unanimous. I will not go into this prcblem, so as nct to

cornent ocn an organization which is not our cwn. But let us

etz e

Ioteful procedure. 1t means that you flout the ominicn of

cthers, that whkat the Germang, italians, luxerbourgers, butch or

Zelgians may say iz of no importznce if the sixth country sioply
szys, 1 consider the matter pcintless.” t is a tad preccodure;
ciber and bettsr crnes must be found to settle these problens.

-

I will 244 tha*t the veto procedures inhibit the devclopment of

the Cormmunity. At present we have three such procedures initiated
by tharee different Governments. Cne, which is well known,

rrs the enlargenent of the Community. The sscond, which is

Loy

applied by another Hember State, blccks negotiations with a

country of Centrzl Eurcpe. I depleore this znd I recently tackled
tiose concerned in this affair, The third is the one by which,

cfter we had convinced one Msmber State by dint of great uffc:ts to
urc

company is hindered. However, it is extremely 1ﬁportana that we
should be able to construct Community machinery, legal and fiseca
mochinery, which will make it possible to those who so wish - for
rovody is obliged to do it - to establish industrial, commercial or
banking companies at Community level. The fact that thesc discus-
sions are being blocked by a Member State is a result of a ba d
procedure which inhibits the development of the Community.

ooa/’oc-
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I now come to my last remark on this point. Not only does

the veto cause blocking, which I deplore, but zlso, -and inevitably, P
atteupts are made to sidestep it. This is what we have scon in
the Security Council. When the other members were tired of tco 1‘

many vetces by the USSR, what did they do? The problems which
uld have been settled in the Security Council were transfcerred
to ancther forum, another setting; they were taken to the General

assenbly, because ncbody has a right of vetc there.

Cn a2 smaller stzge we are witnessing similar manceuvres by

wiich certain of cur Eurcpean States, certain States which ar

veto which haos lasted o

This is not = very happy state of affairs, It woulld be
better if there were no vetoc. We would ther not ses any of fthese

ut tc me zgz2in very recently.
¢n asked, of tke cutflenking measures being used to get round the
Community? Ferscnzally, I think no good of them, but 1
t they should be used. And how can we roil ot taen
s in force? Thus, I recently had the oppor=-
unity to say to the French authorities - and I zalsc stated rub-
lisly ot a lecture I gave in Paris on 31 January - that I did not
think it wise tc biock both the Harmel and the Erandt Plans. It
is one or the other, If you do not like the Harmel Plon, and
tois I can understand, you must accept the Brandt Plan, which is
noderate and reascnable and which aims at resclving the probleus
within cur organization. A choice nust be made, but t¢ block the
cne and the cther is overdoing it. This is not the way we must

proceet.

cee/ves
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I have laid some stress on this prcoblem for it is a mojor one
in the development of European affairs. And althcugh tihis port of
my address is nct the one which gives me most pleasure, I ccaszider
that it was my duty as holder- of my present office to say here, in

public, what I think on the point.

The second pelitical problem I am going to speak about is that
¢f the complementary programmes, cu are familiar with this very
regrettable expedient te which our Governments have had recourse.
As they were unable to agree on the multiannual nuclear progrorme

for the Community, they adopted =z provisicnal mechanism which is to

a detestable procedure. ASs we still have o little

s is
tize to reflest zbout it between now and 1 July - the final date
oy which the Ceouncil rust adopt the multiannual

c
:zont teing worged out - T would like to say hers

Ere 2 what onxiety 1
fecl over procedurss of this kind. I understand very wcll thot

there can te differing opinions as te the scope ¢f what the
Cemmunity should cor should not do in a specific fiszld, such as the
nuclear field, even though any slcowdown in a t

i
cffort must be scrutiznized closely and if possibles zvoided, I

could understand that Member Etates whick have to mnke reductions
in their naticnzl prvgrunme should ask for a reduction of the

mrunity programme. The pros and cons are cpen to discussion,

cut the systerm under which half the programmes are financed by

~everybody and the cther half only by those actively concerncd is a

‘Getcsiable ome and profoundly dangerous for our Community. For

Gnée this prccedure is accepted there will be ncthing to prevent it

belng extended tc cther sectors, and then what will we sea?

