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EUROPE AT THE PARTING OF TEE WAYS

Summwary of the address by Dr. S.L. Mansholt
at the international conference held 1y the
Dutch Labour Party in The Hague on 29 April 1763

Dr. Mansholt reminded Lis audience of iz views of theo crisis
in the EEC,y which ke had expresseil on several occasions in Burope
and Amorica, The Lead of the French State haa now given anotker
press conferonce. Tkis had taught us nothing new, dut it could be
loocked upon as important since it confirmed that the approach to the
current crisis in European affairs, which Dr, Mansholi{ had been
advocating since 14 January correspondcd more clesely and realistically
to de Gaulle's attitude than that of peoploc who sesk to play down what
the Qeneral Lad said and to pass it off as a tactical manoevrs,
The French President Lad not budged an inck from nis originel position.
Bven if he did express kimself more politely, there was little comfort
to be drawn from this, since no one rad ever doubted tho capacity for
charg of the Frenck in general and of the Gemeral in particular. The
esgential point was de Jaulle's unwavering insistence on the primacy
of tho national factor, wiik the consequent rejection of any real
intogration. Economic co—operation was subordinated to the political
and military regemony of France, and this in turn called in question the
openness of tre Jommunity and Burope's place in the world, Dr, Mansholt
‘repeated kis earlier warning that as a result Europe was at a parting
of tke ways and tkat a fundamental decision would have to be taken on

the rcad we wisked to tread.

Dr. Manskolt dealt at greater length than before with the problem
of atomic wezpons. This was after all a political as woll as a military'_
"qﬁastion. _From fherpurely-military standpoint it need not have causoed
difficultios witkin tre framework of Atlantic dofence: all that vould
hava ‘been needed would kave kezchn div1sion of labour within NATO. |
: Ebwever, it became a polltlcal questlon when considerations. of national
prestlge 1ed to the dttltude that a member reached full staturc only if
it disposed of weapons of all klnds, both nuclear and conventlonal.l
,  Nat1ona1 securlty and doubts on the solidarlty of military alliee are
',_put forward hy way of justlflcation, ‘ Pr981dant Kennedy can of coursc
;jfbe trusted, we were told, but what of his successor? It would noed
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iittle offort, according io Dr. Minsaolt, to find sicdlor commenta To-
ported during the last cighteon yesars about Trum:n and Eisonhowor

a9 well as Kennody. And all through those eightoen yuars thore hid
boon half a millior American soldiers on Buropoin soil as living
proof of Atlantic solidaritye. Aftor tkis it wus hard not to soe in
national prestige rather than in scecurity the roal roason bokind the

clamour to be an atomic power.

But this brought us rigkt back to the policy we considor we should
te pursuing. Dr. Mansholt found it complutely in line with thoe wuy
things were developing that within tho Atlantic dofence system there
skould be joint control over all means of defeonco. It would require
the greatest offorts to find a reasonadble solution to this problem.

But matters would have to move in this direction, oven if the United
States Congress took 2 lot of convincing. Preosident Kernedy was
undoubtedly meking great efforte to carry this point, Hz was tbhrowing

I

211 his personzl prestige into tke haliance, and it wa2s not making
tkings any easier for him if Buropean countries, particularly France, '
attempted to build up their own atomic powaer, Jere too, thon, wo were
faced with a choices should we Strive for Atlantic partnership or for
a temporary system of coalitions tiLat tomorrow might bo regrouped on
entirely'difforent lines,

But morc wzs at stake than the question of lasting co~operation or
passing cozlitions, Dr, Manshclt bolieved thore could be no doudt of
tke roadiness of the Atlantic world 4o defend itsolf, and oxplained why

- he believed the formula of joint control to bo necessary.

While kowever Dr, Mansholt was aiming at dofonce of the West,
re cherlshed thko thought thwt it must one day bo possible, despite all
dlfficultles and rosistance, to reach agroomont on disarmament and the

malntenanco of peace. - He. had followed tho negotiations in the

-rDisarmament Commlttee at Geneva with 35 muck disappoiniment A8 ALyOnNe,

He- h@d no:ﬂluslcns on the score of easy SUCCOSB, Consequently, he

yrfrefused to throw away the means of protectlon, as this would only
'encourage thosa w1th a thirst for power to commit zggrossior. But
"'the ohances of 3greemont would be. 1ndlsputably groater if the Wost

. had a aingle j01nt defence system than if a proliferation of groater
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or lesser atomic powers were, for tho azke of national prestige, in
a position to threaten the world. He would deny no country tho
right to feel itsolf a “grands nation", But ho must also Yo allowed

~t0 rank pezco for humanity higher thar national pride.

Dr, Mansholt wishod to introduco o modsat Put not unimpertant
argument. A start had beon made with the merging of national
economies in the EEC, Tho idoz bekind this was that the Community
should Yo morce than tke sum of its constituont soconomios, id not
this apply egusally to defonce? Woeald not joint defence zles bo more
rational and more effective than national military forces allied in
a cozlition? The Communiiy should take stock of the three domands
being made on it — not witkout rufloction und not rolying czclusively

cn feelings of national prestige. Theog o wWores:

furtker oxpansion iaternally,
security agaiast trraats of aggression,
responsibility towards developing countries, which would soon

kave =z share in dociding tkhe fate of the world.

The resources of nztions and national .economies were not
inexkaustible. Even = porson wko, liko tho spoaker, considered these
rosources to be great ocught to warn against 2 policy Pased on prestige
trat sztisfied one of theseo three demands at tho expensoe of tko other

- WO,

. No matfer how wo azssegsed the complex of problems involved in
tbe curront dispute about the course to ke followod, we would always
ccmc back to the political arguments confronting us. Dr., Mansholt
felt ke ka¢ been right in recent montks to air his convictions on thko
political dangers facing Burope, as ho had never regarded himsolf in
his preseht position as an apblitioal,technocrat. But he was alsc
raware'that the'éolitical cbnflictywould have to be carried on chiefly
7 by the'Govornmants of the member countries. ‘Their sense of purposc,
their imagination‘and inventiv;ness, and not least thoir persevercnce,
would decide — for good or for ill -~ the future of Buropo. A fow
~ ‘days ago a decision had ueon takon in Germany that would not Ve
' without influence on»pqlifical dovolopments there, There had just




. | -4 - 4392/%/63

,been,elections in Italy, and those too would affect Tuture ‘uropoan

"1 §01icy. ' -There would soon bo elections in tho Nethorlands. It was

V;Dr. Manshalt's hope that the next Dutch CGevarnment would appreciate

" kthat the s1tuation 4in Buropc denandud much of theie Moro

| fff{concentration of pollcy in Communlty affairs Was u*vontly noodod.

"i jHawever much importance attached to the vurious parts of the oconcmy

' ;*1;coﬁcarned, prlde of place should go to. understanding of the political

,  ;  ;]ccncept of Europe. . For at tho momen+ it was this tuat nattered
"'“bfiDr..Mansholt could only hOpe that the 1arge majarity which had for many

jffyears suppcrted European 1nt051ation in tho Dutch Parliamont would draw B
,:" fresh courage from ‘the w111 of a new Government and- stand sut for a
_ “Europe. of the future, S0 integrated that oven a ssmoll sountry could

e gveat in 1ts nidst,






