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THE COMMON TRANSPORT POLICYs
AN’EEEHENT IN ECGNONIG'UNEHN?"'

“Q-i-—-

I weloome the initiative of the International Transport
Workers' F@deratlon 1n organ1z1ng th1s symposzum on "Transport
in Enrcpe" ' .

| There.is no need for me to tell you how mich the Commission
of the Eurcpean.Communltlea appr3013$es trade union co—operatlon
in a task whose goczal, economlc and politibal aspects are

-

closely linked, ‘; I

I am also pleased that this symposium is being held in
Rotterdam., When we look at this city, where an astonlshlngly
vigorcus reconstructlon has almoat obllieraxed the scars of
the last war, we can see how far our continent has come since
1945. We ought, I thlnk, never to lose-sight of the progress
that hasybeen made in this way, particularly when we are in
danger of being discouraged by day?to—day problems. From
this advance, ‘we can draw the strength and the courage that ;

- we need to complete our task. ' '
, Rotterdam, the symbol of reconatruct1on, is at the same
"time - par excellence -8 clty thaﬁ 11ves by transport. ‘T4

‘5  was therefore a very good setting to chose for a discusslon

“']"of problems connected w;th the common transport poliqy.



‘This morning you have already heard two speeches on
. this policy from the trade union poiﬂt'of view and as seen
:~hy the German Minister of Transport.” I have been asked
to contrlbute to your discussions by telling you what the
; Commlsslon of the BEuropean Communities thinks.

It gave me great pleasure tb'acéapt this inviﬁation,
;’and ifshall do mbeeat to 1ive up to your expectations.

, | The subgect thax was auggested to me - "The cominon’
"transport policy: an element ﬁn eccnumﬁenunion?" e ia
'Vaudlclously worded ~ particularly because it enda wlth a
rquestlon mark. o ‘

) From past experxence, one might have been tempted to
approach this problem critlcally - or even sceptlcally’ '

He must, however, first declde what that questlon mark

really slgnxfxes.

It Hnuld;be p01ntless to ask whether the common transport
’policy'prov1ded for in the Treaty of Rome is or is not

"';«ea.eleaant in eeonnmmc unian. : That Treaty's prov1316né

“on transport obvzously go further than the corresponding

E praviaions of the Treaty of Parls., Unl1ke the’ anthore of the

- Treazy of Parls, thoae whe framed the'Treaty of Rome thought |
S & 3 necassany to provzde speclfically fbr a transport pollcy -

'” “ff{5tha$ 18, a aet of coherent and dynamlc maasures tha¢ "°“1d




contribﬁte to the establishment of a real .economic union.
According to the Treaty of Rome, it is absolutely essential
that such a policy should be worked out and implemented.

The common transport policy is an-etement-is
economic union, firstly, because the activities of the
transport industry - although it cannot be regarded as
existing solely to serve the other sectors - are certainly
of fundamental importance for the development of the . '
latterz. Moreover, the impor{anéghof'tﬁe fransport sector
is shown by the fact that, in the country where we are today,
its share of the national product amounts to as ‘much as 8%,
and that 58% of the services provided by Dutch carriers are
exported. Thus integration of transport must go hand in hand

with integraixon in other sectars.

Secondly, the common transport policy is an-elee:i.ri
met &n economic union in so far as goods and persons mist be
able to travel safely and repidly within the Member States
if intra-Community trade and movement ars tc increase, : ..
Such mobility is a feature of - the Common Market we are
seeking to create. ' |

Lastly, within the framework of the Common Market, the .
common transport policy must ensure that'competitive newtrality
in trade is not distorted by dlscrlmlnatony or antl-economxc
transport rates or conditions. This obgective cannot be
attained unless the transport market is so organiged that this
sector of the economy can function without producing effects
running counter to the general objéotives set out in the Treaty.



There can therefore be no question but that a common
transport policy will be needed when the structure of the
economic union has to be established on a permanent basis;
one may, however, wonder whether the delays encountered in
the elaboration of a common transport policy will not prove

detrimental to the establishment of the economic union.

One can well feel some doubt about this in view of the
speed at which the objectives of the Treaty are being attained -
and it was this doubi that suggested to you this particular
subject for my talk and is expressed in the question mark
at the end of the title you ochose,

For industrial products and for the great majority of
agricultural products, the customs union will be completed |
18 months before the final time-limit fixed by the Treaty.
Thus 1 July 1968 is an important landmark to which those who
are responsible for the common transport policy cannot remain

indifferent.

