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George Ball, interview by Pascaline Winand, Princeton, August
1988. (Questions not always written in full)

Pascaline Winand(PW): What were your contacts with the
British at the time, Macmillan, Ted Heath ? How often did you
meet? (Question not on tape - basis for question: George Ball's
Memo on British entry,and African association with the EEC)

George Ball(GB): I talked to him very often about the EEC
and Europe, and the desirability of making it possible for the
British to come in on the proper terms. What disturbed me most
at that time was that the British might slide in without taking
any of the real commitments of the Rome Treaty and that it
would be a kind of half-hearted sort of relationship. I was
convinced that while the United States certainly should favor
British membership in the EEC, it should be on the Dbasis
of...Britain would come in as a full partner with ke all of
the obligations. And this was something that I told Heath at
that time and made it very clear to him. I think he was Lord
Privy Seal. As far as Macmillan was concerned, he confused me
because he pretended, his position in private conversations was
extremely favorable to the idea of Europe and the need for
Europe, the absolute necessity for it. In the second World War,
or in the first World War, his whole battalion had been
decimated and his two brothers had been wounded, one of them
may have been killed and he was very eloquent about, this can't
be permitted to happen again, Europe must never be in a
position where we could get this kind of fumble(?). So that in
his private reactions he was splendid, when it came down to the
problem of putting the situation to the British public he did
it almost entirely on a tradesman basis. That this wasivery
useful necessity for Britain because of the treaty advantages
it would give it, but he totally - PW: He forgot the political
dimension - GB: He suppressed the political side of it, which
I must say surprised and rather discouraged me at the time
because privately he had been so enthusiastic and guite

eloquent.
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PW: Weré?in touch very much at the time with the Comité
d'Action pour les Etats-Unis d'Europe?~The Action Committee for
the United States of Europe -~ In his memoirs Monnet said that he
came periodically to the United States. Did the President 1like
Monnet, did they get along fine?

GB: The President was very impressed with Monnet and he
more or less took my word for what Monnet was trying to do; My
word and also McGeorge Bundy's. He and I were very close
together on this although I think I was the one that had more
effect on McGeorge Bundy than he did on me. I mean I was very
keen on this and the ke general impression i1s that this was
something he left for me to try to work out. The basis of this
started within a very short time after Kennedy's inauguration,
I think it was about March of that year. And when I had met
with Heath and,»who was the fellow who died,a very nice fellow,
a very great friend of mine, in London, it was?(Shuffles
through papers)- Venon Warren who became the Permanent «.¢
Undersecretary of the Foreign Office, but he had arranged for
me to meet with Heath whom I had never met before. So this was
the initial discussion of this. Heath had to leave to attend a
meeting in the House, but I worked it out with Sir Frank Lee
with whom I was completely on rapport and he was fully in
accord with the fact that Britain had to come into Europe and
this had to be done on the basis where if we could help them
solve some of their problems, the EFTA problem, the problem
with the old members of the Commonwealth, the Australians and
so on, that they would be able to do it and that as far as Lee
was concerned this was absolutely indispensable and he assured
me that Heath had the same views, which I later found out was
indeed the case. Well then when we met in April - see the
meeting in London, the first one, was on March 30; of 1961, and
that was just in advance of Macmillan's visit and he came on
April 4, and when the problem of the European Community came
on, the President simply said well Undersecretary BRall will
respond to you on that.- PW: So you were pretty much in charge

of that.- GB: I was in charge of that. I was very close to the
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President, I saw him every day, when he was President. Then
that night at a reception at the British Embassy after I had
made my speech in the morning, Macmillan came around to me;in
great excitement, he said this was a great day, he said: we are
going in, we made this decision this morning and he said you've
got to help us but we're going in. Again I saw him a second
time that night and he said exactly the same thiﬁg to me, which
was very encouraging. So I had a feeling that things wére
pretty well set, that when he got back to Englénd if he tdok
strong views - I hoped he would - that it was pretty well set.
But instead he took a very,...what I thought he:.was trying to
slide in sideways like a crab rather than frontally sell the
idea to the British people. i ;

PW: Where you very much in touch with Monnet? Did you talk
on the telephone? i

GB: I was constantly in touch with Monnet% I'd call him
up, we were both concerned about making sureithat Britain
became a part of the European effort. | k

PW: It was a pretty unique relation?

GB: It was a very special kind of relation.

PW: Did you and Monnet meet with the President?

GB: O yes,sure every time Monnet came to Washington, I
would take him to see Kennedy and we would sit down and talk
together or have lunch together. Kennedy was very attracted to
him, had a great respect for him. I had given him a long
background about what Monnet had done. |

PW: Did McGeorge Bundy join you? Did you see him often?.

