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¥r Chairman, Ladies, and Gentlomen,

Pirst, let ms say what a voery great pleasure it is to me to be
here with you to~-day. I know that this is a very unoriginal opening

remark, but I mean it sincerely.

It really is a great pleasure to be in Norway. It is many years -
about thirty - since I first came to Norway as a young Professor, with
a party of students who were coming to ski. It was one of the most me-

morable holidays of my lifec.

I am very glad, too, to have the honour of addressing a University
audience 3 for although my present task as President of the Commission
of the Common llarket is romote from academic activity, I always kept
my chair at Frankfurt University, and you know that all of us
"renegados" from University teaching secretly cherish the idea of ‘ .

returning some day to academic life.

So to come here today is a double pleasure for me. You will
understand me, thereforc, if I do not makec a political speoch, but try
to talk frankly and sonsibly about serious matters that interest us all.

Ladies and Geontlemen, your Chairman, I think, has asked mo to talk
about the problems of the so-called "Six" and the "Seven"; and he has
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even sot mo a mathcmatical puzzle on the subject - "6 plus:T equals
what ?". I ought perhaps to warn you that as a studont I was particu-
larly fond of mathematics, and nearly mado it my life study. But I am
not going to dazzloe you to-day with a lot of mathomatics - or even
statistics, I oxpect that you have heard the saying that "statistics
is a method which cnablos onc to speak with precision of matters of

which once is ignorant."

But to return to our mathematical problem. "6 plus 7 oquals =
what ?" Thirteen ? %ight ? Seven ? Or one ? Of couree, this is rocally
an cconomic and a political problem, and a very secrious one. But
before talking about cconomics or politics as such, perhaps it will
clear the ground a little if we take a closer look at our terms - and
particularly at this mathematical concept of "one". What is "one" ?
What is "unity" ?

I am sure that you all know the mathcmatical fal}acy which
consists in proving that two unequal things are equal by using an
equation of which two of the middle terms are gzoro. Well, the samc
trick can be played with "one", with "unity". I am one j; and you are
one - one audience. Let me be called "x" and you be called "y". Then,
x equals 1, and y equals 1; but therefore, x oquals y. In other words,

I am my own audienca, Perhaps if I go on like this, I soon shall be.

But the reason that I mention this absurd oxample is more soriouss
for a very similar confusion somctimes entors our discussion of really
important problems. Thc véry simple root of the fallacy is, of course,.
that tho concept of "onc", of "unity", is not in itsclf a unity
there arc different kinds of unity, there are different degrees of
the concept "one". At the lowest level of abstraction, it is reclative-
ly straightforward. I am onc, and you arc one; and short of schizo-
phrenia or surgery, this "oneness" is likely to continuc. But the
concept becomes much more complicatad - and therefore potentially
misleading - when it is applied to a sociological phenomcnon, an

audienco, or a nation, or a group of nations, or a continent. And
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here, I think, wo como right back to our subjoct s for the cesontial
problem of tho so-called "Six" and the "Soven" is rcally a problem of

what is moant by unity and espocially by Suropean unity,

Most peopls, I think, would agrec that the “uropean fSconomic
Community is in a very roal sense a unit. By this, I do not of coursec
mean that its unity is of the samc order of that of a national state,
or oven - as yet a fodcoration of statos. BPut in a vory roal sensc the

Community is ono,

So far, since it was ostablished in 1958, its most publicised
actions have been in the field of tariffs and quotas - removing the
internal trado barricrs botween its lomber States, and working out tho
single tariff which will surround them. But if this might seem very
much like a scries of meore trading arrangements between states; members
of a so~called "trading bloc", a closor scrutiny reveals many far morc
radical features. The fact of rcducing the external tariffs of Yember
Statos to a single common tariff is in itself a measurc of unity : it
involves, as a further step, the establishmont of a common policy for
external trade - which moans that Mombor States will tond to behave
as a unit in their international sconomic relations. At this vory
moment, they are doing so in the meetings of the General Agrocment on
Tariffs and Trade, the GATT.

