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limits and 'students' test performance for controlled amounts of student

it - AR T Ve

ABSTRACT
x ] Ye ~ .
The study investigated:the relationship betiieen imposed test time

{*

Wine classes of grade eight students within the Avalon North
Integrated School District were randomly selected and Tandomly assigned
to one of the nine possible treatment conditions.

The material relevant to the achievement: measure was contaified

fn a ten minute audio-filmstrip presentation and was supplesented with a.
‘sum‘ixy to be read by the student.’ The three 1evel's of the exposure to
inforsstion vartsble fncluded oné ‘sl tvo exposures to tHe e_xmﬁmd
infomt;nn, and a no expogure condition that served as a control 3
condition. The three levels of the tine linit varisble, short, medium -
" and ‘untimed, were established by a pretest of the items selected fof the
final achievement measure. . - i - /

The results indicated a sigaificant positive correlation between
‘correct responses and omicted Ltens. Apparently, the more information
S6 had_ sbout the. ten;.z\tmntetig;, the more they onitted making responses,
about uhich they were not certain. Conversely, the xesminQ'iu_\V';
had shoue  the tested material, the less they outceed making ";ea;:nnses
absie il Uiy were wicertaln; The wesniteafer lndtoars a Sibntiteus
negative correlation belwezn_avaual;u time and omitted responses, As
time tncreased, :uu S5 seemed to construct responses rather than'omit
iteéms, The exposure to matex!’.‘a.l‘vnllblz produced a M.'gniﬁcm:\t nain

i L5 m .




" thi
- eontrol. conddtiof . but ‘they ‘were niot “stgnificancly different. from- uieli

_ather: - For the.mmber of ‘correct responses there were fo significant

‘gifferaces for the varlous. tine conditions.
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of | right Tesponses for cach varizble.

rong, responses” for 'u-:l{’ variablé




,one formal test everythree school days, not 1nt1uding subject. qudzzes

CGIAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

In many schoal studente bove the elementary level may be
\mwnt of formal iesting, often as mch as

subject:d to.a cnuid!z

m’ standardized uuts. This amount of testing ukes tima. The student

nust take:time aiay- “fron his class study to take the tests. The :eacher‘ g
must inun\lpt the mmucum\-x plan to find u.me to prep.lr! ndminiuer

and score these Instrusents. Since. the tests take uma. they shduld

afford the student an educationsl benefit 1in'return forthe time speat

taking examinations. Consequently, any factors that:reduce test valldity

should be identified; and corrected. ‘One commo testing practice that-
w2y be a.source of teit tavaliaity 1o the practice ot imposing arbi-" s 0

This study will fnves-

l:utily de:amh\ad :ﬂu 1imits on Exmin!t!on!.

~tlgl(e the” relationship hetieen imposed test tine linits and i!\ldentu

teac _performance When the' amoune of eosire te stulenta have to the *
dabeliat 15 it B -~ ol

. Unfortunately, the setting of time linits during testing “sessions

is often effected only for adsinistrative convenience, Gronbach (1949) -~ ("', |
noted: | - i, i ‘
Timed tésts are bften needed for adalnistratlve onven= | 7
dence, but when speed becomes a msjor element in determining' a

p:llm 8 score;, the score is likely mnot to repunenr_ his %
. Speed g3 1 clement in . o
achevesmt teats only when. spost 16 = objective of the.
course’ (p. 2 9
1 : ¢ ‘




” l

-, provide two kmds of 1nfarnl!lon' the degree/l:o vhich the ltudenz has -

Cattained crl.(e:inn performmce and the relftive ordering of individuals
‘in teras o thair test perfurmanu. i :ﬁmry, ind generally in pru(i:e,

most schosl tesdng has the former 4 an cbjectile. The latterds -

camed out at most stndamic levels of ten only to sstisiy -dmnmur.ue ¥

demands. The zelative ummng of mdivmus,my be lucumpliuh:d el

‘means  of elther a power test or a speed test-. | A pwer test 1ncludes .

