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The Hague, January 25, 1954,

{ d/ i My dear Ambassador,
\

. 4 Now that the First Chamber has accepted the E,DyCe=
$ Treaty -« we hope to deposit the instrument of ratification
as soon as ler Majesty has signed the Bill = I am giving
gome thought to the next steps to be/set on the arduous
path towards Furopean unity. Take.

As to E.,D,C, we still do not imow what the French
will do, The Italien attitude will, as far as I can
udge, depend very much on what the others will do.
cannot imagine they will remain out, provided every-
Yody else goes along, Anyway their attitude is not
ne connected with any particuler aspect of the
EeDeCy Treaty, On the French side however we have %o
expect proposals to change this or that aspect., As we
know already, there is a proposal from the side of a
Senator %o change the supra-national charecter of E,D.,C,
«H\QJ"‘ It is not easy to see why this would br about a
: \(simtim more acceptable to France «DeCy Or to
the solution, so violently d by ce of accepting
Gersmany as a menber of N,A,T,0, But I suppose
has not %oo much to do with all this, and tion
is, in all likelihood, the horror in some guarters, of
anything supernational, 8Still, we have to reckom with
guite some response %o a proposal of that kind in certain
circlee outside France, I have all the respect, due to
other people's opinion, for the attitude of those who
openly declare they will not have anything to do with
supernational solutions, But, lately, by some of the
antagonists against such solutions a device is be
used which may be dangerous because it tries %o t
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them by aceapting the name but emasculating the body,

I am gquite sure the French Senator's proposal for a
non=gupra-ne tional solution of the Furopean Defence
problem will keep the name E,D,Cqs and continmue to talk
about an Huropean Ammy., Ve will have to wait and see
whether proposals of this kind will win the day in
Prance - nobody knows, maybe when it is studied, the
French will not like it any better then the E,D,C,

I hope they will not ignore the element of time of
which Hr, les spoke so aptly in his speechj you will
have noticed this speech played a rather prominent part
in last week's debate in the First Chamber,

The same tendency to agree to the name but to shy
away from reality appears, but from more authoritative
French side, in connection with the proposals for e
European Political Community, The attitude on our side
has always been that we do nat care for the name, and
8till less for the trappings of a Buropean Political
Community, unless something is brought inte hem
which ean develop real sclidarity in Burope real
soliderity ueans foremost economic integration, Ve
regret that this should be striven at in the limited
eicle of six nations, But so far only those six are
will to accept the principle of a supernational
authority., Vithout such authority one would de no
more then create another 0,E,E,C, combined with an
asgenbly like the Council of Europe, this time with \

six partners, And then, we do not want & sort of Vi
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protectionist group of six, Thet is why we do not

went 2 series of “"High Authorities” for subsequently ine
tegrated sectors of production, Ve trust the Coal and
Steel Community will avoid protectionism - but we would
not feel so certain about combinations nearer the cone
suner's field,

Now I feel no great worries aboat proposals to do
noth but create thesshe®l of @ "uropeen Political
Community adet many of the strongest protagonists of
"United Purope” sre dangerous in this respect, mmnh
in their eagerness they would rather have an she
than no egg at all. But even for them it should not be
toe blatantly 2 sham, Vhat I fear more is the preo to
start with “capping"” Coal and Steel and E,D.C, then
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dually add other communities by separete treaties, Thie
more or less what was envisaged during the when
E.D,C. was suigned (vide text of art. 38), We 4 not

like it for the reasons I just indicated, Put what is weo
we would not expect that any ulterior treaties would ever
come into being. Vhat we would then have is worse than an
empty shell., Ve would have a top organisation over Coal and
Steel and E,D,C, with no other task then to get in the way
of those $two organisations,

The denger of p: sele of this kind is, however, that
it is so "pleusible®, Why not stert with what exists end

do other things later, In fact it is now proposed from the
side of those who regretfully accepted Coal end Steel and
EeDsCy and want %o get away with as little as possible
beyond what « from their point of view unfortunately - hape
pens to exist anyway, in a form which placetes the enthou=-
elasts for e United Burope at very little cost.

I would not bother you with all this which is certaine
1y not new to you, if it were not for a possible conjgeture
which may put the Netherlands in a very disagreeable pow=
sition.

It may be that the acceptance of 1.,0,0, in France will
be linked to the existence of a “uropeen Folitical Commu=
nity of some sort, The French Govermment so far never made
the connection byt it ught be made &« condition by some
politieal Party. A Political Gmig. doing nothing but
capping Coal and Jteel end E,D,C. night then come in handy.
I% would not mean anything but please those who would be '
willing to believe it means sml::f. ind the Iautch, who ;
were the first to ratify E.D.C,, d be menoceuvred in the
position of the bad boys obatructing L.DeCs Decause {
refuse to sccept a Politicel Community which means - :
This would really be "l'ironie du sort” and I do not like \a
to wait for this "sort®, |

I know that your Government not only ap reciates our
policy towards :.D.C. but approves of our peint of view
in respect of the Political Community end economic integra=
tion, This gives me the courage to drew your personal
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