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required huropeans, according to U.,5, policy, to deal with
the situation themselves,

similarly, the public at large regarded the Schuman
preposal as an zuropesa affair to be encouraged from afar
but not participated in. It involved no new regulations
for U.o, industry, no tzansfer of U.,i. sovereignty teo supra-
national authority, and no change of policy toward a former
enemy nation, Cemsequently, inter:st in the Plan was detached
and remote as compared with that generated in the aix
RBuropean countries cencersed. Further, because the United
atates did not participate directly or officially in the
drafting of the X(5C Treaty, little .r no oppertunity was
piven to representatives of U.3, special interests who might
have seught to altzr the Plan. Neverstheless, general intereat
was wideapread among Americans in pub:lic life, in organizations,
and in business and industry. S3cores of epimions were generated
in responss to the proposal and, undoubtedly, some of them
reached the megotiators at Paris,

It serves littie purpose to preseat American attitudes
toward the dchuman Plan chronologicelly. ihe highli hts
of the 1950=32 perlod--preposal, siznature, sad ratificatione-
implied no steps to be taken by the United States, and de
not, therefore, pr vide a dreskdown into different spheres of
activity, Rather, the interest taken in the negotiations
leading to the establishment of the i 5C fluctuated in
relation to other problems facing the United Htates in these
years: on the foreign scens, primarilv the outbrea: and

conduct of the Kerean war; in the domestic field, the 1952



election campaign, On the whole, howewer, there was a
genuing hope that the Buropean vitality demonstrated by the
Schuman projpossl would generate the beginning of real
Buropean unity, ihe reception which it was accorded in
the United States, both public and private, was therefure,

ganerally favorable, even enthusiastic,

IFFICTAL Coomla. NT

The Exacutive Sranch

The ammouncement of the Schuman proposal onm ka, 9, 1950
reportedly caupht American officials entirely by surpeise, btut
full supmrt; both then and throuzhout the course of negotiations
that led to the beginning of eperations by the High Authority
on August 10, 1932, was soon fortheoming,

President Harry 5. Truman issued s statement on May 19,
1950, weleoming the Pisn and pralsing its ai.s. He
restated his support in Jjune and Novembter of that year,
lent further support to it in a comaunique issued after “.éf‘
held with Rene Pleven in January 1951, “%MMW the

vy To
gontinuation of aid to Burepe in 1953, pahm out—the

avd ta o Lravaie
economic progress siready msde in Gurope, pertiy-by-—the
Schuman Plan which would goon *nter into effect.

Secretary of o>tate l'ean Acheson, who appears to have
been informed of the Plam on May 8, 1950, praised it after
its samouncement, pending further study for a final judgement,
at the conferange of Western foreiga ministers taking place
in London in Hay, 1950, le again supported it in s speech

to Congreas after his return, seeing in it & move which
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would strengthen HZurope, He restated his support in the

face of rejection of the Plan by the Sritish Labor Parsy,

amd hoped for its satisfact ry embodiment in a draft treaty
shortly before this draft was initialed iu March, 1951, e
subsequently weicomed its initialing, snd gave praise to
Robart schuman ss the originstor of the Plan, During the 1951
Senate hearings en foveign aid, the Secretary supported the
Pian as & great atep forward, and joined with the british

and French foreign ministers in recognizing it as a step to
Buropean unity snd gtrength after a meeting in September, 1951,
as wall as at & later meeting in Paris, lis hailed irench as
well as German ratification as great steps forward, again
stressed before the Senate the progress made inm Hurope
through the Plan during the 1932 hearings on the foreign

aid program, and wmelconed the BCSCU after its eatry im force
in August, 1952 with a pledge of American support,

The Schuman proposal fousd other support from the
State Degpartment through an article by Acting secretary
James E, #ebb and through two publications: An Auslysis of
ibe Schuman Plen, and Undegstanding the Schuman Plan, all
of which considered it a bold move,

KCA

Jificials of the A were also strong in their suppert.
Averell Harriman, Special Ambassador for the Marshall Plan
andt later Mutual security Pirector, testified during House of

Reprzsentatives Committes hearings on foreigm aid in june, 1950
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that the schuman proposal sided the aim of Eure: ean intzgration
pursued under the Huropean Recovery Program (ERP) and should
be given American support, evenm if éritain d4id not join, Jie
slse stressed its importance in promoting iranco-ierman
co-operation, He repeated his support for the Ylam before
the senata shortly afterwards. In connsction with the third
anniverssry of the SCA in 1951, he praised the lsadersghip
in Buropean integration taken by M, schuman. During the
foraign aid hearings of 1952, he again landed the Flan for
the expanded production which he expected to result from it,
and for the break-down of trade barriers which it would
promote.