I do not deny that, where the common transport policy is
concerned, the practical results are still far less substantial

than an achievement such as the custome union would warrant.

But although I admit that it would be advisable for the
common transport policy and the customs union to be implemented
at the same time -~ froml July1968 -~ T would recall that, if
the customs union is to become a really effective instrument
with which to integrate the national markets, it will have to
‘be accompanied by progress in a number of other fields, as
provided for‘by the Treaty.
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Work on these matters has, to be sure, already begun,
but it will take a good deal of time to complete, going
well beyond 1 July 1968,

Of course, quotas have already been eliminated, intra-
Community customs duties have been abolished and a common
external tariff has been established; these achievements
are a great step forward and are bound to stimulate trade
between the Member States and the growth of their national
product. But before we can be justified in speaking of the
"free movement of goods", there are still many obstacles
other than customs duties which will have to be eliminated -
sterting with certgin frontier formalities which affect

international transport particularly.

It sometimes seems that it is harder to master small
administrative details - to reduce the number of forms
required, for example - than to establish broad general

principles.

Who would have foreseen, for instance, that the Govern-
ments would be able to agree on the broad outlines of such a
tricky matter as the added-value tax system before managing

to harmonize frontier charges?

Detailed and certainly protracied work will still have
to be done in order to achieve other kinds of integration, such
as the approximation of legislation (particularly as regards
business law, tax law, technical standards or health protection),
which are essential if the customs union is to have its full
effect and gradually develop into an economic union.



In addition to the free movement of goods, the
economic union is to be based on the free movement of
persons, free supply of services and free movement of
capital, Important results have already been achieved in
these various fields, and par{icularly in the first two,

but there are still many questions outstanding.

If we are agreed as to the place and role of the common
transport policy within the framework of the economic union,
is there the same agreement on the instruments and basic

principles that shouid guide this common policy?

I said just now that in the Commmity the transport
gector ought to be organized in such a way as to help

forward the achievement of the Treaty's objectives.

This does not mean that the production of transport
services must necessarily obey exactly the same rules as

those valid for other industrial sectors,

The authors of the Treaty were aware that what are
called the "special aspects” of transport called for an
approach appropriate to the factual situation of the

sector in question,

"./I.Q



I am not one of those who would seek to maksAeverya
thing depend on "the special aspecté‘of transport”. However,
you all know that competition -~ particularly - is not an
equally effective instrument in all sectors of the ecohomy.
Recently, the Commission again expressed this idea in the ‘
Medium~term Economic Policy Programme adopted by the Council.

Some maintain that unrestricted competition could be y
the best instrument making for rational use of the factors ofm‘
production; in the case of transport, that is, that free
competition would lead to the optimum distribution of traffic
between the various modes of transport and between the
different enterprises.

However, the various modes of transport have structural
pecularities which oblige the authorities to éet appropriate
limits to the free play of competition and keep a constant
watch on the working of competition within those limits.

-The insirument on which the common tfanéport policy
should be based might best be described as "organized competition”.

Some very able studies of the special aspects have been
made. As you are familiar with them, I shall not deal with them
here. But I should like to draw your attention to three
points that seem to me to have been rather negiéctéd ﬂithertd.

(1) The State has traditicnal‘y exerted an influence on the
transport sector. ' In my view, ‘the justification fOr
this lies much less in the need to safeguard the N
interests ‘of the railway enterprises than in the fact



that the transport infrastructure is created, maintained and
improved by the bommunity according to criteria which must
normally be economic but often call for a long-term social
assessment. Thus the policy pursued with regard to infra-
structure inevitably has many repercussions on the organization

of the transport market.

(2)Another reason why we shall have to adjust the v
- inatrument of compastition is that most transport services

(3)

can be replaced by do-it-yourself methods - such as transport
on own account, in the case of goods, or by using private cars,
for passenger transport. In both these cases, we are
confronted with a type of competition which even the most
enthusiastic supporters of unresiricted competition cannot

but describe as imperfect. This means that measures must be
taken to ensure that the professional 4ransport sector can

function normally.

The degree of competition desirable for the transport of

goods is not necessarily the same as for passenger transport.