queitidnd that- sanje! Freon stuple to'omplex. , '0n these m sdasured it 18

expectdd, thiv—a stulent vill correctly respond:oily to those questions
that dd hot exceed his abllity. A speed test Is based ipon” €hé'sesump-,

tion :hat response speed {5 a direct function o \Ebiluy n\eue-n‘uaaum

ivanl! time 1imits that Wil ‘llw studmu to complete Mffennl nu'mberl ¢

of tést uems i direct relation to telr ability. - Often a coubh\nticn
sathod 15 sfrived at by enubinxng both pover and speed methods to deter: .
llil\z relative pert’omanc: dlstxihuqons

The Question ‘of/the roles’ that ‘speed -and power play’in testing.
has. Long been, debaz - hround the £rat quarter'of this century nany

eiciabe e cuncemin; the effect of speeded, respondir’ upon

. .tést performance, and vhether Tpeed or power was the mst valid nethod

of deternining rel. 4iof task-related achicvenent. Early

su‘}e’af:{g..‘;uzd‘ found posftive r.oru‘lvatims batysss ‘speid and - povéc Tests: ..
Therefore it vas concluded that both eipds of testing vere valid nate
DRI B (Fréeman, 19285 Longstatt and Poreer, 1918; Ruch,;
1923) « g w1 ekt B '7 s

(uestions. aboit the relatfonship betveen ceatass el md
ikt svuainy. 1aal huve a1sb been debated. Vechsléx (19491955, ‘19;))1




have a ,quomn: of 0%.-

s
i
|

5 by the 1ncluslﬂn of the —:dsng s b:

dlxeczly xmpued thut :hg reupanse menuy nmcima uun vegy mple

Xeatnlng v{as ligniﬂcmtly x:lnzed to 1ru:elli;ence the mclusm vf 5

Sonus harks for 9um respnnul on o shas - LCEire s aait block dqu s

and cbj:ct -\mnbly auh:ew give (m‘nez unppot[ztn the nhs:r‘lution

‘tha; um:hsl:r s measure * 1nclud=s npe:d as a valld parn oi Ltask acl\ilve—

Jment. Simil.rly. many. of the, lcmdlrdized (eat:!.ng measul’:l used 1n the

schaals contain’ an eleent of speed . Fa! this

ment measures oo, Stef!vrd (1971) siggpsted “thit,a new Andic:tvx‘ be
added to achisvement feasies.  “He pioposid a speadednuu qoosie:t
«mm by dividing the total: number ni unuttenpud 1!:mu by 'the sui

:a:nx,of the mmbu uf qunlim\u nnnareq 1ncetﬂct!y, "thé numbn at

Laptempted but omitted and ithe number unamnp:e ‘A pure speed'tést

would Have £ speedediess quitieat of 100%while a'pure povek, tost would =

Several suudles have indicated: chat spled ts avalld 1ndex'0E

task .cmemm:, "knapp (1950) :dninisured a gros

© Bence test under Ip!Ed and poHaf cnnditionn to 8 Hexicgn lnd Amri:

sanple of adul tPmates. [The’ results i-ndiuud that Ss t:nded to msin:ahx

thzu rel.ﬂve voultlunu in the group \mdn bor.h aﬂmlnls:mcian

diiferent vetr', ﬂrxggs and J6hmaon (1942) mcoma the, tize; m:..:s -y ey

taok to’ qnmple:e 2 final ecim. They divided the ffnal pran papers tato, .

“ehién g groupl accorting seo the’ el uhen the sstideits ﬂmneu the wikam;

The s:udenu ulm submi tted :heir ‘plpers in the Hxlt and’ last thirds oi

the had hl[h:r scores cbun thase who lubnlzttsd W%,




Ld
In con;)rnst ‘other: ‘studies have cuncluded Lhat speed 1s not a. -

“valid index o acm‘e"b’emen: (Boag and Neud, 1962; Daly and “Stahmin,

1968; Kel\dull. 19643 Michael ‘and ichael, 1969; Mollenkopt, 1950, 19605

& r.uaqova, 19725 ‘Hesmnn,vl‘)éo Yates, 19665, b) These studies indicate
. v, i

:hn i acts as,.a detr] ‘to’ ac B . 3

n

- ollenkopf (1950) 1nv25tigating item pllcement under L:ed and -0 YL

. .