ECA Administrator Paul !lnffran gave his immediste
suprors to the “lan aftar its aanouncesent., Together with
his aides he spplsuded its features of expanding productlon
and eliminating trade barriers as well as teraninating the
policy of econcmic restricticons impoged on Germany. He
recormended U,5, support of the Plan before senate hearings
on foreign aid and found encouregi:ng the prospects of Bure;ean
sconomic integration deriving from {t,

. Jther ECA officisis also comnented in favor of the Pisn
expressing Lelisf that its implemantatinon, rather than veraan
rearmament, should be the s»ain sim of U,é, policy in Europe,
though further steps toward duropean integraticn were simultan-
sously deasnded by the A, EBCA Administrator #illiam C.
Joster found the Plan encouraging, and discounted feara that
it might become a cartel. lhe acting special representative

of the ECA in Paris, Paul R, Porter, called for Amsrican aid



to the BLSC {n November, 19051, stressing the need {or European

iﬁ‘ﬁ‘f ation.

Congress

Members of both houses of the U.S, Congress expressed
support of the Schwmen propostl, asong them influential men
of varied political beliafs and party afiiliation such ae
Jenstors j. 8illiam Fulbright, DVemccrat, Arkansas; Henry
Cabiot Lodge, jr., Republican, *assachusetts; william £, Jemmer,
Republican, indianaj Pag deCarrau, Kepublican, Nevada; Jjohn
Co Stennis, Democrat, Mississippi; john L, isllan, Democrat,
Arkansas; istes Kefauver, Demoerat, lennessee; a:d Tom’Connally,
DPemacrat, laxas, Represantatives Christian A, ferter, Republican,
Massachusetts; john W, #cCornmack, Repulticam, Hassachusettsg
ad Franeis Case, Repudblican, South Dakota, Lhey hailed the
Flan primarily for its contributicn to Surepean strangth
through integration and to Franco-verman conciliation, finding
it generally in 1ine with the aiuns of U,3, policy in and
U3, aid to Hurope. Ihe Congressmen called for Amaricas
supyort of the Plan whilie it was in process of deiug negotiated,
but recommended xlso vigllance to ascertain that it wonld
sucourage frae coupeuttan,ut low"'cm;t.s and prohibit cartels
and protective measutes., They found the Plan & step toward
bresking down natio:al economic barriers, & sove which had
been recosmwended in general terms by the joint Committee on
Foreign lconmmic Co-oparstion early 'n 1950, and they believed
buropean economic integration te bs essential for insuring

lasting effects of HERP aid to Europe. They saw in the Schuman
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proposal a slight pessiblliity for di inishing Burupean need
fur Americsn assistance, as well as 2 means to terminate the
dismantling of Termen industry. TIhey supported, howsver, the
contimmed decartelization of the German cosl and steel
industries, and in this connection criticized the efforts of
Anerican lawyers who represented Uermwan industrial interests
in search of elimination of the dscarselisation features of
the Plan, Criticism of the sritish attitude toward the Flan
was 2t tines 80 heated that the suspension of aid to Briteim
was considered by some as a seasure of censure, but this
view lacked sufficient suppors. Congress r gretted the delays
in ratification of the ¥ 3C Ireaty, and belisved this should
be takean inte cousideration in formulating further aid
prograns for Eurepe.

Iwo opponents of the ichuman Plan in Congress, Repressntative
George ., Sadowski, 'emocrat, Michizan and semator James &,
Hurray, "emocrat, sontana, concentrated their criticism on the
danger of lLerman economic espansion and expleitation of the
Plan for German interests, citing material prepsred by the

Society for the Prevention of worid war IlI.

wensral

Comignts by American of ficials and ex-officials in gecesal
were entirely faverabie, as reporied freguantly in the press.
They endorsed U.3, aupport for the Plan’s implementatica, and
taised the iasue of possitle U,5, aid to the ECaC while it was

stiil in the early stages of negotiation, though making this
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contingeut on the community's prowotion of free competition
and expanded production. 7There was less criticism than regret
about the iUritiah opposition to entry into the Plan among
American officialdom, hut support for conclusion of the ECHC
treaty even without Sritaia was prevaient, and even the belief
that greater progress could be achieved in the absence of
Socialist Sritain was voiced occasionally,

