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The excerpts contained in this brochure are from speeches made by
Mr. Paul van Zeeland, Minister of Foreign Affairs for Belgium, by Mr.
Fernand van Langenhove, Permanent Representative of Belgium to the
United Nations, and by other delegates of Belgium to the United Nations.

T H E FUTURE OF EUROPE
Excerpt from a speech delivered by Mr. Paul van Zeeland at a
dinner March 16, 1951 in Paris, Prance, under the auspices of the
"Conferences of Ambassadors" society.

Is a united Europe a reality?
Please do not put this question to a definition maker; instead, ask the
traveler for a reply, or search your memory. Try an experiment; buy an
airplane ticket for some far corner of the world, understand and love the
men with whom you will have to rub shoulders there, create the best
conditions possible. When you come back here, I am sure you will say
to anyone who wants to understand that you felt not only French or
Belgian but also European, and how many times will you have been
made to understand that you were really considered a European!
Let us try another experiment, one that is easier and within everyone's
reach. Let us recall the prestige, the role, the importance of Europe during
the 19th cenmry. Between the Treaties of Vienna and the War of 191418, wherever the less advanced peoples tried to press forward to get
closer to the standard of intellectual and material living of our populations, wherever bold dreams took shape and changed into surprising
realization, the spirit of western civilization and the hand of its European
workers became evident.
Is it necessary to recall the security of world routes? Must we evoke
the Suez Canal? Must we show Africa, Oceania, and Asia being opened
to unknown currents? Must we exalt the amazing growth of the Americas?
A single fact, one that I mention to catch your attention, is that the flow
of capital from Europe to America did not stop until 1914.
It was the work, genius, dynamism of the people of Europe, which
helped the world move forward. Oh yes, you will say "the peoples of
Europe," . . . but was it "Europe?"

3

Once more, remember . . . Europeans traveled from one country to
another without passports. Merchandise met with only one obstacle (only
the least among those which we have thought up since then): custom
duties. Only certain people were suspicious of the transfer of capital or
international payments, others ignored it as if by privilege. In this very
room, there are probably some among you who recall the Latin Union,
silver pieces and also, gold pieces, thanks to which one was welcome
everywhere.

In order to rehabilitate ourselves, we needed outside aid, aid which
was given to us with generosity, with intelligence, but which we had to
accept! . . . we did it with our head high, in view of the fact that we had
contributed to saving the world from the worst catastrophe; however, we
must admit the bare truth. What role is Europe playing today? What
weight does it carry in decisions dealing with the world on a political
and economic plane? In this respect let us remember a past which only
dates back some forty years.

But on top of all that, there was an atmosphere which gave Europeans
the consciousness of their strength, the sense of their responsibilities with
regard to the world, the common pride in their far-off, tumulmous and
glorious past; in one word, the climate of their western civilizatioa

Please allow me—I promised to be frank—to remind you that not
so long ago, we had a bitter experience, when it had to be decided where
and how, we would direct the distribution of raw materials in the world.

Then there was a surge of German imperialism, and the invasion of
1914—the great catastrophe of Europe had begun.
Must we, once again, recall the extent of our downfall, termed with
revealing eagerness by some, "the decadence of Europe?" W e know very
well that it is only a temporary recession. But let us not delude ourselves,
let us not try to deceive ourselves, the downfall is cruel, and it has been
rapid. Here are some figures, a few brief elements of comparison:

Are we going to accept the recession of Europe? Shall we be content
with this reduced role in world affairs? Shall we leave the scepter in
hands, strong and new as they may be, which only took it against their
will because we let it slip? W e shall not do it, we cannot do it!

Europe claimed 43 percent of world production of raw steel in 1925.
In 1948, it produced only 30 percent.
For wheat, European production represented 1/3 of the world's total
during 1934-38; in 1948, only 1/4.
In the same year, 1948, the United States of America, alone, produced
more than half the steel, pit-coal, cotton and copper in the whole world.
A t the same time, Latin America—there is more than just North
America—advanced by leaps and bounds, some 50 percent for two
products, and about 25 percent for seven or eight others; it has the
principal strategic materials.
Undoubtedly, we should rejoice and not complain about the progress
others have made. Undoubtedly, the Americas are only an offshoot of our
old civilization transposed elsewhere but fundamentally the same. U n doubtedly, we, in Europe, may congratulate ourselves on our admirable
rehabilitation after this last war. A l l this is true; still, let us face facts.
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We all know that this is not a mark or a symptom of vanity on the
part of Europe. W e realize that without Europe, without a prosperous
Europe, without Europe being again in possession of enough strength,
the world would lack its equilibrium: That our vow to reestablish
throughout the world peace and general prosperity, that those very hopes
would be doomed if Europe were to renounce to play the part which is
hers.