The market in passenger transport will play an increasing
part in our policy,not only because of railway problems
(the complexity of which is largely due to the fact that the
railways transport both goods and passengers), but also
because the movement of persons is becoming increasingly
important within the Common Market.

You must be wondering whether the new single Executive will

or will'noﬁ endorse the basic principles of the common transporti
policy which were previously outlined by the EEC Commission alone,



The previous Commission had laid down the following

principles:

Equality of treatment;

Financial autonomy for enterprises;
Freedom of action for enterprises;
Freedom of choice for userss;

Co~ordination of infrastructure investment.

The first four principles (equality of treatment, financial
‘autonomy for enterprises, freedom of action for enterprises and
freedom of choice for users) constitute the very foundations of
any competition, even if organized, and are therefore the
objectives that harmonization of the conditions of competition
is designed to attain, within a system in which the various
kinds of enterprises engaged in transport must be able to act

on terms that are basically similar.

Lastly, with regard to the co-ordination of infrastructure
investment (the fifth principle), the Commission submitted a
report to the Council in April 1964, together with a proposal
for a decisionm, The adoption of the'proposedfdecision‘inﬁits
entirety“wbuld have been a great step forward thér&s‘establishing
a Community infrastructure designed to meet the needs of the '
medium-term economic programme and of the economic union. For
political reasons which it is not for me to go into here,
the Council did not feel able to adopt all the Commissionts
ideas. The agreement which it reached in Pebruary 1966

A tc‘g/o..
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entailed only the adoption of a procedure for consultations
on infrastructure invesiment. Implementation of this
Council decision has already produced very encouraging
results - particularly, in the frontier arezs, as regards ‘
technical improvements to communications and harmonization
of the pace at which they are to be realized. These
achievements are, however, not such that the Commission can
givé up its efforts to attain the objectives indicated in
its initial proposal. It considers it esmential that infra-
structure investment should be co-ordinated in order to
promote both iﬁtegration and thé Community's regional policy.

The proposals that have so far been submitted by the
Commission to the Council, with a view to the estzblishment
of the common transport policy, embody the principles I

have just mentioned.

I do not wish to try ybur pamience by listing all the
precise initiatives taken by the Commission since 1961. I

shall simply indicate what it has done;in broad outline.

The principal measures enQisaged in the 1962 Action
Prograﬁme were, in 1963, embodied in proposals concerning
bracket rates, the Commmnity quo%a, harmonization of the
conditions of competitibn énd the survey of'infrastructure

costs,

Despite two years of discussions, it has not been
possible to reach agreement on transport.rates.

On the other hand,~agreement has been reached on the
- framework and time~table for the harmonization measures and,
in principle, on a survey of infrastraucture costis.
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With regard to the Community quota, the Commissiong idea
was that bilateralism should progressively give way to multi-
lateralism. This idea was not accepted, but &n agreement
in principle was reached on the rest of the Commission's

proposal,

"Had the four main proposals made in 1963 been adopted,
particularly the initial proposal on rates, the Council .and
the Member States would probably have been spared some of
the problems that face thenm today where national and
international transport are concerned.

On 22 June 1965, in order to overcome the deadlock
on rates, the Council agreed in principle on a system of rates
more flexible than the bracket-rate system criginally proposed
by the Commission, and on an appropriate articulation of the

various measures to be introduced in fields other than rates.

During the political crisis which you will remember,
the Commission submitted amendments to its proposal on
transport rates. Among other things, these provide for
the new measures to be introduced in two stages and for a

system of reference bracket rates.

Unfortunately, the ensuing discussion in the Council
produced only a negative result: it became clear that the
Council would not be able.to,réach agreement on the rate system

in the near future.

The resolution of 20 October 1966 therefore reflects: the
tendency not to try any longer to remedy anti-economic competition
principally by means of the rate system but, rather, to do this
by regulating access to the markeds in road transport.and inland
water transport simultaneously.- .- - . - .



If the Council has again siressed the importance of
meagures to regulate access to the market, this does not mean
that it attaches any less importance to regulating <transport
rates. This is a point that should be made perfectly clear.

In my opinion, if the emphasis is placed on thenlose. inter-
dependence between the various measures, this may result in
creating preconditions which make it extremely difficult to
implement them progressively. Nevertheless, I fhink that
gome cases of interdependence cannot be ignored, particularly

between price formation measures and measures governing access

to the market.