And then again, the romoval of internal esconomic barriers batweon
the Community's Member States is.not confined morely to tradc matters.
They are sctting up a singlo home markct - a comnon markct. This means
not only that goods will travel free of customs dutics and guota
restrictions within the Community, but also that capital, labour, and
services will enjoy froe circulation, as thoy do in a national home
market. It means that pcople in business and the professions will bo
allowed to establish thomselves wharaver they likc in the Community,
if they have tho necessary qualifications. It moans that supplioers
of sorvicos will cnjoy a similar freedom.
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All this again moans that logal systems will be harmoniged, and
common rules applied to ensure full and freo competition throughout
the whole Community. It moans common policios for agriculturs and for
transport - where froo competition, for various reasons, can bs only
a distant goal. It mcans co-ordination in matters of monetary policys
it means common rcsponsibility for rcgional development and social
policies designed to ensurc the harmonious devolopment of the Commu-

nity's cconomy,

You will notice, I hopc, that I used the word "economy" in the
singular. For what all this amounts to is the welding together of the
separate economies of tho Community countrics into one economy. This
is what the concept of one home markct logically implies ¢ and I
think you will agree that it goes a great deal further than more
trading arrangcments made within a so-called "trading bloc". There
are common institutions, unhampered by the possibilities of a veoto
which a unanimity rule would involve. Under their guidance the Commu-
nity has strong political overtones also, and is clearly capablc of
development in a political direction. Thus, without having attained
the degree of unity ropresented by a national state, or a United States,
the Community by its very aims and structure has every right to call

itself a unity, of a rather advanced order.

But of course there arc other degrees of unity. If six oquals
one, does seven ? I think it does : but I think that onc must distin-
guish in the case of the Seven a difforent and less radical degree of
unity. Othorwise, wo shall be in danger of falling into the "x=1,
y=1, therefore x=y" kind of trap.

By this I do not mean any slight upon the Juropean Free Trade
Association or its members. Its Scandinavian members, in fact, were
talking about thc possibility of a Nordic oustoms union three yeoars
before the members of the “uropean ‘“conomic Community signod the Romo
Treaty. And if the countries of tho Seven have found it ocasier to
establish among thomselves a less thorough-going degrea of unity,
this clearly reflects their partioular situation as individual coun-
trics, ‘
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I am fully aware of tho various roasons for which our friends
in the rest of Jurope have so far thought it difficult to respond to
the Rome Troaty's standing invitation to join tho Community. I fully
appreciate, also, the significancs of the “uropean Frce Trade Asso-
ciation, cspecially to groat nations with a long tradition of sturdy
independence. But it would be less than fair to allow this sympathy
and this appreciation to cloud one's judgement; and an honest apprai-
sal of the "Seven", I think, must lead to the conclusion that as a
unit it is very different from the "Six". This is after all to be
expected, since one of the charactoristics common to all its members
- paradoxically enough - is an understandable rcluctance to embrace
the degree of unity which has boen accepted by the Member States of

the “uropean Jconomic Community.

It is not, perhaps, for me to attcmpt to analyse the Stockholm
Convention, May I therefore quote a study of it which appeared last
year in Great Britain ? According to this study, the Convention's
threc most striking aspects arc : "first, the simplicity of the basie
concoptions sccondly, the fact that the scheme relies heavily on agree-
ment among the member countries that problems can be solved to their
gencral satisfaction as they arise; and third, that it is so
"evolutionary" in character and so susceptible to adaptation without
ro-negotiation.....that it is almost impossible to forosee what the
schemo will look like in, say, five years' time." It is not easy,
therefore, to make a direct comparison betweaen the "Seven" and the
Community 3 but let us try to see some of the differences between
them.

First, and perhaps most strikingly, the Turopean Freec Trade

Association is concerned principally with industrial products only.

-

Secondly, it is an association for froe trade between countries
which scck to retain as much as possible of thoir national autonomy.
Thus, although the timetable set by the Stockholm Convontion for the

dismantling of tariff and quota barriers between the lMembor States
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is similar to that of the Romo Troaty, it doas not envisage a common
extornal tariff or, a fortiori, a common policy for external tradec.,
For this romson, it is less sasy for the Sevon to act as a unit in

their international cconomic relations,

Thirdly, the members of the "Seven", boing concerned with trade
botween scparate countrios, do not at present aim at achieving as
many as possible of the conditions of a single home market. In other
words, the Stockholm Convention, unlike the Rome Trcaty, makes very
little provision for the movement of capital, and no provision for
the froe movement of labour. It has very little to say about the
right of freec cstablishment for business and the professions, and it
does not provide for thc free supply of services. Its rules of
competition, likewise, are far less thorough~going than thosc of the
Rome Treaty. Nor does it provide for common policies, or even for
harmonization of policy in the commorcial, social or fisecal domain.
It has no such institution as the Buropean Investment Bank or the
Buropean Social Pund, which in the Community are the practical
acknowledgment of common responsibility in these two fields. Pinally,
its institutions are very much looser and more traditional than these

of the Community.