THE INTEGRATION OF EUROPE
speech delivered by Mr. Paul van Zeeland at a session of the
European League for Economic Cooperation on ]une 2, 1951.

The integration of Europe is our common purpose. It is the purpose
of the European Movement. It is now the purpose of Governments.
But do not forget it, at the present time, I am perfectly sure that the
populations of the European nations are, more than we are ourselves,
convinced that Europe is a necessity for them. Just make the experiment:
talk to a man in the street, in a village, anywhere, in Belgium or in
France, or anywhere else on the continent of Europe, and try to find out
what he thinks about the matter and listen to the answer. Maybe, he will
not be very explicit, maybe he will not be able to tell you exactly why
he thinks so, where or how far we should go in the field of political integration. But of one thing I am sure, if you ask him: "Do you want the
people of Europe to unite in order to obtain greater prosperity and more
strength?" he will say: "Yes." W e have, all of us, realized that we had
to build up Europe if we wanted to avoid economic downfall, political
annihilation.
But I want to go one step further. If we are convinced of that, if we
want to build Europe, we must do so for the sake of safeguarding peace
and, let me say it bluntly, for the sake of our own interests.
But our purpose is much wider and much higher. W e have not forgotten the services you rendered to the world in the past. W e are aware
of the necessity, both material and spiritual, for those new and splendid
countries to benefit from the European spirit, to remain faithful to the
spiritual allegiance to Europe.

We know it very well. The world has changed. New nations have
built up their strength to an extent nobody could have dreamed of, a
cenmry ago. W e rejoice in it. W e are glad to see that those new nations
as much as the old European nations are infused again with new life.
We rejoice in that because we realize that it is both for them and for
us a new chance, a new possibility of bringing all nations of the world
together to a higher common standard of living.
And, under present circumstances, we realize very well that the association of all nations in the world, sharing the same ideals, liberties and
freedom, that such an association is necessary to avoid the catastrophe of
a new war. W e realize also that a new era has begun, and we accept the
new position which the trend of events and the development of the
world have reserved for Europe.
But yet without minimizing the role of others throughout the world,
it is our duty to remember what the world expects from us. And we have
realized that should we remain, as we were for a while, divided among
ourselves, divided in small compartments, we could no longer hear the
call of the cenmry.
And we have recognized that in order to serve the world as we did before, we had to unite in Europe and we had to make Europe strong again.
And it is really a joy and a comfort to listen as I did here today to
the voice of men coming from so far away, telling us how interested they
are in the strength of Europe, in the unity of Europe, in the splendor of
the old continent. Of course, we agree on the purpose, we agree on the
aims, but now we must agree on the means of attaining those aims. And
here again, there is a large degree of general comprehension.

And we also, the other countries with a very old cultural tradition, are
mindful of the necessary equilibrium of the world, both in the economic
and spiritual fields.