I also think I should underline the importance that the
Council attached, at its last meeting, te the rules of competition

and to the implementation of harmonization measures.

We are glad that the Council has accepted the idea of
an interim and provisional solution to the problem of allocating
infrastructure cests. The Commission had arrived at
this ideu.bpcaamse. of :the verytlarge 'admbern ofrsiud vl
dies on  infrastructure costs and ways of allocating them,
The Council has chosen rapid and pragmatic action in preference

1o a high degree of perfectionism,

~ The Commission has made a special effort in the fields
indicated by the Council.

It has not, however,confined itself to what might be
caliédk”implementation";"Conscious of its role, the Commission
has once again taken thevinitiamive to help the Council overcome
the deadlock over the cpmmoh:transport policy. On 10 February
1967, it submitted a memorandum to the Council,

‘00/‘0’
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The memorandum begins by analyeing the difficulties
that lie behind the Council's disagreement, and suggests
certain possible ways of achieving in other fields the
" balance it has not béen pbésiblé to achieve where prices

were concerned.

The Commission‘haq, however, devised a programme that
would be spaced out. over a period of time in such & way as
to take into account the date of 1 July 1968 fixed for the
completion of the customs union. While pointing out that
no sharp division can be made between national and inter-
national traffic, it placed the emphasis on certain urgent

needs in international transport.
Let us now turn to the present position. .

The Council of Ministers of TPransport is to mee%'again
very shortly — for the first time since 19 and 20 October 1966.

I fully share the Furopean Parliament's regret that a
fresh meeting has not been held sooner.

" In my opinion, the Ministers of Transport ought to meet.

mach more often, so that a permanent and constructive dialogue
ean . begin between the Council and the Commission.

. cn-/vqt




- 14 -

Nevertheless, the Commission has not been inactive during
the year between the two Council meetings. It has added
three proposals to the large number already before the Council:

(1) The proposal for a regulation concerning action by
Member States with regard to public service obligations

in transport;

(ii) The proposal for a regulation concerning the introduction
of common rules for access to the occupation of road .
haulier;

(iii) Very recently, the proposal for a regulation on access
{0 the market in goods transport by inland waterway.

I would add thet I am hoping soon to submit a new proposal
on normalization of railway accounts. There is no need to
remind'zgg of the importance of such a proposal and the part
that it will play in the implementation of the common transport

policy.

While the Economic and Social Committee and the Furopean
Perliament have already made considerable progress in examining
these proposals (except the most recent one on access to the mar-
ket in inland-waterway: goods-trassport) the Council has not yet
begun to study them in detail. The Commission is, however, sure
that the Council will see in its proposals an appropriate instrument

for achieving an organized market.

The Commission's initial proposal on the rules of
competition might be improved by thékinclusion of new exceptions
which wbﬁld, among other things,:make it possible to create’
enterprises of a more economic size in both road and inland

water transporv.. .
‘ ouu/.oa
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Nevertheless, it seems unlikely at present that the Council
will agree on this proposal. We therefore have to snvisage -
much against our will - another extension of the pericd during
which the Treaty's rules on competition need not be applied

to transport.

I hope that this will be the last extension that we shall
have to propose, and that the Council ~ whose resolution of 20
October 1967 emphasized the importance of the rules of ‘
competition and the urgent need for them to be worked. out -

will take a decision without further delay.

With régard to .the proposals concerning harmonization. of
the conditions of competition, I wish to state very -cleanrly
that I consider such harmonization to be fundamental to the
organization éf the transpért market - particularly where
hermonization of social conditions and harmonization of taxation

are concerned.

When we have harmonized fiscal provisions, we shall have
made = substantial contribution to ithe organization of the market
and to;ihe establishment of realistig prices - .and this 'will make’
it possible to solve the problems of tramsport rates much more

easily and much more effectively.

Harmonization of taxation will, among other things, involve
some adjustment of the specific taxes relating to road transport
and, to a great extent, to inland water transport. -The action
to be taken cén be summed up under four main headings::

(1) Harmonizaiidn’ofﬁthe structure of taxes on vehicles,
followed hy'harmpniZamion of the level of these taxes;

(2) Alignﬁént of fuel taxes;

.C./Q.h




(3) Measures to eliminate double taxation in international
traffic, which will therefore also eliminate the

distortions of competition arising from its

(4) standardization of provisions concerning duty-free eniry

for Puel.

