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‘ i;The Unity of European Gu]_tﬁre

and. -

fherPoiicy of‘uniting_Eurepe'

To my mlnd this subgect is of great 1moortance, not only for under-"'v

:‘sﬁen 1ng that pollcy, which, more than anythlng else, tynlfles po

? ;happenlngs in oresent—day Europe, but also for worklng out the crlte, a hlch:

:I:should gulde our own oolltlcal behav1our, deflnlnp our. obJectlves

:'-the approprlate means to ensure their- attalnment. What hag’ been accomp

S up - to Lhe present in the dlrectlon of a ney order in Europe hardly extendsrii
ijfbeyond the fleld of econonics and the ‘satisfaction of the materlal needs of‘;:
iithe people of Europe. ' T

The danger therefore ex1sts - and we Anow by experleqce that 1t_i:}
}fpurely theoretlcal oanger but one of a hlghly practlcal, even of '

ithaA a materlal, or eCOHOﬂlC, exer01se. Nbreover, we wonld not even

-'Q;ng the v1ct1ms of this mlsapprehen81on. What words do they hi;
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AAtomlo Energy Community and of a European Econonic Community would never

: have been concelved if there had not ex1sted, deep down in the oonsclousness

'i:of Luropeans, a condltlon of: recept1v1ty to these solutions and aven a

»readlness to urge their edoption. Only if all European political events, our

_Tact1v1t1es, ‘the resistance they meet and’ all p0551b111t1es of overconing it

are coneldered in the context of the culture and of the cul ural nlstory of

:rpresent-day Europe, can we approach an understanding of thi's meaectiv1tyt>

~ the strongest and most urgent motives of our action. I use the word "culture",
here in its widest sense, not in the narrow positivist meaning whlch llmlts
it to the Fine Arts and Science, to the subllme and dlSlnterested striv1ng
after the Beautiful and the True. ' R

It is customary to say - it has already become a formula - that Europe |

.3:,presents an example of unity in divers iity, and when we apply this formula

A;'ito European culture we are genera]ly of the oplnlon that this unlty 19 more
:j'?ev1dent there than in the p011+10a1 sphere. R PR

It is true. Europe is culturally a unlf This unlty of European culture .

,}1s flfst of all an hlstorlcal fact.: Even today th*s idea is so generallyn'

» "faccepted by the world at large that both’ Amerlca and Ru531a see. Wurooe prim
'erlly -as a unlt and accept only w1th reluctance the European hablt of p’ e g




highlyicivilized societies of the Anglo-Saxons, the Visigoths and the
Lombards. He did not stop there, but entructed this intellectual Areopagus
with the historic ~ission of taXking over, enriching and transmitting the
heritage of Antiquity on the basis of the universal imperetives of the

b_ Christian faith and the ancestral character of his veoples. ALl differen-

tiations were thought of as no more than elements in this all-embracing -

programme, and indeed it is as such that. they fit into later European hlstory -

the rellglous and national divisions being no exception.In thls ‘way,absolute
cultural unity was maintained up to the close of the Middle Ages.,Even later,’f
it survived in this or that practical aepect or as an ideal, thanks to great
- Buropean institutions and. representative bodies - not the Ghuroh alone,
although it was, for long centuries, the backbone of Européean culture. Let
us recall the culture of chivalry, in which the polntlcally domlnant class
gave expression to its ideal, an ideal bearing the stamp of - the splrlt and :
~ thus of universal validity. Or we need only remember that as late as the. 17th
and 18th centuries the "Grand Tour of Europe" was still de rlgueur for all i
_young noblemen, or that universities were by orlgln Eurooean 1nst1tutlons ‘whichy 7[
for the first time in history, here in Europe, gave corporative autonomy to
the cultural domain of knowledge, or that thelr degree conferred the “venla dj:
_ubique legendl" the right to teach anywhore in:Europe. Let us thlnk ‘in _the - E
‘field of the Fine Arts, of the international oorporatlons of . 1aster bullders jfZZ;'
“and art schools which, long after the birth of the modern natlonal states, pre- o
served the common values of a European language of form: At ‘the same tlme, the
'Jus publlcum europaeum and the Buropean republic of scholars cortlnued ‘to embody
Admportant vestiges of European unity. It should not be forgOuten that, up to L
Z'Zthe oerlod of* German cla95101s~ that is until about 1800, even the gradual :
_growth of separate natlonel culture; wac to a great extent no more than the r';iii;
2 exp“eSS1on, in national languages and forms, of Europe s, herltage from v
& fAnthulty and Christianity - but 1norea51nv1y from Anuqulty. These cultures
5'iiwere,’noroover, expzessly intended as a European enrlchment of the varlous
v';natlonal 01VLllsat10ns It may be remalled in p3831ng that it 1s pre01sely for
' this: reason that it is 1mposelble to interpret European c1v1llsat10n from the

