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1. We have given far more real thought to the possibilities j, 4
for developing the Community in sensible, practical, and //
attainable ways than any of our partners. We have made any ‘5@/4#7
proposals of substance on decision-making, on the internal

market, and on political cooperation. We have made a l;5ﬁ7;;
practicable proposal on procedure (decisions at the European Py
Council, to be remitted for further work to working groups of oh
officials reporting back to the European Council). We have Au& #in
reponded positively to the only proposal by another member P
state (Eureka) with a reasonable procedural proposal of our /Y. %ﬁ Vad
own, intended to help clarify French ideas and move them

forward within a realistic timetable. Yet there is a danger ﬂpyﬁﬂqﬁ
that Milan will end in confusion, and that other member

states will find it convenient to make us the scapegoat. I

believe that you share this fear. Much is being done to

prevent this outcome. We need perhaps to start thinking how

to minimise the damage if it occurs. /%
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2. The Heads of Mission conference on 3 June should cast more
light on the attitudes of individual governments. But the
attitudes of the key governments - France, Germany, and Italy
- do not look promising. Vidal told me on Friday that French
ideas were close to our oGE*:*SEE‘E6Hf€§"a'EE§X_EE_EEa<__AA
no idea what was being hatched in the Elysee. Dumas was
careful to point out at his meeting with the Secretary of
State that the British proposals did not fully meet French
ambitions to develop the Community. And on 31 May Arnaud
indicated at his meeting with R Nicholson that he preferred
the idea of launching one or two definite "Eureka" projects
at Milan to the British idea for a High Level Group.

3. In Bonn, officials in the Chancellor's office and the

Economics Ministry told me on Thursday that they thought our

ideas sensible. But they were gloomy about the possibility of
them being
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them being adopted at Milan. Ungerer said that Genscher hag
laig down that Milan was to take decisions building on the
Dooge Report, and that treaty amendment ang intergovernmental
Conference remained important objectives, He clearly thought
that working groups on Political Cooperation ang the internal
market were No substityte,

will doubtless try harg to £find some Jjoint "Eureka" Projects
which they coulg announce with the French at Milan, They will

5. There is in any case certain to pe N0 progress on the more
grandiose aspects of Dooge. 1t will be a great temptation for
the others to explain to their public OPinion that this
"failure" was the fault of the British, because they
- refuseqd to agree to ap intergovernmental
conference;
did not accept the idea of treaty amendment ;
- had put forwarg diversionary Procedura] Proposals
(Politica] Cooperation and the interna) market);
- were in any case not interested in "building
Europe", but only in sych mundane ang Periphera]
things ag free trade and Politica) Cooperation,

6. The Stresa meeting ang our continuing bilateral exchanges
with our Partners must of Course be the main Mmeans for
convincing the others that our ideas are the best Practical

way of moving the Communjty forwarg, We need to carry

announcement of some ccllaboratlve Project which jig already
in the pipeline, but canp be put into the Eureka context: Sir
R Nicholson will be looking into this),
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terested parties as soon as possible after the Heads of
ssion conference to pursue this aspect. News Department
ggessted at the end of last week that I should brief the
€Ss on Eureka. But I think we need a more considered
ctical plan to make the most of the advantages we have.
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