B pwer cdnditions, found thut N :
TSt

& e Those ‘who mofe often chiige r.hetr resporises: 48 any way oL T
- ; .Hhen given ‘added time tend to be individuals who work fast, S i
; (w7t and who'get, higher &cores ufidér. the. speed conditions. The

# i ch ges tend:tp better the scores for the faster mdmduau

more than for"the slow-ones, and tend to’ be'made in-the . ¥
. 1 ‘right, direction more oftéh by’ ﬁlgh-acoring than by lov-.. o
e e scoting students (p. 297). L

Bolg\and Nelld (1962), using a vacnbnlsry test, toind thag the average

high sq)wal studen: increased his. score #d often ‘changed hig relative D

sr.andlng when' addicmnal es ime vas given. ¢ ' o By

Ynzes (msa. b), in a mu. ok mdm: adminislered the, -

Prugreulve nacucu ‘and ‘an amhnem :m.. Both tests were adnffita-

e tered Hith An amlaunced iﬂtlial fllne limil uhich was- ex:endad it th& end

ofthe test. Yates nrgu:d ‘that when'the- Progussm Hutr{ce! ‘vas adan

1!ured' vith ccnventiﬂnll tine limlts it confmmded the level and apeed

ot 1ntel.1=|:tual orform o Fates d' the meuecxuu

: capncuy of ‘al small 5rﬂup o’ vezy  capdkle ‘stuliénts. . This ﬁmung was

v
[ = ~uunpoued by the" arl:hmuic uu uhicn vas r,enstructed h\ cycled. Thg'

1 eyeles: um ::peatlng sets of questions thich vere scoud as 1ndepe||denc

nnu N Jhgreforz the umbaL (of “sets Comylel’.ed did not. a!fac: the reuults
@




iy [hat :hexe w!te no slgniﬂcmt

% inur that ;distlngulshed ums

”.‘ '..'1

condmnns of speed and pover. may not be measuring the. sané behavior:

“The' sseument may become an expzessm o( spee rather. than a reilutti n

8t Knovledge, W g P

'['hz decr:ment 1n tesc perfamance pmduced hy the ut:mg of ©

tine umus m:y be of considemble nugni:ude. nuy and Stnhnunn (1968)

cam:].uded that, Lhe effeu on scores. of addxcianal testing mne for’

university students onthe. Cooperalivz English Test was of the same '

magni.l:ude as the mmuul English coirge. to Whilch they yere asaigned. 3

1evem{h grade maem. Che cmcluded nm thigre was fio’,

lnth Q

sl.gnlﬂcm‘c rel-luhnship betue:n te;t scores- ars

“the ‘amount

m cmplez he test.. xendan (196&) invesugated ap:uude testing..

‘nnung six.different zme nedsures on the. ansuer : sheets. He concluded

hips hebueen abulty ‘Level ‘and "

'che location of maxinal tine limits. In a revizw of ‘the Uterature

Hesmnn (1960) cancluded t[ut 1!:

ho scored high frmn ‘those 'vho‘scvxe;l
‘ 3 g

very Leele!

£ time !aken 2]




[

difficult_y*d_zh»reuponse sp'eed ’l'hey found that the less nble aubjects §

the same rate wlth eaey and diiﬁeult materials uhﬂa -

wurkad at: ahou

the more able subjgcr.s xespmded rapidly:to easy lrems and slov:ly to
dffficule 1tems. This‘ result 1mp11ed that themre able s\:bjeczs den
strated a greater degrze of eifici.ency chemby mcreasxng ti\a number, of

1lzms‘ which cou)d be a:tempted. Duh n, Osbuxn, and “1nick (

69) hypo-
zhesized that extra ptetest pract\k‘\z, extra testing time; and binations

of béth would ‘tnprove -the méntal abilititest perfornance of Negroes: more

than Ca\:gaaxan-‘ While suppor: for ehedr dlfferenttn hypvchesis Vas

mmed,- otk mzn sroys lignificantly .i.mproved their pufamme m g

a -gimilar degree as. nhe scandarﬂu became’ more lenient and pranm:e .