All this, of course, reflects a different basic conception of
unity. It is very much more in line with the traditional idea of
"co-operation" than with that representéd by the Rome Treaty. One
might almost say that where the Rome Treaty provides for rules, the
Stockholm Convention providss for collaboration, and that where the
Common Market rclies on common policies, the FPree Trade Association
relies an escape clauses. In one senso, "Sceven equals one" - but it

is a different kind of "one" from the "one" that cquals Six,

In saying this, I am not trying to make invidious comparisons
between the 6ommunity and the 3Iuropean Free Trade Association, I
know that our friend Vr,Frank Figgures, tho Secrectary-General of the
iSFTA, who came to us in Brussels roecently, somctimes has rather a
twinklo in his eoye whon he comparcs his own vory small staff with
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tho staff of the Common !'arket Commission. I think we have all heard
of Profuossor Parkinson's Law ! And I cxpect you know the story of
the American diplomat who was standing with a liinistor of ono of our
countriss outside the largs now American mbassy. "And how many
people are working in that building now ?" asked the inister, The
Ambassador smiled and answored ¢ "About half of thom."

As a matter of fact, our Commission is working very hard
for the differcnce in size between it and the Secretariat of the IFPTA
is really only a further reflection of the differcnco between tho

basic concoptions involved. For thet matter,so is its name.

The Six, thon, and the Soven represcnt two differcent conceptss
and for this rcason it was difficult to give a clear and simple
answer to thoe soomingly simple question of "8ix plus Seven ecquals
what ?" .conomics and politics ars much harder than pure mathematics 3
for it is not a quostion of adding together two separate figures, but
rather of putting together two beings which are differcnt in kind.
Personally, I know of only one successful hybrid developed in this
way, and that is the joint offspring of a horse and a donkey : a
mule. And, as cveryone knows, a mulc is a stubborn beast which

cannot be used for breeding.

Quite seriously, however, I don't think that anyone can doubt
thc neced to get the Six and the Seven togoether in some way. I am
surc that no statesman in the world to-day would be willing to take
the rosponsibility of "dividing Zurope": for although the concept
of Zurope as a wholo is a much less definitec one than that of the
Six or evon ths Seven, I would not myself be prepared to deny its
validity. ladced, it is for that reason that I think we must be
vary careful, whila we avoid dividing 3urqpo, to avoid at the samo
time any dangor of dissolving Turope, and particularly any danger
of dissolving what is so far the most intensive form of unity yect
achioved within “uropo, that is, the Juropcan Community. I do not
think that Norwcgians nead to be romindod of tho terridblc conse-

quencoes of Nazism and nationalism and Franco-Gorman conflict in
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two World Wara.The “uropcan Community is an attompt to put that
past behind us, and to strengthen Jurope against other throats, For

this reason alone, I think, we must all welcome and support it,

So we must avoid dissolving “urope : this is one of the condi-
tions for any solution to tho problems of the "Six and the "Seven",
Those problems ars very rcal onesj and experience has shown that they
cannot just be waved magically away by saying some political incan-
tation, I got a bit impationt when I hear it said that "the Six-
foeven problem is only a mattsr of finding the political will for a
solution”, or "only a matter of a fow tecanical ad justments on
either side." “ven if there wero no other conditions and considera~
tions, it would still be extromely difficult to work out the theore-
tical economics of a simple marriage between the Six and the Seven.
As I havc said, they are very different animals; and this is truc
not only of the two organizations themselves, but also of thoir
constituent members. #ven the Rome Treaty, whose signatorics' sepa=-
ratec economics arc somewhat comparable, took two years to work outs
and it had tho oxporiencc of the Turopean Coal and Stecl Community
to guido it. And among the membors of tho Seven, alrcady so different
in aims and structurc from the Community, there are very groaf
contrasts in matters of trading policy, degree of economic develop-
ment, and so on. After all, we all of us spent many months in the
ilaudling Committoee in Paris studying thesc problems; and whilo it
may be truc to claim that thore werc difficultics on toth sides -
or indecod on all sides -~ no onc can honestly say that we had come
close to solving all the innumerable teohnical problems that wore
involved. Nor, indeed, should I belittlc those probloms with the
word "technical" : for thoy reprosented very vital interests to
someo of theo countries and their peoples -~ not least to some of
thoss, liko Grocce and Turkey, which aro now membars of neither the
S9ix nor the Seven, but which arc nogotiating fcr asscciation with