First of all, let me emphasize one of the aspects, one of the main ideas
which the League has maintained at such a high level since the very
beginning. It is this one: if we have to fight now against autarcy on the
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national scale, if we want to get rid of that narrow nationalism, it is not
to use it again on the level of continents.
In other words we want those principles of freedom and of cooperation we are eager to put at the basis of the integration of Europe
to be kept and developed in the relations between Europe and the other
parts of the world. The ideas of co-operation, the ideas of extension of
trade, the ideas of free relations, of free exchange of goods, of thoughts,
of men, of capital, we want to apply them between Europe and our
friends all over the world. A n d that is why we think that Europe is not
an end in itself, our aim is much higher and lies much further. W e want
to associate a strong Europe with o ± e r parts of the world. In those parts
also we will do our share in order that prosperity may be as great as
possible there.
And this is why, when we talk of the integration of Europe, we think
of the integration of Europe with the other parts of the world. Here
again I support all the ideas which have been developed here at this
meeting, and which I heard with so much pleasure, all those which have
been at the basis of yoiu: resolutions, which propose that we should join
with our friends all over the world to build up a better and freer world.
Of course, when the League invited delegations of so many nations
of the Commonwealth, they knew that for a while we were facing a
problem. The problem has been smdied and if I am right, it has been
solved. It was a further reason for hesitation on the part of a certain
number of our British friends to join fully in the effort to build up
Europe, just because they were thinking of their special relations with
the Commonwealth. What a comfort it is for us and for so many of our
friends throughout the world, to listen to what our friends from the
Commonwealth have said today.
W e have recognized from the very beginning that the position of
Great Britain was a special one. Nevertheless, none of us would think
for a moment of a Europe without Great Britain. W e know very well
that Great Britain would not be what she was in the past, what she is
today, what she will be tomorrow, if she would cut herself off from
Europe. Europe and Great Britain are one single entity. Great Britain,
however, cannot be separated from the Commonwealth for one minute,
even in our boldest thoughts. But there are many lessons which we have
to learn from the Commonwealth itself, from the relations existing be-
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tween England and the other members of the Commonwealth. There we
saw, before we thought of it, unity in a rich and necessary diversity.
Our ideal in Europe is to keep the diversity, and the wealth of all our
members, and to incorporate them in our unity. Was it not the secret of
the Commonwealth's success? To be able to keep what had to be kept
in its diversity and yet to have that link which was at the same time
necessary and sufficient. That is the one lesson we have to keep i n mind
in order to put it into praaice in Europe.
There was another one, and to my mind, at least as important: it is
the flexibility, the suppleness of the ties which insure the unity of the
Commonwealth. Again, we must not forget it in Europe. W e have to
find new methods, new political means. W e want to adapt ourselves to
the changing reality. W e have to take into consideration realities which,
at first sight, sometimes appear to be contradictory. And so we have to
find the necessary methods in order to allow Great Britain to be at the
same time a full member of Europe, without any restrictions, and a full
member of the Commonwealth. In doing so, do not think that we will
only have rendered a service to England, we would also have rendered a
service to Europe, to ourselves, and to the world. And it will be one
more link to help integrating Europe with the Atlantic Community, with
the Commonwealth, with the other free peoples in the world, and let us
hope that, maybe one day, we will be able to speak as brothers of all the
peoples in the world without any exception whatsoever.
But in the meantime, let us do what we can. Let us do what is our
immediate duty. Let us build that Europe. And, after all, if there would
be matter for surprise, it would not be our dire slowness on the road of
progress, but really, the rapidity of the movement. D o not forget that
the European Movement started its campaign only four or five years ago,
and look where we are already today, after those few years.
If we go on as we did before, surely we will reach our aim. During
our generation, not only our sons but even we ourselves, I hope, shall
give Sir Douglas Copland the pleasure he spoke of a few minutes ago:
to come back to Europe and to be able to go everywhere, to exchange
currencies and to enjoy himself without all the restrictions which are
practised today.
I myself sincerely believe we shall succeed, provided we go on doing
everything we can; provided private organizations like the League go on
9

repeating their present efforts, provided public opinion is with us and
accepts the lessons embodied in such resolutions.

recommended that the governments concerned should consider inviting
the other members of the Commonwealth in addition to the U . K . and
Canada to be represented by observers on the O.E.E.C.

I am, of course, not going, to read out those resolutions, but I would
like the man in the street to know what is expressed in those resolutions.
I shall just quote a few of the words which I underlined myself and which
I thought could give, and would give the essence of what we had in mind.

I would like, for just one minute, to speak again as a Minister in
office and to state that this is in conformity with our own views and that
when the question comes up to the ministerial level, I shall do what I
can in order that your resolutions should carry effect.