'rominent Americans whe expressed their individual
support of the Plan included Governor Thomas B, Dewsy of
New York, formey Supreme Uourt Jjustice Owsn J. Roberts,
General George C, Warshall, Gensral Lucius Clay, Semator
Paul Douglas, Uemocrat of lllincis, Ambassador Chester
Howles, Pr. J. Robert Jppeaheimer, Allen W, Dulles and
veneral Alfred uruenther,

Throughout the course of the negotiatious, the United
Statas voiced its approval of steps taken: the begimning
of megotiations; the initialing of the draft treaty; the
signing of the treaty; its ratification by the wember countiries
and, lastly, its entry inte feorce. Puring the iestern foreigs
miniaters® conference in Washingten in 3eptember 19351, the
United States welcomed the Schuman Plan and other signs of
progress toward luropesn unity; this opinion was echoed in
statements of Congressnen sod of ficials in and out of Waghingtoa,
Hopes for British co-operation, if pot participatisn, rose
with the return to power of the Counservative Party. ihe

view that the Plam might not have come sbout without American



suprort and infleence on its development was 2xpressed
upon occasion. The Democratic Party platform formulated
in june 1953 not only stated support for the Plan's eacly
inplarentation, but also exiressed pride in the part that
had Leen played in its development by the Unised Jtates

and promised further assistance.

AMERICAN C NIRIDUTE N
Govermment Attitudes and Activity

It should ba recalled that all comment on part of U3,
Government leaders, of the Department of state and heads of
speclalized agencies, of political parties, and Cougress
and, lastly, of prominent fizures inm American pudblic lifs,
was Rade as bystandars on a policy adopted by foreign natioms,
inasauch as ne ther ofiicials nor legislators were called
upon to pass on a new foreign policy or te accept a new treaty.
The iantarest taken in the Plan, however, was indicated oot
only by frequent official statements but alao by the fact
that the text of the schuman proposal snd sany articles
referring to it were read into the Congressicmal Record
together with the statements of the Congressmen,

Behind the scenes, however, considersble American
activity concerning the Arafting =f the EC5C Treaty was
earried on both in the De artoent of state in Waghington,
and at the scane of negotiatiens in Europe,

By 1950, tve State Pepartmant, it is understood, had

come to the realization that further progress toward
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European integratiso would be unlikely if it depended upon
the participation of britain. 7The Lepartment wished to
encourage the cleasr association of the dnropean states,

and though hesitant to press for integration of the contie
nsatal states in the absance of Lritain, it proved ready to
support the Buropean initiative, taken dy %, Schuman, Features
presented by the Plan that were novel to American thinking
included the Plan's supranationsiism, the concept of limited
integration in two major economic sectors, and its inclusiom
of Germany as sz equal. 7The work conducted by Raymend Veruon
of the stats Departmsent dealt mainly with the anti-trust
provisions te be duilt ixnio the trzaty and waivers the E(aC
would require from the General Agreement on Tariffs and

Tracde (GATT) and the JGEC to permit the establishaent of the
Community., The Departmeat concentrated om anti-cartel aspects
because it wished to dispal the populsr view that the HCoC
might become a cartel and becsuse it recugnized =many of the
resl provlems in dealing with cartel agreements., LThe atate
bDepartment had become aporehensive of the European cartel
tradition since the war and knew, from American experience

in vermany, the complexities of the issue. In addision, the
lgpariment was interested in the avoidance of dirigiste
tendancies in the High Authority, with the adoption of a
democratic assenbly (or the ECSC, and with the eventual
emergence of European federalism out of the institutional

exper ience of the Comrunity,
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No official United States observer was sent to the
negotiations on the Schuman Flan but the Department of state
in june 1950 sent its good wishes for success of the negotiations
and stated that it would be kept informed on the course of
negotiations by its embassy in Yaris. Wiliism Diebold wrote
in Foreign Affsirg that though there would be no official
Auerican intervention in the negotistions, Americaas would
sdvise on drafting the treaty., Ihe advice was sought by
Jean jonnet, primariiy cn technical matters related to the
establishment of a large federal macket. Drawing om
hmerican experience with such a market, United States
representatives anconraged the formation of a communisy
which would be neither restrictive mor preferentianl. ihey
aimed at the creation of & real -osmon market which, by
enhancing competition and efficiency, would lead to increased
wultilateral trade uot only within the Comaunity, wut alse
between the Community amdd the rest of the world, thus
iucreasing the volume of world-wide free trade, In support
of breaking down trade restzictions, U,%, advice dealt
with treaty provisions that w.uld reguiate cartsis and other
conspirdcies im vestraint of trade.