the Six,

X/6713/60-1 eoefons




-9 - , | X/6713/60-1 |

I am sure that I do not nced to remind you of what has followed
- ‘sinco the Yiaudling Committoe nogotiations woro broken off. The Soven
drafted and signed thoir own Stockholm Convontion, and this year took
theoir first step in tho romoval of the trade barriers between their
mombers. Meanwhile, the Community itsclf continued to devolop along
the lines sot by the Treaty, but at the same time, at the request of
the six Governments as reprosented in the Council, tho Commission
made a very c¢lose and intoensive study of the problems of Europcan
cconomic co-oporation. Thus, while the Common Market itsclf has con-
tinued to bo cstablishcd on schedule - and even ahead of schedule -
with the removal of tradc barriers, tho formulation of common policy
measures in the fields of labour, frec esfablishmcnt, capital move-
ment, transport, compotition, monetary policy, and so on, we have
at the same time turncd our eycs outwards from our own affairs to
sce what can be déne about the concern expressecd by our neighbours.
We have not produced, in our two réports on this subjéct, a complete
and perfect panacea, a cure for all ills, a recipo for eternal life,
But believe me, this is not because we do not want to sce an idsal
solution, but because we think that the best way to reach it is to
tackle the problem seriously and in the most practical and pragmatic . :
way.

I know that it is sometimes suggested that this pragmatic
approach carries with it the danger that attention might be distracted
from matters of principle, and that thercefore no fundamental solution
would ever be found. I beliove thesc fears to be groundless, for to
my mind the pragmatic approach provides a way forward, not a way back.
Let me try for a momont to show the various steps and proposals which
the Community had mades to find solutions.

First of all, as I have said, the door remains open. 1 or rather,
two doors remain opon, Articlo_237 of the Rome Treaty is a standing
invitation for othor luropean countries to apply for full membor-
ship of tho Community - although, of course, under this Article, only
cortain adjustmonts, no substantial changoes, can bo mado to the Rome
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Troaty itsclf., We all know that for tho present, signing tho Tréaty
would posc a largo number of problems to our friende in tho rost of
Juropo,

As a start, thorefore, othor ways must be sought. Articlo 238
of the Troaty thoroforo providss for any degros of association with
the Community, which may vary from a puroly consultative mochanism
to somecthing much morc substantial. Tho iraudling Committee negotia-
tions wero thomsolves one attempt at one form of association. At the
prosent momont, we are very close to final agreement on anothor form,

with Grecec, and we are also negotiating for association with Turkey,

Those, then, arc two doors which remain opecn : momborship or
association, tho lattor being really a serios of possible doors rather
than a singla door only. None of these doors is closed by adopting a
pragmatic approach. What, then, doos such an approabh consist of ?

How has tho Community in.practicc sought to minimise the problems of

its neighbours ?

First, I think, by adopting a moderato external tariff, Had the
Community so wished, it might have decided upon an gxternal tariff as
high as tho rules of GATT would allow - based, for cxample, on the
weighted average of its provious tariffs, taking into account the
size of the national market sheltered by zach national tariff, and
thus giving a greator weight in the calculation to the rather higher
French and Italian tariff levols, But in fact the Community's tariff
will be based on tho simple arithmetical avarago of previous tariffs,
which gives thce low Benclux tariff just as much weight in the;balcul-
ation as the provious national tariffs of the Community's larger
members, In practies, this mcans that whon the common tariff begins
to be applicd, thoro will be tariff rcductions in France and Italy,
with their 100-million-strong markct, of as much as 50% vis-a-vis
the rest of tho world - to say nothing of tho internal tariff roduc-
tions within the Community, This repressnts in fact a very considcrable,
and very courageous, change in the tariff policies of two great nations,
and one which I don't think wo should undorestimate,
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What is moro, whon tho actual tariff calculations camo to bo
madey we found that the procsss of reducing six national tariffs to
'~ ond managoadblc tariff list, which involved a groat deal of simplifi-
cation, actually reduced the average incidonce of tho tariff below
that of tho previous national tariffs. And whon our Momber States
had complcoted the nogotiation of most of tho major tariffs in the
so-called "G List" (for which the arithmotical average rule did not
apply), they found that horo again tariffs woro roduced below tho
provious average of thc national tariffs taken togethor, In othor
words, thero werc alroady tariff reductions effocted by the merc