2 purely formal point of view of aesthetlc catégories, or from ‘the mater1a1"301;a

ﬁ~;,of v1ew of sub51d1ary factors occurrlng 1n the hlstory of the several na onf
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iThe conditio ‘sine qua non for an understanding of that culture is é}:
minimum knowledge of the herltage which is common to all Europeans and which
'they have kept allve throughout the centuries, i.e. the Bible, the myths of
AnthuLty and the hlstory of the Ancient World.

- This brings us to a se;ond element which it is impossible to omit _
even in a brief survey: the fact that European civilisation as & whole is

indebted to values olier than Europe 1tse1f, which are recognized as unlversal.iri

Since the days of Ranke, it has been considered that, in addition to the.'g'f”:
Germanic tradition, Christianity and Antiquity were the foundatlons on whlch i:
Europe was built. These elements must not, however, be regarded only as: 51mple £
historical data, but as universally binding values. Their scope has been
contested from many sides in the course of European hlstorv, but it has always
been recognized that they represented not merely fortuitous hlstorlcal
‘coutlngen01es but were the expression of absolute values which conferred
Vrrank and dignity on all European achievements. Touched by the snectacle of

- the prlmltlve Germans trying to adapt their archaic mentalltf, 80 unaccustom- -
“ed to conceptual distinctions, to the biblical and Latin world far. removed

- from thelr own hlstory, ve realize thst these very efforts were a proof of
reverence for the unlversal 1mperat1ves of faith and cn]ture. Here' agaln 1s
?;,ajéature common toall European culuure' the absolute character underlylng
{theee iundaﬁental values and thelr resultant power to radiate thelr influence

over. all that is human.

The attempt of humanism - nd in pertvou]ar that of the Aﬂe of

Ehlightmenf"— to aporehend and aoply universal valuos in a“coroance w1th =

:ra5Cthe crlterla of regson alone, ‘and completely regardless of-all hletorlcal

Cand sociologlcal llnks, has doubtless been oroved erroneous. The 1nev1table fZ

'iihlstorlcal reactlon followed

lfAfter‘these GWO'phaSe of the hletorlcal development of European _
1llzat10n, we flnd recognltlon of the extent to wrich: the mlllenary

'istructur of European culture had bCun unlque ‘and "Eulopean" not deeplte 1ts

true today. We would fall to rusp fne full roalltv of Europe 1f We web
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to conslder that any huropcan grouping was sufficient unto itself, whefher

it be the Europe of the Six, a community of States of continental Europe,ln

process of ever-closer integration, or the Europe of the 17, in other words

OEEC Europe, or again the Europe of the Council of Europe in Strasburg. If
this new Europe wishes to perpetuate the cultural unity of the old, if it
wishes to be as deeply r

ooted in it as was its predecessor in the cultural
unity of Antiquity and Chr;otlanlty, it too must submit to

the univergally
binding law of the Spirit.

If we now consider Europe in its diversity, it is 1ndlspensable that we‘-
have ‘a keen realization of the ‘problem which confronts us;

beyond which this diversity ceases to be

where is the. p01nt

simply the individual eypr8531on of
general truths and begins to call into question the very existence of a.

community? There can be no doubt that in this sphere, .too, division and d{sperL-

sion have largely been Burope’ g hlotOTlCal fate, even though not qulte “to the
same -extent, 1t is true, as on the pOllulC&l plane,

oo 5

The most striking illugtration is furnished by language .Even within the -

old Roman "limes", where vulgar Latin constituted a common linguistic ba51s,'7

this not only gave rise to a multitide of popular dialects but also, after the
twelfth and thirbeenth centurles,

to several literary languageu. Five centurles'Qi
- later the common use of L&Lln ag the language of learning was
nationalism.From this time onwa

sacrificed to !
rds At is precisely in the great works of the
‘European langusges and the European spirit that we dlscern a partlcular;st
character which militates agalnst the diiferent peoples sharing in all the

- wealth of European culture. Translations of great literary works in partlcular

_have left mach to be desired; the verse of Dante is really ag dlfflcult to
r'ftrans1ate as. the laqvuage of Heyel’s phllosophy. on the other hand the ' ,
”oEuropean languages 1ndlsputably show certain common tralts. This is due to the :

two families of langusges, uhe "Germanlo" -and the "Romance™", their 1nfluence
"~ on each o ner, and their interpenetratnon. It skould also be p01nted out that

SCLentlflc termlnology everywhere is beeed on Latin and Greek roots. , *,7 7 S

To reallze bho potentlal danger ‘of this. dlverelty, the danger, in short

jfof the destructlon of fne unlty of European ou]Lure, is to have ach’eved much.