‘0 the organizational side, American contribution was
indirect, The ides of eatablighing a court for the ECsC
cane from Euroesn negotiators. It is true that the United
$tates Supreme Court, with its practice of judicial review

presented itself ag a model butl the Court’s powers werse
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were altered to seet Luropean needs and practice, with
regard to the regulatory powers of the BC.C, aga'n there were
models for their gonduct in the United 3tates, for instance
the interstate Commerce Coumission's role and scope were
closely studied.

The primary channel for co-operation between the
linited 3tates aud the prospactive mewbers of the HCSC was
the United States Embassy in Paris. David KB, Bruce, U.5,
Aubassador to France in 1950-32, later Under secresary of
state, was said to hawe been one of the first Amsricans to
realize the imvortance of the 3chuman proposal and 3o
encourage Frasce to pursue the policy it envisaged., The
suppert he lent t- the Plan as a atep to hkuropeanm unity
was considered to have been essentisl for the successful
conclusion of the negotiations. In the course of fereigm
ald hearings in 1953, Bruce lauded the Plan's anti-cartel
gapects, its encoursgsment to free enterprise, ecompetition,
end expanding production, and the surrender of soveriegnty
contemplated i1y its membors, Assisting the Ambassador
in following the couras of the negotiations was killiam
Tomlinson, represestative of the U,», Tressury Departiment
in Paris who, served as liaison officer between Bruce and
duropeans cerducting the negotiatinis. Tomliinson was
joined by 8.8.k., Tiamons, sssistent to the head of iCA in
France, General llenry Parkman.

in gexmany, still under Allied oceupation, L.3,. High
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Commissioner Johm J, McCloy gave his early endorsement of
the Plan, especially in view of its contriiution te
nininizing Prench fear of Germany. He supperted uerman
suality within the Plam and took an active part is winmiog
support for it among its German critics. Asmerican officials
under iecCloy acted as go-betwesns in the talks on the Plan
a8 they affected the decarteiizati.n und deconcentzation of
Uprman induatry. Ia this sphere, YcCloy had the assistance
of the legal counssl of the U,», High Commission, Rodert
bowie, and of his assistant, Sidney Willner who wers regarded
as suthorigties on the decartelization law premuigated by

the Allies in Yermany., I policy they followed was to
conglude the reorgsaization of German imdustry defore
implementation of the Treaty, and to seek the conditions for
the elimination of the Iaternational Authority for the Rubr
(IAR) which they thought would be incompstibvle with the ECSC,
Through its wesberghip in the IAR, the Unfted >tates pressed
for the anti-cartel msasures of the treaty, not wishing to
reverse the occupation policy but striving to give Germany

a volce in its future course.

The sfforts to obtain Usrmsn aceeptance of this policy
at first met with little success. ¥The U.3, High Commission
was particularly concerned over the delay in Uerman aprroval
of the Plan causad by the acsivities of RoLert Pattersos, s
former US, Secretary for war who, acting as a private

lawyer, pressed the intetests of Lerman stock-holders
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opposed to decartelizatiun, .y Harch 1951, howver, ¥c(loy
was able to resdh agreement with Chancellor Konrad Adenaver
on decartelization and the dissolution of the ceniral Lerasn
Coal sales Agency, thus elsaring the way to progress with
the Plan, #cCloy schieved further success toward obtaining
German supports for the Plan through talis to erman
industrialists. Time Magazine reported that American pressure
kapt the talks going in fage of criticism by Ruhr industrialists
and made nossible final agreement on the ECSC Yresty. As
Ugrmany began consideration of the signed treaty document,
MeCloy apoke to rafute German charges to the effect that
uneaployment and ecomomic restrictions would result from the
Flan, stressiug the economis benefits to wermuany which would
foliow its implementation, ohortly before ratification in
Uermany, ¥¢Cloy joined with the british aud Prench High
Conmigsioners in pressing for speedy action,

n & different level, American support came from a
lswyer and g soldier, Uegorge %, tall, a ¥sghinugton lawyer
who had been invited by Jjean Monnet to be a coasultant to
the French “overmment ca the development of the treaty,
wrote in ¥he keporter and spoke on the Unlversity of Chicage
Round Table, a radio program, in support ef the Schuman
propossl. He hailed both the economic aspects and the
political goals of the Pian., He defended the Flan, on the
economnic level, against charges of Socialiim and cartelization,

and particularly praised the politicsl aspects, Fraungee
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verman conciliation, integration, and supranstionslism,

The soldier, veneral Pwight D, Lisenhower, called for
a final degision on the Plan as a move te European unity ia
an address before the North Atlantic ITreaty Council at the
close of 1951. In his anmusl report to the North Atlantic
Treaty Jrganization (MAT)) {n April 1952, he stressed the
European strength which weuld follow from unity and, tefore
leaving Eurepe to seek the presidential nominstion im 1952,
stated that he would continue to support all assasures for
BRuropean integration, imcluding the Schuman Plan,

Labor and Susiness

‘hitside the United 3tates Gowroment, the reception
sccarded the Schuman Plan, though primarily also faverabls,
was less onthusisstic particularly in the quarters of labor
and business.