process of ostablishing tho common external tariff levels,

But you may say :.all this was in some ways implicit in fha

Rome Treaty, and cannot b: considered as a special attempt to mcot
the 3uropean problem. Thercfore, lot me romind you of a third
conisidoration. Twice, on the occasion of the first and socond of the
Community's intornal tariff reductions; we have made concessions to
our trading partners by offoring to oxtend to thom many of the mutual
advantages which our Member States accorded each othor in the field
of tariffs and quotas. This cxtension could not of course cover all
those advantages, otherwise it might bo said that therc was little
point in belonging to the Community, and a preccedent might have beon

croated for purely unilateral tariff disarmamont - almost as unwise,
| in mj opinion, as unilateral military disarmament ! But it did repro-
sent a real attempt, on two occasions, to cushion the cffocts of the

gradual establishmont of the Common Market.,

At the time of the first of thesc oxtensions, on January ist,
1959, I remember a rather sharp controversy about this question of
oxtonding all the internal roductions of trade barriors, in this
caso in the ficld of quotas., It is porhaps a mark of how quickly the
scene is changing that in May of this year our lomber Statos decidad
to abolish all quotas on industrial products within the Community at
the latest by the ond of 1961, and to mako tho samec abolition as soon
as possiblo in tho case of quotas on industrial imports from thc rost

-
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’of the world. This furthor stop, closoly linked of coursc with tho
establishmont of "external" convortibility at the end of 1958, may
reasonadbly bo considered a furthor succoss for tho so-callod pragma=-
tic approach,

Just a year varlier, in May 1959, anothor and equally important
stop was takon, This was tho acceptance by the Community of the
famous "Dillon proposals". Had the Community been an inward~looking
body, it might well have do¢ided that the various tariff reductions
which I have deseribed werc about as much as it could ask its Mombor
States to toluratc, at loast for the present time. But instead, only
s8ix months after the interruption of the Maudling Committee negotia~
tions; the Community was the first to accopt the proposal for a
gencral round of "Dillon negotiations" in the framework of GATT,
aiming at worldwide tariff roductions of up to 20 %. Not only this,
but tho Community on its own initiative proposed a further round of
substantial tariff reductions to follow thesc ncgotiations - a proof

I think, of its genuine willingness to roduce tradc barriers.

The "Dillon negotiations" have not yet started 3 but even before
they begin, the so=oalled pragmatic approach has brought yet another
benefit. This is to anticipatc tho result of the GATT negotiations by
making a provisional roduction of 20 % in tho Community's cxternal
tariff, This measurc was unanimously ducided upon by the Community's
Membor Status at the same time as they dceided to aceolerate tho
cstablishmont of tho Common Harket - all of this, I may add, on the
proposal of the Commission. Tho doeision to accolorate, in my view,
was a gigantic votc of confidonce in the Community, ecchoing the vote
of confidenco alroady given by private industry. It strengthens the
Community in all sphores ¢ it is not too much to say that it has holped
prepare the way for the proscnt discussion of steps towards unity
in the political field; and it will cortainly enable a strongthencd
Community to be oven moro floxiblc and cven morc liboral in its
dealings with its frionds and partnors. In intornational affairs as
in persénal rolations, tho gruater onc's solf-confidonco the groater
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one's willingness to rolax and be friendly and adaptable, Moro than
this, tho spoedior tho full consolidation of our own sconomic unity,
the oasioi it will bo for us to oxeort a liberal influcnec in tho
world's cconomic affairs. Our willingness to anticipate the results
of the GATT negotiations soems to mc a striking proof of this growing
sclf-confidonco making it casior to be liberal.

But I have not yot done with tho practical fruits of the pragma-
tic approach. Onc of the Commission's pragmatic proposals was for the
famous "Contact Committec" betwoon the Community and its Suropocan
noighbours, to find whore the shoo pinched, wherc any trade difficult-
ies occurrzd or could be expected to occur, and to scok remediss to
deal with thom, As such, this proposal was accepted by our lMomber
Statosy but not until carly this year was somcthing like a Contact
Committeo finally ostablished, in the form of the "Committee of 21"
in Paris, grouping the momber nations of 0330, tho United States and
Canada, and our own Commission, This "Committce of 21" is now in fact
sitting in Gonocva, with the aim of giving the groatest possible eoffcet
to the GATT negotiations, without on the other hand neglecting the
interests of thosc Contracting Partics to GATT which arc not members
of the "21%,