I will men*lon an example whlch is very topical -~ thot of the
Ccm;unlty's agrlcultural policy. Between now and the ¢nd of: the

year we are going to have to rediscuss the flnanc1ng cf the

yoo/ooo
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Community's agriculture. Just picture the Member States cxtending

the idea of complementary prograrmes into agricultural pclicyl ¢
Lothing cculd be more dangerocus! I said tc the French authorities - O
ana repeated it publicly in Paris, for these things have to be said ?

Lad

very frankly - c¢an you think what would happen if in the ficld of

agricultural financing we were to accept this principle which you,
the French, have created in the nuclear field? In 1969 Fronce is

t< receive three huandred million u.a., equivalent to 15 000 million
Belgizn francs, which will be pz2id by its partners to h

the Irench agriculiural policy decided on in the Community frame-

orzmunity policy, and rightly

»

I hzve azsksd the French authcorities to recoensider this otii-
s & very dangercus cne, And althocugh 1 can under-

i
stong that Irance, which has pursusd further than cther ccouutries

2t noticpsl effcort irn the nuclezr fisld, sheould perhaps hove less
need than others of the policies foliowed at Community leveld, it is

toc help finance policies of which one has no grezt need could lead

te fZisastrous conseguences. The day when a Member Stote soys, for
excmple, that it considers exports of French wheat to Chino not of
major interest to it and that consequently they should be covered

¥y = complemerntzry programme, acticn by the Community will truly

oe endangered.

This being sc, I ask all who bear responsibility in this field -
tc act in such a way that the concept of complementary progrommes
be eliminated from our nuclear programme, which tke Council is to
decide on by 1 July, and that programme be laid down and financed

by all.

I will close by speaking to you of the condition of public
‘opinion. The present state of European opinicn presents o very

curioﬁsiépectacle.  But we must distinguish between the opiniocn of
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_Governments and cpinion in general, which finds expression in all

the many ways with which you are familiar.

I ncte first of 21l that the Governments - I mean those of the

e o~

cmber States - are in ﬁlaagreeient on a certain number of important
problems (which I have enumerated) but are fully determined, all six
of them, to continue the Community undertaking. The incidents we

hzve seen recently are extremely enlightening in this respcct.

Fer example, we could have seen one Community Governnient =

since this intenticn was attributed to it in the press - tcll us

e 3 F% Y

ge4, that
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speeizl responsibilities had to be given to certain leading Buropean
couniries. However, the Government concerned hazs szid the contrary.
It has convoked the Artassadors of the Five tc tell them: “Thot is
ncf cur p:licy, ¥you shcould not believe it, we are continuing the

And in order tc provide us with procf, the Council

vhich followed these events eight days age in Brussels wos on
extremely constructive cne at which important decisicns were taken

I COLITRe Kot ornly did it adopt customs regulaticns which are the

J

recult of years of effert by our Commission and the Council but also

cecnciuded twe impcertant negcoticticns on which I werked o grent deal
in tkhe past and which have just bsen completed by =y colleague,

l:e Edcuardc Martiro: the negotiations with llorceco and those with
Tunisia. At the end of this month we will be going to Tunis and

Hobat to sign these zgreements.

Ve have nc donbt that,despite everything which may separate
then, the political will of our Governments is a unanimous will to
pursue and develop the Community venture. For ny part I have no

qualms on this pcint.

" On ihe 5thér ﬁand ﬁhéré is public opinion, and this is really
in very great dlaarray. k Wheh‘we”come té a political turning point
in »he Communlty, the publlc imaglnes that it'is a dungeruuo corner;
'whcn there 15 a molehlll it is looked upon as . a mountaine ~When

there is an 3.nc;.dent ‘the publ:.c mel],sacrisis, if-noct & entastrophe.