The American Federatio: of Labor (A of L) endorsed the
Plan st its 1930 convention, but elsewhere Gualified this
suppors making it contiogent on the develepment of verman
democracy and of France-ierman co-operation, aud on the
prohibition of cartals. The Congress of Industrial Organe
ization (CI7) woiced its interest in the rational economic
organization envisaged by the Plam, but a resetatica sssed
at its 1930 convention alse expressed concerm about ths cartel
issve. The program of the International Ladies Usrment
Morkers Uniom similarly andorsed the Plan, provided it did mot

lead to cartelization,
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In business quarters, slsgivings about the posaibility
of creating a super<cartel under the Schuman proposai were
even greater, Ihe fationsl Association of samufacturers
(NAM), for example, called for msasiures which would prevent
such a developuent, and rmde various suggestions on safe-
guardiug economic freedoms which, if carried out, would
Pormit Zuropeas economic integration in a form which would
win the support of the NAM, It particularly emphssized the
need for "free compesition™., The Internatinnal Chesber of
Commerce requested a mumber of changes in the Plan which
would bs more in the interest of business and which weuld
protect free euterpriee. ia) Fin
Chroniclg publisbed two articles hi:hly critical of
monopolistic feat.res seen im the Plan, snd of U.d>, support
for its development. Une was by seichior Palyi{, the other by
Theodor M, Vogelstein, an Americam citizen and former German
banker,

Jf the two industriss most comcerned, the Ausrican
coal industry initimlly was yeseraily favorsble to the Schuman
propoial, whiie the stesl industry produced the greatest
critic of the Fian, Clarence B, Randall, president of the
Inland Jteel Corporation. Though he endorsed the idesl of
European integration, #r, Randall attacked the Flan im the
strongest terms ag s sacrifice of industrial interests to
political gosls, a8 an embodiment of the features of a
cartel, as s limitation of free competition by means which

would be lwperanissible in the United itates, and as an
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avemie to >ocialism, He cherged that it represented uadesirable
gegulation by puilic suthority and was an organization which
would be umable to overcome the lack of competitive apirit

in Buropean industry which he considered to bLe the crux of

the diffieculty of European economic progress,

Thete were, however, also supporters of the Plan among
business interests. included im 2 iist of 118 subscrivers
to a favorable message seut by the American Committee on
Uni{ted Lureope, a private organization in Vew York, were &
number of business leaders. Exporters asd interaational
traders ware quoted as saying they expected an increase in
U.S, trade through a grest:r volume of world trade which

would follow the creation of the ECLC,

The Carsel lassue

The cartel issue deserves apecisl consideration
because it, particularly, agitated the Amsrican public,
Fears leat the Schuman Flan ,ive rise to a new intermatiomal
cartel arogse aleo inm circles not connected with business.
A astrong attack by Henry Hazlitt on the statist, buresucratic,
regulatory, cartelist features of the Plan appeared ia
Neuaweek majezine; Ihe saturday Bveming ogt, popular
conservative weekly magazine, saw in it & revival of
European cartels and a3 French device to protect herseif
sgainat competition; Charles j. Walsh, professor of economics

at Fordham University, a Catholic institution, predicted dire
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rasults srom the Plan which w::1d establish a cartel; a
ietier to the editor of The Hey York limes in May 1951
foressw unemployment, fallure te achieve European uaity,
and strangthening of conservative, capitalist, clerical
forces in a supercartel dominated oy tarmany,

Ro: ert 3, Marcus of the World Jewish Congress expressed
fears lest the Schuman Plan develop not only into a cartel,
but aid the resurgencs of Gexman industrial power and
rearnaaent; Jesn Pajus wrote in the New Rgpubtlic, a liveral
bi-weckly journal of opinion, that the international cartal
to be created under the Plan would mainly benefit Germany,
where industrial powar in the Rulr was agsin held by the
Nasi magnates; The Jociety for the Prevention of World war
1T warned primarily against the dangerous rebirth of
German heavy industry,