GB: O yes he was there and he would help arrange lunch and
McGeorge Bundy I think was fully in accord with ﬁhe idea that
we had to try to bring the British in. ; 7

PW:Starting from the same memo again. Africdn association
with the EEC. You are talking about the President, you had been
exploring some imaginative new approaches to the problems of
trade and economic development involving association, and you
would wish to have joint US-UK-EC discussions on the subject

at an early date. Did you in fact have these discussions, with

T
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Mister Hallstein? I know that the Presidenﬁ talked with
Hallstein, did you also discuss this with him? 2 i
GB:1I knew Hallstein very well because youtsee, the fect
was that through my relationship with Monnet and the fact that
I had worked very hard in with Monnet when we were involQed
first with the treaty of Paris and then afterwa#ds the Treety
of Rome. Then when Monnet became the first head of the High
Authority of the Coal and Steel Community then he asked me;to
be his American adviser. So I served him in that regard and
then I later became the adviser to Hallstein. This was when;I
was still a private lawyer before I came 1into the the
government. So I knew Hallstein very well. : 2
PW: Do you specifically remember this discussion about
African association with the EEC? i i
GB: Yes, well it was a problem, how one could work out the
British coming in and still maintain their relationship with
the African states, I don't remember the details; I was trying
to find a pattern that would be consistent with a complete
British entry, and yet I didn't want to interfere with the
relationships that would be useful... | i
PW:What was the pattern there, I was really interested in
the "new arrangements" that the President was thihking about.é
GB:I don't think there was any general new arrangement,
but there was ...What we did was work it out sbecifically in
relation to each one of the African countries. Just so we had
to work it out specifically in relation to the EFTA countriee,
in relation to the Australians, the Canadians and so on.I kept
Hallstein informed of what we were doing and he kept me
informed. He knew what I was doing. ;
PW: When Hallstein came to the US, he met with other
officials besides the President and yourself.Who were they? :
GB:I don't know, I suppose it was the ‘Secretary ef
Commerce at that time and the Secretary of the Treasury,
Douglas Dillon who was also very sympathetic with this, he had
preceded me as Undersecretary of State. |

PW:Harold Caccia, did you know him well? E

5/21 02/12/2013



l(ClVCe www.Ccvce.eu

|
[ i
| %
\
|

GB:0 yes. |

PW:What was his role, what was his inflpence, was he
listened to? He came at some point to discuss}with you your
aide-mémoire to MacMillan, and the relationship between the EEC
and EFTA. |

GB:I think on the whole Caccia was more or. less on board
as far as these things were concerned, we were oﬂ‘all fours,lwe
saw eye to eye. } !

PW: The May 2 aide mémoire, was this also YOur work? (on
the relationship between the EEC and EFTA) E 1

GB: Yes that was mine. All of the memorahda that were
written that expressed the American position ét the time I
wrote. | i

PW: Memo about sliding sideways into the éommon Market,
August 7, 1961. After the debate in the House of Commons, July
31, there was a letter of the Prime Minister to the Chairman of
the Committee of Ministers of the EEC, and then he really
stressed that "“Her Majesty's government had needtto take into
account the special commonwealth relationship aé well as the
essential interests of British agriculture and of the other
members of the EFTA... You must have been pretty{disappointed
to see this. | i

GB: It seemed to me that he was walking back‘quite a ways
from the views he had expressed to me. i :

PW: What was the President's reaction? i

GB: The President was a little disappointed.%But this was
not central to his mind, important, but it did notidominate hié
thinking. McGeorge Bundy can give you a better impression on
that. I'm sure he talked more directly with the Président about
these matters at the time than I did. Works at New York
University. I'1ll give you his telephone number. l

PW:Specific question on a very interesting memo from you
to the President on the UK's adherence to the Common Market. Do
you remember this State Department's study mentioned in the
document? Who drafted it? %
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GB: I don't have a copy of it, but I'm suré this is one I
commissioned. ... | '

| :
! :
i
i

PW: So you had organized a study group on tﬁis? !
GB: O sure, we had the economics depaftment, braﬁch
within the State Department and I would simply ask theméto
prepare a study of this kind. % %
PW: Do you know who was working on it? i }
GB: Schaetzel (Robert) might have been work#ng on it. %
PW: I've read some of his correspondence. 2 i
GB: Well, if you get in touch with him, I'll give you his
telephone number. He was directly on my staff, he;was kind oﬁ a
deputy to me at that time, so he would know with @ore precisﬁon

than I would. | |
PW: Were you aware of the long time Achéson—Schaetzel
correspondence? It's at Yale, I read 1it.It startéd towards the
end of the Johnson administration, and continued until Achesbn
died. | |
GB: No, I never saw it. I think Schaetzel mentioned to he
that he had been in touch with Acheson, but Acheson never

mentioned it to me.