What is the aim of one of those resolutions? Interconvertibility of
European currencies, of sterling and dollar currencies. It is just, it is
necessary. I hope it will come. It is difficulty? Yes, but I would like to
recall to some of our friends who were associated with us in the O.E.E.C.,
the many difficulties we met a year ago, when we tried to establish the
European Payments Union. Sometimes, things looked absolutely desperate.
The inclusion of Great Britain in that Union was certainly difficult.
Sometimes, a few of us were ready to say: "Well, it is too difficult. Let
us try and do it between ourselves, without Great Britain." But we
refused, and finally a solution was found. And the European Payments
Union is now functioning. Do not ask me whether it is functioning
without any difficulty. N o human institution of any value does function
without difficulty. But the European Payments Union is now reaching
its goal. W e succeeded once, we shall succeed twice, and as many times
as it will be necessary in the fumre.
What do we reaffirm in these resolutions? Freer movement of world
trade, progressive suppression of quantitative import restrictions. Step
by step, we shall go forward. When one speaks now of underdeveloped
countries and territories, one states very clearly that there is a common
interest in the fact that the prosperity of one part of the world is an
element of the prosperity of the other parts. The Conference specifically
recognizes that the expansion of the underdeveloped economies should
not give rise to an immediate conflict of economic interests between the
countries concerned, provided men are wise enough, provided development is realistically conceived and mutually coordinated.
I could go on quoting those resolutions. They are always written in
the same spirit, with the same ideal but they are in close contact with real
life. And they repeat throughout that no eff^orts and no negotiations
should aim at establishing any exclusive system. A t one point in this
resolution, a direct appeal is made to governments; it is hoped and
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And now, may I conclude? A l l these ideas are right. The help you
gave those ideas is a valuable one. I think your conference has been a
success.
These ideas are right, necessary and useful. You have justly stated
these ideas in such a striking manner, you have indeed upheld them with
the full weight of your prestige and your authority in so many countries
throughout the world. You know very well that these ideas because
they are right are not at all new. A short while ago, 1 came upon a part
of the "Memoires" of Sully, where he speaks of the "Grand Dessein of
Henri IV of France", in fact, Sully's own plan.
The very text of some expressions, the very same words and in any
case the basic idea throughout all the resolutions you have just ratified
are sometimes to be found in the "Memoires".
Sully already said: "We must try to make laws and stamtes which tend
to cement the union of all the members of Europe amongst themselves."
He was already in favor of the union of European States. He intended
to keep in the union such order as had been established. He wanted to
take as a basis the oaths and mutual engagements which found their
origin as much in religion as in politics. He wanted mutual pledges for
the freedom of trade. Sully uses these very same words. Finally, he
wished that all these measures to do the necessary sharing-out, should
be taken with fairness and to the general satisfaction of the parties
involved.
European Union, freedom of trade, fairness in transactions, in negotiations and conventions. Could one really say or do better?
I think that these ideas, because they are right, because they are necessary, shall prevail. W e should not allow these ideas to linger on without being put into practice. Public opinion everywhere should be kept
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alert. It is necessary that leaders like you and leaders like ourselves
should realize that it is our duty to respond, to respond without delay, to
respond before it is too late to this desire of which I spoke a few minutes
ago and which exists at this very moment in the hearts of the European
people. For, let me remind you, to-day's world knows but a fragile peace.
W e are right to act as though peace were assured, but we must act in
such a way that the results of our action assure peace. W e shall not succeed in maintaining peace, if those who are animated with the principles
of a free world, those who believe in the virme of freedom, those who
believe in the dignity of the human person, do not succeed in holding
in their hands the strength which is necessary in order that the balance
of power catmot be threatened any longer. And this strength is not only
military strength, although this strength is indispensable. It is not only
economic strength, although this strength is necessary. It is also and
above all else, spirimal strength, the conviction that we remain worthy
of those who have fought before us, that we adapt the fundamental elements of our civilization to a world in full evolution and that we find
the new formulae which will allow this world to remain in a permanent
state of equilibrium. Sir Douglas, you have told us a few moments ago
that it was now Europe's turn to speak, that it was up to the European
nations to take up their responsibilities. W e know it. W e have accepted
these responsibilities. W e are busy rebuilding Europe and during the
years which are to follow, this aim will come more and more within
our reach.

T H E NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY ORGANIZATION
Excerpt from a speech delivered by Mr. Paul van Zeeland at a
meeting of the North Atlantic Council in Ottawa on September
15, 1951.

Once again, the delegates of twelve nations have crossed mountains
and oceans to sit at the common table and resume their task.
Once again, it is important for them to be able to measure the acute
danger against which they have decided to defend themselves by uniting,
to examine the concrete achievements since the meeting at Brussels, and
to deal with the proper means for restoring the conditions of peace
in the world.
For we repeated it at every oppormnity—we owe it to ourselves and
to those following us, to reiterate it with all the clarity and force of
which we are capable—the North Atlantic Treaty is, in our opinion
and in the reality of things, a means of ensuring peace; the peace among
ourselves without a doubt, but peace among our countries is not threatened. It is peace for all, peace for all men of good wiU that we desire
without any exception, any place.
W e are not dreamers. Perhaps we should have been reproached for
something, for having deluded ourselves too long on the possibility of
maintaining peace widiout rearming.
Whatever it is, our countries recognized that peace was condemned
if the free peoples continued to tolerate die lack of balance in armaments,
to their disadvantage. This lack of balance is, in itself, an appeal to
aggression because it puts strength into the hands of those who reject
our conception of righteousness.
From now on, we shall remain firm in our conception; it is in the
reestablishment of the balance of armaments, that is, in the reconstruction
of our armed might, that the real chance to save the peace remains.
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