‘:fWO may: hope Lhat where thve denger is 1ecogn1zed, & halt w111 at least be'“
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called to the osrogress of disintegration. There is also merit in recogniZihg'
that our own point of view is provincial when measured against the backgroﬁnd
of Burope and, consequently, in striving to broaden it. But all this is not
enough. It is not sufficient for us o intersst ourselves in the othe
European national civilizations as in so‘ething foreign and then, after an
interesting and sweeping cultural jaunt, return to our own provincial world.
Nor does it suffice to see in Furopean culture nothing wore than the,simple
sum of a number of national cultures. Our ain mugt be to rediscover our own
heritage in the cther European cultures which have grown foreign to us'and;
thus really to recognize once more the unity of Kurcpean culture in its :
diversity.Only thus will we have a relial:le critericn to cefine the boundariesrrﬁ
between Europe’s culture znd the extra-Europesn cultural herltave Only thus 7
~will it be possible for us to class impartially the various phenomena to whlch
a national culture lays claim and to accord them the rank and priority which
are their due on the Burcpean plane. For ins tance, ve must bring ourselves to
'recognlve, without any feelings of jealousy, that the cathedrals of Cologne
and Ratisbon bear witness %o the cultural supremacy of Francerat the h1meLth¢y"'
were built and, furthermore, that in this Gothic civilization FTanceprOViaéd’
1the premises for a whole European culture. We should no longer allbw:thevbut-:'
standing figure ¢! the Tounder Charlemagne to he dismissed with a few words Qf  7
‘k'honorable mentlon in the national history books of Germany and;France:simply'
‘because he lived before any German or French history jn:the real sense‘had be-
gun, It is also high time to admit that the contest between the German and I :
‘Polisgh nations for the honour of counting Copernicus among their sons neglects .
‘the essential allégianmaoiihmnman who was first ond foremost a canon of the

~Brmland church and a citizen of the European republic of scholars.
II

, What ir the relation of all this to our political efforts“for'the unity :
:fof Europé°'Ib it presumpition to point out in passing that everything done in
bhe pollulca] spbelﬂ 51n“e thc end of the second world war also. consg tltutes

2 ﬂroat cultur 1 acn1evement° Even +hose who use the word "culturp" 1n an j,;»':
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‘inadmissibly narrow sense cannot but recognize, for instance, that the
‘Treatief of Rome represent a considerable achievement on the 1qtel]ectual
‘plane. It is indeed the first occasion on which the, so to say, purely
intellectual part of the work to be done was accomplished by independent
procedure. When we :rere in Messina, in those never—to—be-forgotten early
summer days of 1955, we decided uhat the fresh start on the work of unlfy-,
ing Fuxope, the "relance de 1’intégration européenne, should be tackled
in two stages., In the first of these, the experts chosen irom,the ciVii—
services of the six countries, were %o work together as such. On tner v 
assumption that a political decision would be taken in favour of the'eceé;;;;:ﬁ
nomic integration of the SlX, they were to examine poss1b111t1es and. mean;;g
of bringing it about., They were given a political chlef, not to keep them . :
in leeelng -strings, but to meintain the political drive and prevent 1t fro'
petering out in the sands of the thousand and one dleiculfles whlch must=
1nev1tably be encountered It was only when thig work was comp1cted and the
results written down in a report which will be known in_ European hlotOln :
‘as the Spaak Report, that we met in Venice, a year 1auer, to take uhe .;
tical decision and begin the negotiations with governments on: the b331s bl
this. report; the Treaty wes ready for signature in the qilte;unbel;evablyrii
short_Pﬁrloa of nine months. | S EEE

Let us reflect far a moment on the significance of bhl faot We often
rheer iﬁ,eeiﬂ that LnfeFTDtLOP is a revolutionary development, and. it is; clear
',thet what is meant is that the conditions of economic dct1v1ty for the' 1n"’
habitants of Europe, 1ndeed, for their 1ife Lowether, are to be renewed from
"the ground up. However, this work is free of ‘the destruction and - Vlolence

commonly aseocnated with the idea of rvevolut: .on.0n the coqtrary, the most

»splendld faature of the achievement is that it was accompllehed by the qule

'1force of truth and *rutn alonc, and that no means other than persu's n yere

L3 2

glmooruance of the fact that for £ deCade a few hundred men,r
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of this European spirit, this communion of souls in the Platonic sense.