i
!
|
i

PW:Did Acheson still have very much of antinfluence on
European affairs at the time, when you were in the government?
GB: Well, I consulted Dean very often, he was a cloée
friend. And we either took his advice or didn't but we asked
him. i E
PW: Were there frequent reports or was iﬁ more on én
informal basis? % i
GB: Quite often, although it depended, it:might be six
months and I wouldn't talk to him and then I might talk to him
again two or three times within another month. It just
depended on what was happening. @ i
PW: What about Robert Schaetzel, did you worg very closeiy
with him? 3 E
GB: O yes, he was working with me every day, he organiz?d
my papers for me. | ;

et
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PW: [Parenthesis: identifying an aide—mémoi:e mentioned in
another document- Is this(setting forth the basic requirements
of American policy including our opposition to any extensionéof
Commonwealth preferences to the Common Market éountries) ﬁhe
aide mémoire?] % %
GB: This was it. It's possible that Schaetzel may have
many more papers than I do, whatever I had I gave to the
Kennedy library.[trying to 1dentify more documents: Deniau, ﬁhe
Seattle World Fair] You'll have to ask Schaetzel. Schaetzel
knew more about my own life at the time than I did myself, I'm
sure, and he was concentrating more on this, I had everything
else in the world to worry about. I'll call him for you if you
like ... [telephone call to Bob Schaetzel in Washington D.C. to
set up appointment] % i
PW: Question on Richard Vine who was working for the
office of European affairs. How were you working together? |
GB: He was very close to this negotiation and he was veiy
keen on British entry on the same terms that we wére. ,
PW: How was your work organized, were ﬁhere several
offices? : :
GB: Schaetzel was the one who did it. He reéched into the
bowels of the Department and had his people tﬁere who were
prepared to respond and prepare anything that weineeded>at the
time and Vine was one of them. When you get involved in
something like this, it develops that there are certain people
whom you immediately recognize as sympathetic with your own
views, and you tend then to draw them into the situation, so
that I had a 1little group around me whom I} could trust
implicitly because they knew my views and we were fully in
accord. ‘

PW: Who were they? i ‘

GB: My problem is that I am 78 years old, and I've had one
stroke and I don't have the memory thatl I wused to
have.Schaetzel could help. But we had extraordinarily gooh
relations. There was Bruce on the one hand in London... :

|
i
\ .
|
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PW: Did the organization for European éffairs chaége
markedly under Johnson. Were key people removed?g E

GB: Not really. The personalities changed allittle bit Aot
too much. As far as I was concerned I started out with
responsibilities only in the economic section buﬁ that was oﬁly
a matter of a very few months, then the Secretary drew me in%as
his full deputy so I then had the whole world aiong with Ruék,
Europe and all these matters, he automatically ?ushed overion

me.
PW: Question on Nassau. In his book, (Charles) Bohien
mentions you went to see Couve(de Murville) in January 1963.;He
implies that because you mentioned the MLF to hiﬁ, you could
have triggered De Gaulle's no in January 1963. Wés Bohlen with
you at that meeting? E %
GB: I don't think Bohlen was with me.He would go with ﬁe
to see de Gaulle. Couve was an old friend of mine because as a
private lawyer I had been the counsel, the legal édviser to fhe
French Ambassador in Warsaw(?), when Couve was French
Ambassador. So we knew one another very well, so{I don't think
he would bother to go with me to see Couve. De Gaulle wés

another matter. i

PW: Newhouse's account of the period, reliable or not?

Have you read it? Did he interview you? i

GB: I know John Newhouse very well, he is a very careful
fellow. (Has good contacts with the American administration) j

PW: Despite Couve's assurances to the contrary there weie
warning signs of the General's coup d'éclat in January 1963. In
your mémoirs you mention Charles Combeau (check)the editor of
France Soir called you on the phone. ?