-
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I think that it is the "you are there" methouds of tronsmitting
information, so different from those of former times, which hav
rroduced this result. I believe that responsible statesnea work
with an eye tc¢ the long tern, unlike public opinion, which reocts in

the inmmedizte contexte.

This, I need hardly say, imposss on all of us enormous cfforts
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agues are ccnstantly at considercable poins
tc mzke stztements in the variocus Community ccuntries to coavince
publiic cpinion that in rezlity things are not as catastrophic as

1

F
e clizim, In my own particula

nornal duties, znd taking only my schedule of engagements frcm

1 Jcrnuary cnwerds, I have spcken in the eight weeks since that

ot Disseldcer?, Erussels, Ghent, Londen, New York, Lyocns, ond Home.
Zwverywhere 1 have found sympathetic but astonished audiences. How

¥ 3 AT i S, T o iy -1 P o e - 3 P 3 B 3wy
iz it possiblie thzt the President of the Coummissicn is not in

degspoir? Ecw can it be that the President of the Comnmissicn is net
dicccocurzged?  Whnat, dcesn't the Fresident of the Commissicn think
everything is going te rack and ruin? Nc! They saw z rresident
wac is £ £

fully aware <f the prcblems and anxieties, z President whe
dces not ¢laizm thzt everything is going smcothly in the Commmunity -
. s _

4 you why - but who does not manifest the sliightest

i
dzubts about the future of our great undertaking.

Ladies and Gentlemen, this is what we, &8 the members ol the

£
O
L ]

Cozrigsicn, can

But there are circles, and I now turn to the Parliamont, to
wnich we have less access, circles to which the Furopean Forliament
hos an access which we do not have, I mean the national porlia-
ments. We members of the Commissicn have nc access ta‘thcsc, but
you, Gentlemen, have certain possibilities cof action there, not only
because you are members of these parliaments but because your
~officers have access to them. About a week ago we reccived
President Poher, who did us the honour of coming to see us with the
other cfficers cfrthe Parliament, who were approaching thc end of

their period of office.

.0./‘00
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We spent the late afternccn and evening together rcviocwing the

T

rreblers of the Coummunity with him and his colleagues. nis vas

an excellent idea! Ladies and Gentlemen, could not ycur noew
Fresident and officers do the same thing in the npnaticnal porliao-
nments? Would it not be a gocd thing if you were tc go to Boun and
discuss the agricultural policy? Would it not be a geod thing if
rou went tc Rome and discussed the tax on value added, tco convine
the Italizan Parlizment that this matter shculd be settled this

rear? would it nct be a geood thing if you went to The Hague to

dizcuss with the members of the Dutch Parliasment the advisability

P P T = SR, - - s T 4,
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wvkickh the Parlizment could do pending
1l =y cclleagues, 1 long with all my heart - when it will he an
e¢lzcted Farliermert. For I btelieve that there will be no better
nea cf rpe2king Eurcpeans and public opinicn aware cof Eurcpe than
givingz Eurcpezns the right tc vote. I do nct say *that this will
ve o revolution, dbut it will be an event. And wken I think of

the young pecple whe, yesterday, were shcuting on this rostrum -

[

t ®os certziriy not a very happy idea, for the place is nct o
a

4

;2t0ble one - but who were also expressing very

federalist dntentions, I believe that rather than seeing then on a

restrunm draped with bznners, they should be given the right to
votz, #When they have attaired the reguisitz age it would be
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ncrwal for cur curopean youth tc have the righ

the Eurcpean FPzrliament.

Lacdies ard Gentlemen, I have now ccme tc the end of my state-
ment, I adnit that it has been rather long, But I felt it would
be profitatle to make a2 general round-up of the pclitical situa-
vion, I would not wish to leave this rostrum withcut telling you
that my coileagues are unanimous in their unshzken and unshokoble
ccnfidence in the future of the greatest undertaking at present

zoing ou in the werld - unification of the continent of Zuropc.
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