Let us rather strive to penetrate beyond the still imperfect formal
expressions of the policy for Europe and to reach its essence. This will only
be revealed to us if we understand the process as a political one. It is
customary to say that European integration and all wider relationships are of
an economic nature, But this is not correct even if the word economic is used
in a formal and definitional sense. Let us illustrate the point by reference
to the case of the European Economic Community. It is not true to say that
it is first and foremost the business world which is being unified. Bu31ness,after o
all, means rthe activities of persons aiming at the satisfaction of the
material needs of a society; the activity of workers, 1ndustr1a11¢ts, mbrohants,,i_
transport underta:ings, etc. These activities are not being 1ntegrated. No -
‘enterprises ave being merged to bring about what is called economlc 1ntegrat10n. ;f
It is rather the part played by the national states in lelng condltlons for :
the economic behaviour of human beings which is being unified. What 1s,belng
‘unified is our economic policy. In suppressing customs duties and'Quotas, in
forbidding subsidies, in envisaging a common trade policy, a common acrlcultural
policy and a common transport policy, in setting limits to the forelgn exchange
policy of States by depriving them of the sovereign right to create or ma;ntaln
inflation, in doing all this, we téke'nothing avay from the European ciﬁiZen,
nor do we restrict his liberties; we 81mp1y remove certain functwons from the
Soverelgnty of national states and pool them on an0uher 1Pve1, restorlng to the
States in the form of participation in the administration of these common

portions of soverelgnty what they thus abandon.

However, ‘there is no such thing as an autonoinous economlc pollcy complete- .
ly 1ndependent of general policy, absoluto, and its own Ju 'iilcatlon. Economlc -
—pollcy, too, in its own sphere, is an eypresgion of the general conceptlon of

" values of the comnunlty in which and for which it 1s aoplled It may be said - 7

';;fthat what 1s called: tho economlc 1ntegration of Europe is an 1mperat1ve of eco-il:f

'f:;nomlc reapon. But it must be clear]y un&erstood that thln reason could‘not :
i}operaue 1f 1+ wore not accompanled by relley1on on fundamental va]ues much more
ifprofound than mcre reasonlnv about economlc pollcy. If lu 1s from now on forbid-

 to escape from falr competlulon fron anothcr European country by means o
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artificial state~organized protectionist measures, this means that such
competition is recognized as being in no vay different from internai
competition. If it is forbidden from now on to eppose the immigretiOn of un-=
employed from Southern Italy, this means that these men are considered in
neighbouring countries as having the same right to work as the inhabitants
of these countrles. Is this not tantamount to recognizing the exm,tence of

the unity of the territory and of the humsn community 1nhab1t1ng 1t?

For all this, it is no less true that the relations of Eu~ope with the
rest of the world give a powerful impulse to her economlc 1nteg atlon. ThlS
results in perticular from the fact that technical development uroes and ‘
indeed forces us to adopt an economlc policy based on a large area in order
to be able both to furnish he now essential mesns of- nroductlon ‘and %o
secure aaequate markets.In comoetltwan with econonic glants of the size of
the United States of America and the Soviet Uni lon, it is no’ longer pOSSlble 5
to tolerate the division of Lurope into economic areas which are far too.
small., It is cqually'teyond all doubt that the mortal threat: under which
- ‘Europe at present lives is a powerful incentive to 1ntegratlon. In the Sphere;'
of general politics, as in that of economic policy, however, the effect of
~this exﬁernal pressure is only to reveal already existing- agreement and

-common ‘points, of v1ew. Wece931ty hag sharpened the vision of the European,

go that he recognlzes that the things which separate him from other Europeans,iir

. -are ofhuman contrlvanoe, barriers nOu erected by Nature but. by ‘the hand of

. Man. But what men have erected +hey can also. sweep away. A1l that. is requlrede ;

is steadfastnesg of purpose°

A MUSt I forestall awother pOS;lble mlsunderstanalng° We oelleve that b
'the break—through to political communlty w1ll also help to free the European"

: mlnd from the narrow and crempcd condltlon into which 1t hqd fallen under then:w