1 ;
: 1ncreased. :

When a time limil for 3 telcha! made l=st is set, flc(ors, such -

“ag: previuua educa:lonu exyerlence of” :he stnden:a, ammmt of exposure

to. l:he mxterial on uhich the usessmem’. is. buscd. and ammmt! cf time '

requxred by “the class on previqus teats a e quen‘ :onndered. Unfor_n.-

the rellr.ive i

,ta:in

a cenfmlnd].ng eff:cl:. “his’ poulbh cmsnund would be o pax




ln:erest to the counselor, as’ one who generally Sespinsible fo: m T Mt

selectlon, ddmin atio '.nndv n s vauety of uandax-dued

o' generauy use. :hg results of"

Since coutisel

' both teacher-mde .and séandardized tests. to ussisz students to mk: both .

‘and v 1 d s, the ebfect of tine Linits on’test

iy mance would- be. {nformation, of conal

zo both the

student and [he connselar.

were pouuluted. Flrs[' 1 chnt ‘epezmnn has beed Eo id " to be posmvely

Ss level of retention vould h: con:ralled by ‘the. umbe‘l of’ expuauru to

the :estnble materi-l. Cunuquently, ‘the utndy va:iahle wn operuziunally

- detined a8’ the mmher of exposures to the test\ehle mam-m e 1t was

: hypothesized :lm the)

‘is a dincr. posilive relauonship ber.u:en :hz

'amunt of s:ud} ant he numbet of. cnttec[ zespunses.

i\Set:olld, as nn:ed in’ zht above. review. of liter-ture. :he relur.ian-

phip batueen‘ :es[ cine umua anﬂ perfommce 15 a. cnnten:ioun isune. .

Thexefare. a null—fer

research hypo:hesiu uas postuhted thﬂ. chexe vas,

“no signiﬂcun: relar.innship betweem toral response la:ency and the number |

of cortect respvnuc




Th; design ua§ a randnmlzad can:ml—group pos[ r.es(. anly (sez

é&ﬂm grade for: this.

& s&venteen ‘classes Drade exgh was’ thmmo&vapp

material since the’ prngram of s:udles 1nc1uded Europenn geography. - Ench

, of the Aine- cliadbswas randomly nnsigned :u une of chu nine p =s1b1e

: ‘ntre‘i;‘tmentn uilhir;":he 3% (ac:prinl esin To, es:ablish jedual numb:xs

et subjec:s within' cells, zz subjec:s wete ranéomly sel d'irom each:

cell of t'he design fu: data annlyuis N

.?mblems ud Ptosgec[s.‘ The ma:erhl was suppl:menud uuh a sumary




Observation -

' Condition

sim_-: Test
/| Time-1 Class

“Class -
Clarke's * .0
Beach Elem. -

anc
High (2)

arbonear

High (2)

100..Students
‘for 40 Item

| shoze-Test -
.| Time-1'Class
um Test

Holy Trinicy
R. High; ‘.

Selection
Pretest .

Short Test l/§:. Pe:

Time~1 '%lul
| um Test




see m.pua’eﬁt'aunn,.

|

Afze& posure to the ties subj::ts were ‘asked

to respond c? a éet of completion quunm :oncenun; the sun. The

amount: of ;x- the

subjects had to Fespond to..the quuumu was: asmounced

to :né-pnn |to telu.ng. nmu-e intervals satgiod vere  theshort,

mediun and untu-ed imervah that vere determined by :he results of a

pretest described: below.

‘P11t Studies

A

" of the fxnu 1tem ma for the assessment. ’l‘hs pmeu for item

’sglzulon ll-ld a telt wean ol 6 61 and a variam:e of 29 9!

% Mdllrdlon Eomll 10 relhbility was 0. 6568. The ulec:ig'

con'ell(lm- The 1::- dﬂﬂ:ul:y mdiuud (he percentage of the pré:u:

sasple who raspunded corréctly to the uu. Since the qnel‘tlons in’ che

pretest proved to be very dlEﬂcuu ~with items rm;lng in dL(fxculr.y

b .0"to .615, At vas ne:esuary .to elac: the dastéat fteme- w0, “that a -

maximum. nudut of Ss'yould have an. oppurwni:y to reupond currec:ly. The

huerul :onel-uon is* :he coruhtmn ‘between: the duuu:e di.(tibutlon

and ‘wrong reupnnlu fu: uch ften and m continuous il

of ‘total correct Fesponses for, the. n:iu test. rhe itens with’

mgnuc positive comnuonn eith tha :mu test vere uleem'

‘uun test (lee *r-m 1), e me:-mcn.za.u,. fornula 20. reliab

2. - was. 0. 5690 fur r.he ﬂnll test..