"In some of these fields, proposals have already been
‘submitted, Others are being considered in cqnnection with

the interim solution to the problem of the allocation of infra~

structure costs.

I would assure you that, in order to speed up the work
on harmonization of taxation, the Commission will not hesitate,
if necessaryj -ta amend certzin of the proposals alrsady submitted ~
in view of the parallelism between the various measures. As
you know, there are two main principles that can be applied in
~the harmonization of taxation: the nationality principle, and
the territoriality principle. But let us not, for heavens sake, make
this 2 gquestion of dagma! It is the resulis that count.

With regard to the harmonization of social conditions (which
concerns &ou particularly), you know that the field of application
and the scope of the Commission's first proposal on working
conditions in road transport go far beyond the agreements reached
by other bodies - both as regards the economic implications and
as regards the social aspects.

- I should, however, have thought that the trade unions would
not have shown themselves completely satisfied with this proposal
and that they would even have asked us to go still further.

N
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But it was the oppogiytfe that )happe’néd‘. ‘
I must tell you that I was frankly surprised by the
position which the workers' representatives adopted in the

Economic and Sccial Committee.

Be that as it may, the new Commission stands by the

original proposals.

It con81ders that working conditions in road transport
must be harmonized at a level that will not only satlsfy the
social 1nt¢rests of road transport workers and the chmunlty*s
safety requirements but also meet the economic ﬁeeds'of the
enterprises concerned. If we take a long-term view, it is
clear that these needs broadly coincide with the sqqial 7

requirements.,

The Comm1531on has always con81dered the harmonlzatzon of R
social conditions in any given mode of transport from the

angle of co-ordination between the various modes of transport.

The flagrant disparities that still 61131 at the present time
mist be progre581vely eliminated and equal soclal condltlons
established for all transport workersq -

Obviously, equalization must %eke place at a level
con31stent with - social progress within the economy at

large - that is, in an upward direction.

‘../..O
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It is from this angle that we are going to establish
two new Joint Advisory Committees alongside the existing Joint
Advisory Qommit¥se on social matters in road transport: one for

inland waterways and one for railways.

I am pleased to be able to tell you that the Commission
will shortly take the decision to set up the Joint Advisory

Committee on social matters in inland water transport, .

I hope that this Committee will do good work, in a sector

whose economic and social situation calls for the utmost effort.

Although this has been a very rapid outline, I hope I
have shown you that the Commission's conception is a coherent
one and that the many proposals already submitted to the

Council or still in preparation are in line with it.

If I consider all the Commission proposals at present
‘before the Council, I am led to conclude that the next
meeting of Ministers of Transport should produce concrete

results,
By this I mean that the Covernments should at last be able to

give the common transport policy the"go-ahead", .go that

it may proceed in step with the customs union.

'l’/.lt
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The Italian delegation has put forwerd a proposal which
provides partial solutions concerning, among other things,
the Community quota and the price é&stem for international
road transport; if this proposal is able to get the common
transport’policy off the ground, it will be welcome, even
though it does not go very far. The welcome we
give it will reflect our hope that it may trigger off
progressive action. ~ But we shall have to give up'trying
to link measures that are not necessarily %nterdependgnt.

I cannot finish my talk without saying something about
the prospects beyond the Ccmncil's next meeting and even

beyond anything so fer proposed by the Commission.
The questions on which we arsiworking ere:the
very ones to which this morning's speakers quite rightly

drew your attention.

The problems they concern probably seem to iyou to be

more concrete than those I have mentioned so far,

~ooo/-'¢



This is the case, for example, with the "Leber Flan".

I should like to say thaf, for Germany, this plan
gives an excellent overall view of the problems and offers a
number of solutions which are in line with the Commission's
thinking. ‘

In my view, the problems that the "Leber Plan" is designed
to solve are also to be found - in more or less acute form -
in all the Member States. For this reason, I am glad that
the forthcoming consultations on this pian will provide
an opportunity to review all the measures that will have to
be taken in order to implement a common transport policy.

The problems pose& by transport in all the Community

countries are many end various.

Fbremost amongst them is the alarmlng 51tuat10n of
the rallways.