'1nf1uence of exclu sive and dogmatic natlonallsm. Yet, we have as lwttle 1n—;e:

:r‘tentnon of Jettlnu asmde natlonel forms of expres31on 1n the cultural sphere e

'7:'7,as of rep1a01ng natlonal srates by a new . supranatlonal organlzatlon 1n the L—"

4f7p011t10a1 field What we want evcrywhere 1s a: purlflceulon o"naLlonal sent1'

an anat'onal consoirusness After the recent frenz1ed adven ure in =
sm hich plunged the world 1nto such frlyhtful dlsaster+ raud saster




- 'together, in completc liberty, men and women who feel spontaneous concern for
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from the effects of which we are still suffering today - our ambition ig to

establish a harmonious order of national values: We do not want any monotonous,

streamlined civilisation for Europe. We are striving for an order in which
the diversity cf gifts of the European peoples will enrich us all, for continuous
exchange and peaceful competition in which each tries to stimulate his neighbour
but not to eliminate him, Only thus will we be akle to master the tasks which
Burope as a whole must perform for the world at large, in conformity with that
universality which is the perennial hall-mark of European culture. The task
which here faces us is indecd no mean one. It is nothing less than that of pro-
viding a cultural pattern for the all-embracing technical era on which we have

entered.r
I1I

Does all this mean, therefore, that we can rely on the proper European
attitude emerging of its own aczord, organically end automatically, from practlcal

~ co=operation on the pelitical and economic levelg? By no means.

In the world of human behaviour, nothing happens spontaneously by virtue
~of what might be called historical causality in Nature. Bverywhere the human
will plays its part. Consequently, even on the plane of the spirit the attitude
ofrwhieh we have spoken needs to be constantly and methodically cultivated. This
isvthe concern of two types of arthority: the political and the intellectual, I
shall not be misunderstood if in this connection I include political authorltles.'f
I do not mean at all that ‘the world of culiure should become the hendmald of
politics, However, it is a historical fact that in present-day Burope it is
:above all the public authorities which, more than any other factor, Preate the
' condltlons of intellectual and artistic work, and, by the very fact and manner o
of creatlng them, exercise an influence on the trend of the work itself - in - a
way, moreover, which is. not always without drawbacks. This fact lends: even great—@
'  er yalue to the establishment of an ins twbutlon with the standlna of the European'
"?Fbundation for’CuTtural Purposes. This Foundation is not the creation of- states:

~or governments, qu the result of a fer-sighted and generous aetlon, brlnglng

‘-the%‘reservanlon and development of European culture, It is such acts of European:
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self-help which time end again insnire those who bear responsibility with
courage to continue their European work, since these actg convey an assurance
that their work is in harmony with the opinions and the efforts of the most

progressive elements in the Buropean countries,

When 211 is said and done, however, the intcllectual authorities are
the decisive factor. None the less, intellectual authorities of the kind need-
ed are as yet no more than in their earliest beginnings. These beginnings are
extremely encouraging and full of merit, whether we consider colleges or
European ingtitutes or the efforts of this or that Furopean university to give
the European problems of our time a central place in its work. But these as
yet sporadic efforts are not sufficient. Making possible the spiritual mission
of contemporary Furope means above all calling into being the intellectual
authorities which are to serve it., The intellectual authority par excellence -
the University - is Europe’s own creation. Permit me, therefore, to conclude
with a pressing appeal to a&ll those concerned for the founding of a European

University.

I have already said that the universities are a specifically European
creation such as cdid not exist in other cultures. At their origin in the
twelfth and thirteenth centuries, they were European even in the geegraphical
sense, inasmuch as the most famous, Paris and Bologna in particular, drew
their students from all over Burope and spread their light to the furthest
confines of the medieval world, It followed'that their degrees were not of
local value but conferred the right to teach in any European University. The
‘State university for his Sicilian kingdom which the emperor Frederick II had
established in 1224 in Naples as an instrument of his ambition to bring even
scholarship under his undisputed control was generally considered as an
exception and as a violation of the rights of intellectuél liberty, And even
eminent subjects of the Kingdom of Sicily - none other than St.Thomas Aquinas

~among them - strove to escape from the State university. Later, however, the -
examplérofikqﬂgs triumphed as individual states began to base their university
‘;policy on their need for officials with an academic training and on-ﬁhe‘desife 4
'to_propagate a fipre pr laess inclusive systeﬁ of values peéuliar'to themselves,

~ In this sense the universities played an outstanding part in the national

_,;;/‘A~7
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movements of the nineteenth and twentieth centuries and oven became, to a
large extent, their spiritual centres. If today our consciousness is turning
away from the individual nations and being directed again to ou. common
Burope, it is the obvious thing to set the seal on this process by founding

a European University.