Thesc, then, arc some of the practical measures which have so
far been taken by applying the so-called pragmatic method. I think
you will agree that wc havc cortainly not been idlo., But if onc
conclusion bogins to cmerge from the hard thinking that wo have all
put into consideration of those problems, it may wcll be that in the
past our horizons have beoon too narrow, e have thought and talked a
great deal about suchhsolutiohs to the "Six-Soven" problem as froc
trado areas, customs unions, menmbership, association. But I wonder
whother we may not all have beon a little too narrow in our approach,
There arc, aftcer all, more than thirtcon nations in uropej and not
only this, but “urope has other friocnds - very gonorous fricnds, who
groatly assisted her own rocovery aftor the war. Perhaps, thoreforo,
we noed to look furthor aficld than at only our Furopoan problems 1
ory, if you like, we nced to find now ways of solving thcm. As an
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*

axémplu of ono of tho ways which wo ought not to leavo out of
consideration, I may porhaps quotc a suggostion which rocontly camo
from the Assistant Soerctary-Gonsral to tho GATT. He suggestod the
mothod of lincar tariff reductions, as alroady practised within both
the Community and thoe ZFTA. Such linear rcductions, oxtended to all
tho contracting partios of the GATT, would, of course, bo conditional
upon adequate reciprocity. As regards those non-Juropean contracting
parties, such as the United Statos, whoso proscnt tariff procedures
do not readily allow them to make lincar reductions in their own
tariffs, one might envigsage a certain postponcment of such a recipro-
city. This proposal would in effeet lead both the Community and the
IFTA to develop into "low tariff clubs", and in itself might contri-
bute to a solution of the internal ‘juropcan problem which would offer
nothing but advantages to our friends across the Atlantic as woll,
This proposal cf the Secretary-General is, of course, only one such

possibility,

But whatever the solution, I am inclincd to think that it will
bo likely to emerge piece by piece. iloanwhile, anything that wo can do
hore and now to reduce practical difficulties, to bring the Six and
the Scven closecr together, round the table with their other friends
and trading partners, can ‘n fact only make a comprchensivo solution
casier by removing the obstacles to a frank and full discussion of

the real problems involved.,

For the Turopcan issue is aftor all only one aspect of our tasks
in the ficld of intornational cconomic relationsy and it is in this
framework that wo must sco the problems of the Six and the Seven,
There is a unity - the unity of the froo world - to which we all owe
allegiance; and that unity has its own common problems. That is why,
in my viow, we need to achiove a greator co-ordination of our atti-
tudes in the faco of two groat sconomic challenges - the challenge of
state trading countrics, and the challongs, both human and economic,

of the doveloping countries.
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It is with these challonges in viow that we are now working
to widen tho scope of tha 0:38C, of which all tho countrics of tho
Six and tho Sevon arc mombors, by transforming it into tho Organ~
igation for "uropcan Co-operation and Dovelopment, in which tho
Unitod Statos and Canada will bo full participants., This roflocts
both tho widoning of all our Juropean horizons, and the turning
outwards of our gaze towards the problome of devoeloping countries in

part10u1ar¢ They nood from us speeial troatment, in the tariff fiold
perhaps, certainly in a greator gommon effort to co-ordinatc tho

priccs of raw matorials, Thoy need more multilateral aid 3 they ncod
technical assistance : thoy nced, in fact, a eoncorted effort on the

part of tho industrialiscd nations of the West. That concerted cffort

wo are now trying to makc, It would be too much to claim that the N
Juropoan Uconomic Community is solely responsible for this new '
movement, any more than it is rcepoasible for the probloms which that
movement secks to solve. But I think we may reasonably claim some

small sharc of tho credit; and in the process, I think we may also

hope that by standing side by side to solve thesc world problems we

shall find our Turopean problcms become casier to solve also.

In the mcantime, let us not despise tho muchmaligned pragmatic
approach. Let us lcarn practical wisdom from the words of the:
Hivamil :

"A lame man can ridc a horsc 3 a man without hands can be a
shephord ¢ a deaf man can kill in battlo ¢ it is bettor to be
blind than burncd on a funeral pyre. Nothing is of any use to
a dead man,"

Well, we are not dead yot. Our trade within tho Community is
incroasing - and our trade with tho rest of the world is increasing
almost as fast. I think we can afford a little modest optimism for

the futuroc 3 for the answor tc the problem you set me at the outset
is after all a very simplc one. What doos "Six plus Seven" egqual ?

Mr.Chairman, lLadies, and Gentlcmen, it equals one froc world.
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