" Then there is the unfavoursble economic position of
many road transport enterprises (especially the short-
distance hanliers) and of inland water transport undertakings,

" many of which are family businesses or very small.
In addifion;'there is the overloadlng of the road

' 1nfrastructure in the b1g conurbations and on certain trunk
'fraads, and the large number of road accidents,

'0'/..'\‘




Lastly, there are the structural problems facing the
seaports and the less developed regions of the Community, and
rﬂblems connected with the ‘introduction of oil transnort by pipelines, with
the development of contalnor transport, and w1th sea and alr

transport..

All these problems are beooming more acute at a tlme when
economlc growth is slackenlng perceptlbly and when thoae i
responslble for public budgets are f1nd1ng it very hard to
maintain finan01al suablllty in their countrles.

You must not think that the Comm1351on 1s not aware of

these problems or thai 1t is d01ng nothlng about them.

On the contrary, the whole range of proposals that have :‘“
bheen submltted to the Councll or are at present belng prepered
by the Commission is llkely to do a great deal to help solve

these problems.

Thls 15 true both as regards the problems of the rallways -
whlch the measures prov1ded for by the decision on harmonlzatlon
are designed o solve - and as regards the problems faclng

road and inland water trangport.

The economic p051t10n of the road and 1n1and waterway
sectors could be much 1mproved if the proposed measures
concerning access to the market were implementgdt .

If the Council adopted the Commission's first proposal
on social conditions in road transport, this would be a considerable

......

' Fbr certain dangerous kinds of transport, the arrangements proposed
“are, however, not enough. The terrible accidents at Martelange, on the
 ‘front1er between Belgium and Luxemhourg, and at Beek, here in the Nether-
‘ ylands, hawe shown the need for strict rules to be impoaed on those who
- carry 1nflammahle or explosive materials. It 13 ‘a matter of life and

. death, As I promised the Buropean Parliament, the Commission is at

‘“   present working out a proposal on the eub;ect.

..‘/..O



The golution for the structural problems, particularly
those concerning seaports (on which an excellent report has
been prepared by M. Seifriz), involve not only transpori
policy but also regional policy. The single Commission
has shown the importance it attaches to regional policy by
deéiding fo meke one of its members specially responsible
for it and setting up 2 new, specialized Directorate-General.
The questions that involve transport will be given due

consideration . in the setting of regional policy.

With regard o the possibility of the Commission
extending its work to include transport by sea and air, our
hands are still tied. But if four new countries joined the
Community, the field of action of the institutions would have

to be extended to cover iransport by sea.

Wherever new developments necessitate other measures
additional to those I have just mentioned, the Commission
wilyrpropose these in the light of the particular situations

involved,
The Commission reserves its right to decide the order
in which the various measures should be tackled, depending

on which problems turn out to be most urgent.

This brings me to my conclusion.

Q.'/-l.




In order to enable the Council to reach agreement in good
time on ithe measures necessary if the custome union is gradually
to develop into an economic union, the Commission will first try
to complete the work it has begun on the organization of the
iranspcrt market.

To this end, it will do &all it can to develop a genuine
atmosphere of mutual confidence with the Council and the Member
Sta‘tes. :

- It will also take care not to lose the initiative given

"+ it by the Treaty.

At the same time, the Commission will work for the progressive
integration of the transport sector into the future economic union.

Following the forthcoming Council meeting on transport
scheduled for 13 and 14 December, the Commission will. review the
present position as regards the common itranspori policy.

+ < ' .Should the Italian proposals lead to a satisfactory agreement
in the Council, this would provide the necessary basis for progress
on other aspects of the common policy.

If, at its next meeting, the Council were not able to reach
agreement even on proposals that represent the lowest common
denominator, the Commission would have to make a general

reassessment of the situation.

But in any review of the situation, the idea that the six
national transport poiicies can provide an adequate substitute
' for the implementation of & common transport policy will have
4o be firmly ruled out. ST

In‘ahyroase. théycbmmission cannot allow‘the present deadlock
" to continue. o

PRV - [ ¥ o
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At every stage, the Commission will bear in mind the special

importance of social matters.

In this connection, I should like to quote some words -
with which I entirely agree - from President Rey's statement,on
behalf of the Commission, to the Buropean Parliament on 20 September:
"We are convinced that, in the years that have passed - and despite
the quite remarkable work done in Luxembourg - our Communities have
not made enough progress in the social field. We are impatient for a

fresh impetus to be given as regards social progress in our Community."