Lass concernsd about the Plan's danger as s cartel, yet
not wholly enthusiasstic, were other writerg: Wslter dulzbach,
believed that it would lead neither to fres competition nor
to & cartel -- nar to Ewropesn integration, Willism H,
Chartener, an exprrt on cartels, was mors cencerned about
the pussibility that plamning in the E3C smight proteet
inefficiency then nont the fears that the Community would
develop into a gartel,

Thare was, however, no dearth of critics of those
who fenred cartelization im the ECSC, ihe € 1, &

iiberal Catholic wagasine, laghed cut asgainet the isterests
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tepresented by the sxall street Jjoursal, which had called

the Plan a cartel, and stressed the economic expangion which
would result from the Plan and the political Lenefits it would
bring. lusiness “eek magazine warmly supported the Schuman
proposal adding tuat Awericsn svapathy, ald, and prodding teo
ensure free competition would be necessary to forestall a
development toward cartelization, HNewgweek macazine likewise
discounted the danger, aid pointed to the free enterprise
features embodied in the Flan and supported by its originstors.
#ajor eneral #illias J. Donoven, who had headed the
Office of Strategic Services (n3) during World war 1I,
addressed hinself spacifically to Clarence #Randall, contending
that the 8CHC would bg & blow to monopoly and would conteibute
to pesce and Eurojean strength, He found that the Plan would
not, as asserted by Rasdail, lead to the sstablishment of
cartels or to socislism, Dut to a free enterprise system which
could uat exist without it, He went further, saying that the
Plan provided the enly pragtical approach to the utilization
of verman industry. Thesdore ¥, Schuits. professotr of
economics at the Univeraity of Chicago, sxpressed skepticism
concerning the Plan’s ability to break down all ¢conomic

restriction, Lut he, too, believed it would aid that emd,

Infoemed Upinien
driters in the lesrned journals gemeraily supported the
¥lan sad concentrated on what it would do for Huropeas sconomic

and political integration and for ecenomic prograss. Faul
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Alpert, a writer on Surepsan ecomonic history, thought the
schuman Plan wet the need for Suropesn ecomomic iutegrationg
Willism Diebeld, Jr. of she Council on Foreign Relations added
to this some apeculation sz to the effects, both econonic

and political, of iimited integration; iloward v, vary of the
Foreign Policy Association issued & study of difficulties whiech
had to be mst in its implementation. John A, sckesson, a
nenber of the U.5. Department of 3tate writing ia & private
capacity, praised the Plan for ita promotion of higher
standards of living avd of France<ieramn co-operation, and

foumd that it would tie Lermany. te the Weat rather than permit
the formation of a third force in Surope, William H, Chertener
quoted Clarence Strait, proponent of wWorld Federal and Atlantic
Union, as critical of the Plam because it would prevent the
wider union to which he aspired, while streit's collzagus, Zuth
Lawson, writing on this issue, found it to be more 1ikely te
lead to integration than a loese organiszation such as the Couneil
of Lurope. The editors of the Asarican Josrnsl of Imternational

Law <ealt not only with the :.ew departure in French foseigam

policy which sou,ht co~gperation with Uerkany instead of
aliiances against her, Hans J. Morgenthan, professcr of
political science at the Uaiverfity of Chicage, speaking on ’
the University of Chicago Round Tatle, enphasized the political
ratber than the economic aspects of the Plam and the new

Frepch policy of co-eperation with Germany, Is ancther sddress
he expanded on the new French policy of offsetting Serman

power through co-operation in » pood, and praised the functional
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approach to HEuropesn unity, The Plan was descrited Ly Vera H,
Dean of the Foreigm Policy Association as a form of ireneh
insurance against the possiiility that verman revival might
again becone dangerous to France,

Congidering the Schuman Plan in relation to United States
policy, willlam N, Parker saw the Plan as a gaiu for American
policy in bLurope aince it =sde possible French acceptance of ¢
Geraan gaarmanent without a sscurity guarantee, though he
doubted that the ecouomic effects of the ECoC would be as
great as its political apper}l, T,H, ¥hite, journalist and
author of Fire in the Aahes, fousd it a soluticoam to the Rubr
problem, though he had stressed thie need to prevent its development
into a eartel. Percy wWimner wrote in the New Republic that
the Schuman propossl had led to Anerican understanding of the
fact that duropeam political policy was as iaportant as Awmerican
econonic policy in promoting kuropaan imtegration,