- Pretest Difficulty Le
¢ of ‘Itefs'Sel.




“told this before beginning.  The longes




G e
7 CHAPTER'TIL

" RESULTS - . ;

Fg The correl 10:\ between these'va les were com




cated’the no éxposute condition:was sigaificantly’different from both  : -

“one’ and two exposure csndxmns'-u “the. .01 Xevé - e ‘exposure ‘was not

‘responses . znucaced no significant difference Eor :He ‘time variable (see

. compmsons dndicated :he candum\s of no exposures was significam:ly
Tdiffe:enc at 'the .01 level
The short :Lme lmn siid lhe untim d uonﬁ:ton were ugmn.cm:xy diffe:ent
“ th: sh
'g,n;emc:ion betvaen the' vatiables, expnsutg land_tine, for the wxnng"
: zesponses waq not signilicnnz (see Figure! 3)

~ences umun the expnsure variable (see Table 7) The Neumn-ueuls

) ficantly dumm; -: the 05 Level ‘frou’.one ‘and -two expnsure treqtmentu,

significaﬂtly ditfer The analysis for right

nt from tHO: exposures.

Table A)- ‘The interncuen hetueen the. variahles was'not significant for

the z'igh: :espunses'(see’?igur’e e iy | WS B gl E s 3

The ANOVA fur the umng “résponses 1ndica:ed signiflcant differ-

ences within the exposure vntinhle (sze Tabl 5).. Thes Neuman-l(euls

oin Lhac of hoch thu ot and tue, exyusm as

cundi[inns. The analyxts et wrong Tesponses also indicaced a signxf -

ant; dlffet:nce lm ;he mnln ;!fe:t £or the time varuble (qge Iable 6)

atthe 61 level. . The differences fatain ha nedifn timc Lnie ana bbth

and untimed cnnditlons uera not signifi ant.’ In additinn, the e

\ﬂ'he,ANOVA fur e onitted ‘(espnnses 1¢|d cated signiflcsﬂ: diffar-

‘indicated :he omitted quesuans fur zhe‘ no exposure [reatmen: were stgni—‘

One_. expouute was not signmcanuy dmeren' 'fmu two exposures.‘ rms

'malysis alﬂn 1nd1:ated a ligni'ﬁ:aﬂr_ main effecl: on ;he time vniable,

ul\timed and m:dium m uea menu at the J05:devel. ‘l'he nhnrt time










Sgilm-r-y ﬁn}ysis‘ of. Vaxtann'_ B y -
*. " “for Wrong, Resporises ’

‘sum of urong










& ram FA
; p o ul Sumary Analysis of Varhncl‘.
o b s BC G, M “For: mitted Responses

Source

A lexposures)
T B (tme)

Cead

Nedium Time "
oo

RN

" short Tine Ungdined:

0.0, "

2 Exposures™ . . 789.0"
Na Expusnre Wl

Sin nf OmitEed
Rebponises







vinveszlgitor. .Firs:, the" Pemun pmdu:t-mmcnt correla:!nn be:wezn :he -

wrong and ommed respanSES (-0. 3535 vas unexpec:edly\signlfican:. ‘The -

* result sugges[s Ss in the" shnrc :me condi 1nn :ended to, umz quumns

“tine mdmon vas .\n: sisnﬂicantly diifennt E:

’ condhinns, but ‘the -mmg T ‘pnnses undeT the'. shon time" :nndidqn {8

" often ccnstmcled 50’ that the S5 coild mpund rather am amu e ‘izem i

3 Ther:fox‘e, speed mly be a v-lidﬁdex of achievement 1n thal unlinited

.
I or erroneous’ nnsvet

CCUAPTER,IV ..

DISCUSSION .