It is perfectly possible to give a "fresh impetus" to social
policy and to transport policy; it is perfectly possible to develop
the "gocial" side of the common transport policy.

But, if this is to be done, it is essential that you should
help the Commission and, in particular, the member of the Commission
with special responsibility for social affairs (M. Levi-Sandri)

and the one with special responsibility for transport - myself,

M. Levi-Sandri and I need the vigilant and unwavering

support of the trade unions.

Today I have tried to start off a dialogue which will,
I am sure, develop from day to day in complete frankness.

Your criticisms will be just as useful to me as your

suggestions. .

- e e e e Sw
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RESUME DU DISCOURS DE M. Victor BODSON,
KEMBRE DE L. COLAISSION DZS COeliUK.UTES EZ!HOP"B:NES
PRON_MCE LE 30 KOVe<BAZ 1967 A ROTTEEDAKR DEV.LT LE
“603-173 SYNCICAL DLs TR.NSPORTS DE L. CO.MUNAUTE (ITF)
SUR LE THEME:

Ls POLITIQUZ COMKUNE DZS TRM‘\SPORTS.
ELEMENT DE L'UNION ECuNOMIQUEZ ?

Lors du troi-ibo Colloquo européen sur los transports, organisé a
Rotterdam, le jeudi 30 novembre 1967, par le Bureau du Comité Syndical
des Trensports de la Commumsuté (ITF), M. Victor BODSON, Membre de la
Commission des Commmautés Puropéennes, a fait un exposé -sarii: "La
pontiqu eommme du transports, élément de l'umon économique ?

~ Dans I'intmduotion de son exposé, M. BODSON a amlysé les dlsposit:.ons
consasrées aux trensports dans le Traité de Paris instituant la CECA el
le Treité de Rome instituant la CEE. M. BODSON a procédé également 3 un
 examen des fgoteurs éoonomiques et aocia,nx qui lui permettent de répondre
. par I'affimtivu au thdme de sa oonférence: l'union économique entre les
pays membres des Communautée européennes est inooncebable sans polit1qua ‘
, oomme des tmsporto. : :

(RPN ll. BODSON a présenté ensuite un to,bloan dea efforts entreprin depuis
- 1952 l Luxeubourg ot dopuis 1958 2 Bruxellea, pour a,rriver a la polit:Lquo ,
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La dernidre réunion du Conseil remonte en effet au mois d'octobre 1966.

Plus de dix propositions de réglements de la Commission se trouvent
en instance devant le Conseil, alors que le Parlement européen et le Comité
éoonomique et social ont rendu leur avis sur la plupart de ces propositions.

Malgré le retard que la politique commune des tramsporis accuse par
rapport & d'sutrez politiques, M. BODSON s'est déclaré optimiste quant &
1'avenir, ' ‘

11 fonde son optimisme, d'une part sur los néoessités économiques inéluo~
tables que la réalisation de 1'union douanidre au ler juillet 1968 impose aux
imstances commmnautaires et, d'autre part, sur la volonté politique qui anime
les Ministres des Transports,constatation qu'il a pu faire lors des premiers

oontacts avec depuis son entrée en fonction comme

O

M, BODSON a souligné 1'importance qu'il a,ttacha' 4 la prochaine réunion du |
Conseil des Ministres des Trensports, le ;13 et 1i ddcembre 1857. I1 fora Toud
ce qui est an son pouvoir afin "qu'un dialogue pormanunt et construoctif puisse

s'engager entre le Conseil et la Commission". ~

Les problimes que posent les trahsport‘s danstoua les pays do la Communauté
sont nombreux et graves. Il s'agit d'y apporter des réponses communautaires.

‘ En conclusion, M., BODSON a déclaré que la Commission ‘s'efforcere de mener
3 bien 1'ocuvre qu'ello a ontreprise dans le domaine de 1l'organisation du
marché des transports, afin de permettre au Conseil de parvenir en temps utile
2 un accord sur toutes les mesures indispensables A la réalisation de 1'union

Sconomiques

Finalement, M. BODSON a souligné que "La Commission ne perdra pas de vue
~ 1'importance particulidre que revltent les questions sooiales". Il a oxprimé
~ 1'espoir que la Communauté puisse donner un "nouvel '‘San" & la politique des
 transports et notamment & ses aspeots socisux. : ~