Among influential private American organizations, the
dchuman Flan on the whole found warm supjgort, Ibe Kotarian,
and the Mew York bar Agsociation, for exazple, cane out in its
favor, ' the other hand, Jases Fimucane, Associate secretary
of the satiomal Councii for Prevention of &ar, pointed out
the Flan's shortcomings in relation to the American goal of a

seunited Germany, ‘

Hagasines and Press

Reaching s much wider section of the American public, it
is the attitude of these organs which did nost to formulate
American opinion on the Schuman Plan, ihe American newanagazines

all supported the Schuman propngal, pri-arily for its promotion


collsvs
Text Box


«iSe

of huropesn political smd eccnomie integration, Pramco~dsraan
conciliation, scomomac progress, Lvssible expension to (ields
other than coal and gstesl, and the preservation of European

peace., Dusinesy veek added to these the hope that the Flan

would agke lese U.5, sid necessary, and it, like Ngwsweek,
diseounted the dangers of cartelization under the ¥lan., IXimp

did not see a danger of a neutral third force growing >ut of

the Plan; U,5, MNews sud sorid Reuorg did not foresee any
sdverse effect on Averican trade. hile Business “pek called

for U.>, support, L1img went ss far as suggesting that Umited
dtates pressure be exerted to ensure success ia the megotiatiocus,

Jcher weeklies held similar viewst The Christisa Centucy,

a liberal Protestant publication, alsc belisved Aserican pressure
to be necessary; lhe C.tholdd liberal jourmsl, fhe Commomwesl,
emphasized the benefits of ecomomic integraticon, whieh might

spread to other fields, in preventing ruimvus competition and
elininating nstional rivalries im the movement toward politieal
union, Life saw political stability and Franco-German co-operation
io the process of integration; Fortuwe was evidently divided im
its opinien: while its editorials sraised the Plan for establighing
2 Buropesn cowmmity, William 5. Sehimm of the Fortupg editorial
board wrote that the Plan would ereate a cartel, eonstituting
Auropean integration at toe hiih a price, aod criticized U.s.

pol ey for being willing to pay this price instesd of se2king a
form of intsgraiion which would safeguard free competitics., Hoth
fhe Mation, a left-wing jourmal, and the New Kepubliig were edit-

orially skeptical; the former called the Plam mercly an experiment,
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the istter feared it mipght bec ome a cartel, though is the abseme
of this develoment believed it would Le to the yood,

The daily press was even mors wholg<hearted im its suppers.
Large independent papers such as the Christiam ocience Honiter,
the Cleveland Plxin Uealer, the Louigville (Ky.) Courier-
Journsl, the Ngw Tork Heraid Tribune, the New York limss,
the 3%, Loy.p Post-ligpuateh, and the dpghington Pugt supported

it for a variety of reasons, Iine ann-uncement of the Schuman

propogsal was widely hailed as a step to integration for
economi€ progress, to Freachebgrman co-operation and European
unity, strength and freedom. It was seen also as a move
toward settlement of the German problem by tying Germany to
the west, its political sicnificance was givea more weight
than its sconumic aspects. It was gonersily belleved that

the Plan would not davelap into a cartei, but Juring the course
of the nagot:atiuvns the hope thut the rowers of the iigh
Authority be curbed, and democratic control ensured, was
frequentliy expressed. There was at first unessiness about

the British position, iut discoura.ement ovver rejection of the
Plan ;ave way to strong criticism of the British Labor Farty,
the bellef that nregotiatiods shouid continue regardleas, and
the hope that dritain would eventually be willing te join the
ECSC, American support for the Plan was generaliy recom-
mended in the interest of arriving at agreement un the Flan,
promoting free coapetitism and speedirg Eurooesn abllity

for defense. Fear was expressad lest Amcrican droachi: g of
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the subject of Lerman rearnament disrupt the negotiations on
the bchuman Plan,

ihe beginning of negotiatfions om the Fian .n june 1950
wad vvarghadowed in che Auerican press by the cutbreak of
war in Lores, Dut its initismling in stereh 1941 calied forth
wide and favorable ecorment, Its sizning the following wonth
was elso hailed as a grest step, thuugh it was given cousiderably
less s ace in the ress, purhaps because of the dismissal of
General Uouglas SgArthur at approxi ataly the same tixe.
French and German ratification in Pecember 1951 and januery
19352 was praised, as was the Flan's eutr. into force, though
at the latter date the United 3tat:s press was nrimarily
dedicated to the 1952 electicn ca-paign, Praise ior the
encouragenent of the ¥lan was given particuletiy to Schuman,
Aderaver, coanet snd, amoug Amsricans, johm j. McClay aad

avid Bruce.