The study. produced soveral, rdsults which are of interest :o" this.

cor:elauen hetueen mngs and’ oimitg Eor sﬁot[ tlme conamons was 20, 557 5

“For m:dium tine’ condltmns —o 299 and for unlimed cunditions 0.0, " This

3 While §s An’ Lhe unumd condmun mded o guess; en‘aneausly.

i

For the fxnal test, the' numbar nE umng !e!panses for the medium 7

\:he shurt ‘and intined- 1

were signiflcanl:ly 1wer than wen mnse for the untimed cand:.mn (966)

Since the’ aumber <z ight. does not :mge signiﬁcaﬂtly beeyeen. the tine

canditinns, the m.hm omitud <ha ged o nmm to the’ number vrong:

“Tne, nusber omuu 4 e tha shotc m;e wndicion (239) was, signlﬂcan(ly

dlfier:nr.v ir_ the madium (55) and. :he untmed unnditions (0 U) Tl\is'

s had note time) ‘etroneois ansuers were |’

prompts the :onclusion that a3

tesponse llmz, ackording to'the rbquits; Sathy facilitates the nnnstrnctlun

£ Ss werg pénalized inr £|\con’ect lnd/or aml[ted

ruponsal then “the unwunl af Kim Ss- have ‘\iill a(fen:t l:he tesultl.

Unumil:ed "bide allnws o ptndu:e many écroniegus baapdoaen and Afs
I ;




dlfferelice betveen the one and twa expnsure graups

. additional axp ure 'was not an effective

“v Neild 1962 Daly and Sx’.ahmalm, 1968

tespondlng to the questions did not dif(e( significmf,ly Eﬂr the ﬂght

Ne‘/—;;qnnllzed for ‘thiese then the unmned cenditxon Wi negatd ity
imc: the score: ‘1f énitted Tesponses are a basis of penalizatioh then
shurz ume limits wul nega:lvely affect” I’.he Ss resuns. ¥ /’

Second, the hyyo(llesis, that there was a direct _pos| uve '
relatmhship betizen the anount of. study and che “humber. of forgect i
respnnses. vas pareially supported by the dath.. The cogred

o\ respanses
«of the une “and LVD Expnsnre trcamem condl:ians were rign ﬂcantly x

dlfferent from the no Expasure ‘treatment condition.

. The $s Axpnsed

either.

¥ sigmficnnzly becter zhm did, the Ss Who, did not. sec the maurial hut

vere _tgsted - “However, " the xepented exposure fnlled to make a sxgnmcmc

: The, secmd exposiie

follcwed imzdhtuly dkrer the’girse ‘expasire md since the expasum

were {dentical ‘it wguld uppear the, close. proxinity: of ‘the expobures,

4 nllaued Very utrle Lhoughtfu] consideratwn ot the ma:erial, and/ox

g produced a 1ack of atten!.‘inn m the ucond exposure. su:h thnc, the!

reamen:.

For :he SuRbE of mmc responises ‘there were no significmt .

dlffg'ﬂl\ces Enr the, vnrivus tlme cﬂnditicnu This result ﬁupports the

‘second hyputhesis that there 15 no Mgniii:ant Xelationship between the

total uspnnse ‘latency md the numbu of cnnzct reqpnnsea “rhe lark aE

rela:innship was' n- Sppositioi to those who [ound speed a valid (ndex of

al:hlnvemen: (llriggs and. Julmsun, 1942; W‘!chslcr 1949 1955 1974) as

" well @ mse whio cuncluded that spcad is a ncsatlve index, (Boag nnd

g ullznknpf, 1960 " e, time spent

re!pbnaex. Thh! 1mp“=d the time 'allntted for ‘the ‘three condit‘ionl,

ce or'twice to the material upot which the -test as based. sored




shon, mpdiu‘m, nnd undmed, ucked the nevurity ioratiate dlstinctive 5

em:cs,' or that, the tes: wasso difficnlc tha( s were able to quickly : : 4

skip through :' o lesé, nomplete “thiad queitl s with a Mgh prabmu;y shl )

of responding correctly, then’ attempt o :nmplete the remaining auestions.