Let no one object that this is superfluous, a luxury, on the grounds that
we already have enough universities in Europe. That is not true. We have too
few universities in.Europe. Quite apart from the question I have just raised,

I am convinced that it is an error to attempt to palliate over-crowding in out
universities by increasing the numbers of teaching staff and multiplying

university institutes.

Nor is it a valid argument to say that a tendency to think on European
lines is everywhere evident anyway, manifesting itself in the universities by
meetings, congresses, exchanges of teaching nersonnel and students and even, in
some cases, by the establishment of special institutes. I do not deny that this
tendency éxists. But it does not answer the essential requirement. It is not
sufficient to hold congresses on European themes. Exchanges of guest staff and
students which, in any case, are organized on a far wider territorial basis than
that of Burope, certainly constitute an extraordinarily welcome achievement: they :
make it possible both for the guests and the host Universities to broaden their -
view. The fact remains, nevertheless, that those who are not nationals of the
country consider themselves as guests. They are not in their university. The
institutes, too, achieve only a part of what is necessary, for the spirituairre—yl
newal of Euyope demands something more than scholarly debates on specific Europeap

~ themes.

I do not mean by this that the new institution should be directed against' ‘
ex1st1ng universities. In asking for its establishment, we are Nno. more than draw-r
ing the conclusions from the very long experience provided by the hlstory of-
universities. Universities are conservative by their very nature and this is one
of their most precious characteristics. Tradition is the essence of acadewlc
- teaching. That is why the traditionalism of universities is legitimate, And. that
is why in the history of universities fundamental inncvations have always been

accompllshed by means of new institutions. I have already quoted the example of
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the State university of Nenles.Let me now add others: the foundation'of =
Wittenberg, in 1506, as a university of a special philological type which
furnished the background for Luther’s insistence on the Word; the foundation,
in 1575, of Leyden, asg the prototype of Calvinist, and later of enlightened,
humanism; the foundation, in 1810, of the University of Berlin, as the model
of the neo-humanigt German State University comblning research and teaching; .
and also the English universities of the nineteenth century, of a type which
could never have grewn up on the traditional foundations of the old universities
of Oxford and Canbridge. I mertion only in passing the problems raised by the
"Fcole Polytechnique" ard other technical colleges modelled on it which could
not establish centact with tuc old mniversity but produced a special sort of
high school,

“

The new institution is rob thorefore recomsended with the idea of setting “
aside existing universities. Ty I may be permitted to employ an expression ' '
borrowed from liberal economic theory, it is much more an orthodox means of in-
citing the existing universiti-s t¢ a new and comprehensive effort. For if
anything has nacde the Furopean wniversities great, it has been competition,

Nothing is more effective than exampole, even in the cultural sphere,

This example should be furnished by a permanent meeting-place for European"
scholars and students in which all feel themselves at home and live side by :
gide. Wherever they may come from, they should all contend with one another and
look over cach other’s shoulders in their quest for truth. They should work
together; each should bring to the Caily round of scholarly work his own contri-
bution, hig pride in bthe traditions of his country, the swecial ways of his‘
own people, and their intellectual and spiritual values. OF éourse, these possiF
bilities should first be exsrcised on Europesn problems, of which there is-
certainly no lack. I am thinking of a common European prasentation of History,

I anm thinking of the nroblens nosed by. the attempt being made to créate out of
gix formerly separate national economies something in the nature of a new eco-  '
‘nomic orzanism, something that might be called a new cconomic body; I am think-
ing of the approxinmation of legal systems to some extent forced upon us by the |
existing Treabtieg; I am thinking cf the stuly of languages; I am thinking of

the diffusion of necessary knowledge concerning the specifically European
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commuhity law already promulgated, These ave only a few examples to
illustrate my argument., But we muat not stop at these specifically European
objectives, if only because our own tradition obliges us to be universal,

It would therefore be & great deed, if we were to meke use of the
opportunity furnished by the Treaties of Rome when they expressaly prescribe
the establishment of an institution of this kind. We would thus profit by
the exceptional chance offered to Burope at this historic moment of her
extreme weakness: the chance to find ourselves spiritually, to fecognize
our true image with all the clarity of which the human mind is capable,

ot s
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