UEULust W

The >chuman Planm, far from being an Aserican coscept
as it has sonetimes been alleged, was cne in whose inception
ths United States plaved no direct part., 1t was, however,
well received in the United States and encouraged im every
possibie way.

The Plan's reception centered as much on its supranationsl
approsch, which held nut the hope of political iutegration,
as on its economic asprets, which would complement U,3, aid

for Suropean recovery,
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To the President, the Secretary of »sate, mesbors of the
execitive and legisistive branches of the Covernment, and
pubiic fisur-s, the achuman Plam promised s = ve to Rurepean
unity which they conaidered 2asential for the resurgence of
duropean econoaic strength as a basis for political stability,
a factor w ich weighsd heavily in the context of the cold war.
Though uthers pointed out that this very unity night help
Wegtern iurope establish itself as a third force vn the
international seene, decrcased Auropean dependence on the
United Stat2s was expected aud Govermment circles were
conf iden: that the new Community would stresgthen Lurove as
a partner of the #wext, notably the United otates, Jfficials
deplored Uritain’s rsfusal to join the :C5C and aprlauded
the courage shwa by Fraunce in cwbarzing on » new reiaticnship
with Gerseny, one wiich the Unitad states had hoped for for
some time, Ihe occasio al warnings concerning the possibly
dangerous role of Usraany n the E05C carne from without the
Government; U.o, officials exphasised instead the step taken
toward German rehabilitation and improved Pranco-erman relations,

M ficial statements appeared to reflect .reat-r interest
in the political effects of the Schuman FPia:. in contrast te
the concern of busisness and labor in its econoudic pro lsions.
Ihese two groups warned against the dangers of cartelization
and restriction of free enterprise under the Flan, and their
waRraIings were echoed Ly uany writsrs, ihe Lovermment sought

to reassure thes that fears on this sccount were unfounded
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because its represenctatives agsisted in writing antdecartel
provisdons .80 the Lol Ireaty, in the United States,
business and labur pressed {or the sa-e guarsuices  a free
economy to be incorporatzd nto the C3C; their nterests
wire ident cal and not opposed ms was the case in gome of
the =5 menber countries. It canmot be said authoritatively
that business -»r labor influenced the treaty provisions in any
rzal sense., Soth groups recognigzed thet the Community would
provide conditions for -ore sifective results from ,5,
aic, that it wo:id be accompanied by political benefits,
and above all, the American busivess community, tes, woula
gain from Lurepean producti-on and trade :acreased through
economnic rationaiization, lahanced Auropeamn abi: ty to
compets, they beiieved, would serve t0 eniarge world-wide
sultiiateral trade to their cwn benefit as w 11 8s that of
the H#.wCe 0 the whole, therefure, business and labor were
more willing to supprort the schuman FPlan, fovided it safe~-
puarded essential acomoric fespdog, than o criticize it,
fhe iarge mumber of articlas om the ochuman propossi
published in polit:cal ard eci numuc -ournalg tastif.ed (o the
signif icanze attached to it swnngz ex-erts., ihowh they deait
extensively with the econonic progruss sx;ected in i e
Conmunity, the palitical resuits wiich wo-1d be brought sbout
by this ostens:bly echnunic move were aore generally emphasized,
Pfeapite warnings aboot the Zifficulties in inpleseating the

project, the experts enxpressed very littie crit:cisa.
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i1 is n the weekly news magazineg and in the daily
press that the i=zpact of the Flan on A.ericam ¢pinion ¢ar best
be seen, as well as the degree of inter:st taken in it dur:ng
the eriod 13301932, Althoughl the wsolated voices of
critice agpeared in the weocklics, the da:ly . ress wesn
unstint:ing in the support for the Plan’s feat.ir s of
econes ie and political importance which it recommenced to
the Axerican publie and ivs geverrment, Comsent on the
Schuman Plan in the Aerican press varied inm relatiom to
other ~atters of tontern 1o Asericans, o the whole it uwss
extensive, detailed, informative and indicative :f tha
frvoreble inpresasin which the French proposal had rade on
Azerican vyialn,

ilecause the United States ghored thwe .os:s of Ha, emn
~ormet and Robert Schuman, the j-al ~f kuro e coupled with
eCOnOSHIC Progress, a commuuily wn which the problsm of Franc
verman relasions, the keystone to a new or er :n .. rope,
wi ht o in a sol tiom, the ochuman Plean was warnly welcomed

in she Unitzd atates,
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