“With, this‘ strategy s wnuld not henefik from adduionax time because Lhe

agftseuley Jevel and recall ask would uuggest that here vuuld be a

1 limited c).am:e thut suhjec:s would be nble to re:au additlbnal currect

ansueu 1n the addiuonal '&nze .1 of umn evén though Lhey du make

‘addicional. ‘resporises.
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. raisé “£ood pricea as ‘ru;h'as :hose of :he Gernans oF Italians‘ 'Noxweglans

. 'that ptoduces enquh £ood for 15 milli

- EUROPE‘S COMMON NARKET: PROBLENS "AND PROSPECTS

:nm.mon marke: is a Jnint venture by two or ‘mote nations

“designéd m st tmlled ecente) érovth by, eliminating trade tariffs, | In

1957 France, Itnly, West Germany, Belgi\m, the Nethatla]\ds and

¥ Luxcmbcurg iomud the Couwwn‘l‘larker.. Three new members; Britain, Denmark

* and lreland juinml later. . Since.the. total pop\l\ntion 1s now ESD mi.llion

the Cummon }hrk t wu:h its greak Am:ernnl market is now :he stwnges:

Lradlng fdrce on :nrth Bk g T e Y R

_movement of ‘both vorker md mncy. g ', i

The Btizlsh had [ joln hel:ause ﬂf econumlc prnblems at home.

Some ucrkers fell tha: the compe:iuon nlgh: cost them their jobs or

votes .gm\nsz ‘Joining’ Because they feic that thelr - nmam intetests

may have lo take second place to lhe Caumon Harkel: lnterests‘, Each

cnum;:y mac jginnd braugh: some(l\lng. Bri:ain brnught 1ndusrru1 and

s:iar\ti“: ‘skills €o. the nﬁrke:. Denn\ark brought. an ﬂgncul:utal induury

pevple. £ v

Fram:e vas :he Madet in the pasl’. but Eritain ls expected .to

play 2 pajar role, now, Gamany will pxubably ol m balance of pbwer.

wfin My In spi(l: of the £act: thiat, :he Commun Harket: 15 developxng as an

¢ =concm1c .uperpnver ench cmmtky 1s hlvtng intemal ;mhlems. Fra.ncz

e'bed .usad as ieuers

chies are ‘beconing.'c C her rtvers

 vhich, ate’ pouuung her coam, and her vorkers cnﬂ.l.?m of duu johu. b




lmmmu r. e llthe ‘of :I\a E-m:pem nmnmny. ﬂmlng nn;mnuu u
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The 'six countries which first formed ‘thé Common’ Matket were -

The ‘endarged Conmon’ Markkt a

EUROPE'S - COMMON MARKET

‘The: Common: Market .1s"a fo{nt venture'by two or morg ations; designed

to

p . S o

4€d three members. These were
S oy

f E
ommon Market hake the *

PR AT : t_tndlng ‘torée of carch,




2,

13.

\z.'

TS

16:

"18!

'22.

refused?

: rale1 ok

 haveto mke

Vinich couptr:

count! y of the Comon Market.

umch of ithe . neu cou trics to,

The balince, Of power 15 expected:

mor Narket :oumms fias intemal, p[ubl!ms.

Frince”
Sy




i)

~

6.

~

7.

N

8.

B
.

*,35¢

"% higher wages they have'to pay.

> - s 5 e P H
. 7, A
Some ‘Fréncimen complain because office and factory jobs are PN

!
i

Italy’s spectatular economic growth s hampered by

‘Britain is struggling with her, own mini-Vietnam i

Bésu:s civil strifa Britain alsn has,_

problems singe she has received ofie

million immigrants; : ‘_ ER o, G N

The rate of in€lation in most hurope.‘m coun[ri;s &5

than in Lhe Uniced Staces; - \- oo g |

l.udvlg Erhard a:am that . the e mgs, € kst and uncexninty

Labout all aspects of social ‘life 1s largeldeue to' the bmmv'

destructive e(facti of grwing

! Whén vages ‘are raised 3 Cin turn

to ahsorb the cost of the

is : Frenchman known "

as’'the father of the European communjity.

The, ConmonNarket has no’défense’ policy. It relie

-

[Bestdes' lack of ‘a defonse policy, thé search for political unityis




e Comon Market headquarters ate:located in

The, Common Mé\rkel'ls’q\ikely ‘to ‘remain mainly.for __:___._..b..
i SR ey

My action: by the Common-Market ‘requires. .

Instead of ‘beconing an United States of Europs,. the Common Market

-will probably remain a™« ' - s . o
mion Market countZies are afraid of losing. " L

» 1€ . thie “Comon Maket.
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