GB: Actually he came to see me twice, he biought one of
his correspondents, a man who covered the Elysée. And this
correspondent had actually been at a private press briefing ét
the Elysée just the day before I saw Couve. And he had been
told exactly what the General was going to sa§ and whenlI
confronted Couve with this he said: 1look Georgé you've been

around too many years to believe any of the stuff that you get
i
|
|

i |
| H

9/21 02/12/2013



l(ClVCe www.Ccvce.eu

i
|
|

from the press quarters, there are no ideas of that kindiin
this house, meaning the Quai d'Orsay. It wastvery curioés,
because on that same day Ted Heath had lunch with the British
Ambassador and Couve, and Couve told him exactly the same thing
that there weren't going to be any problems. I never understeod
it. I've talked to Ted Heath about it repeatedly and he doesq't
understand it. I don't believe that Couve delibefately lied,;he
wouldn't do that. On the other hand the Elysée Palace could;be
giving press conferences and the Quai d'Orsa§ not knowing
anything about it, it sounds incredible to me. It;is one of ﬁhe
great mysteries. E %

PW: There were other warning signs. (Cecil Lyon's cablee,
from the US Embassy in France, one of them mentioning an
article in the "Télégramme économique"and the possibility of an
Atlantic Free Trade Area 1in industrial preducts as an
alternative to UK entry into the EEC. Also, auring a NATO
meeting, some French officials mentioned the same thing. Lyon
also reported on a golf party he had with Couve end Sulzberger
on December 24. Couve almost gave a summary of de Gaulle;s
conference then.Did you ever see these documents7

GB: No. Maybe it shouldn't have but it took every one by
surprise, the De Gaulle press conference. He was so firm and
strong about it. It caught the British off base, it caught us
off base and it caught the Germans off base because I had
spent the morning with Adenauer and there had been no
indication from Adenauer that there was going to be any problem
and he and I, we were talking about the MLF, the multllateral
force, and he had given me his usual treatment because he was
trying to be very mean and put the stiletto slightly into ydu
if he could, just to make you feel uncomforteble for the
moment. He had started the conference in the morning by saying
Mr Secretary I had a very bad dream last night I dreamed that
Secretary Ball and I were going to have a big fight this
morning. So after the conclusion of the discussion in the
morning, he said that all of his concerns had been dissipated

and that they were going to join wholeheartedly. Then we went
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in and had lunch, it was a very gay lunch. We were glVlng a
cocktail party at the American Embassy in Bonn for Adenauer and
the top German ministers and I never saw a more crestfallen lot
in my 1life, they were completely taken abach after hav;ng
gotten word of what the General had actually saih. So it waa a
traumatic kind of experience, it caught us pompletely by
surprise. I had been warned, and I had enough confidence inimy
French Jjournalistic friends to know that they waren't putting
me on, that there was something going on, but then when I got
those reassurances from Couve de Murville, I felt, particulaﬁly
after Heath confirmed that he had gotten the sameiassurances{

PW: Did you wusually accord any importance to Lyon's

cables? % E
GB: Well, Lyon was the Chargé d'Affaires while the
Ambassador was away at that time. If I saw this, it didn't make
much of an impression on me at the time. % %
PW: Dec 29, 1962. Mc George Bundy's memo on Hervé Alphana,
whom he said reported a very sour view of Nassau from Paris,
apparently not from de Gaulle himself, but from Couve. Alphand
said that the French regarded the MLF as merely a device for
destroying their nuclear independence and 1ncrea31ng in an
unacceptable way their expenditures in nuclear forces. MC
George Bundy's commented on this: "actually as; you know the
whole theory is that you can save them money 1f they'll 1let
us." He then said: "meanwhile here in Washington there is
evident tension between those led by Bob McNamara who want ﬁo
make the Nassau Pact lead on to prompt new arraﬁgements with
France and other NATO countries, and the convincéd
multilateralists at the Department of State who continue to
believe that serious cooperation with France on the Nassau
model would be a mistake."Do you remember the interplay between
these two groups and who was on what side, the whole debate?
GB: The real question was how much nuclear cooperation We
gave the French, and I had a feeling that he shouldn' t
encourage 1it, that we had enough problems w1th the Brltlsh

having a nuclear capability and an additional pne was Jjust

i
i
t
i
§
)
t
!
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compounding our difficulties. So that I took this line,; I
thought if we do have any developments of that connectlon they
ought to be in a NATO context rather than just a bllateral
arrangement with the French. 1

PW: What new arrangements did Bob McNamara contemplate7'

GB: Well, Bob McNamara was the only one who really stood
firmly in favor of the MLF with me, the two of us at the end
But at that time I think he wasn't convinced. He wasn 't
convinced at Nassau. It was only afterwards that‘he he had a

feeling that we could work more closely with the French than
| |

indeed proved to be the case. ! ;

PW: How closely did you think you could Mork with the
French? What did McNamara think at the beginning then7 E

GB: He had in mind setting up a sort of nuclear commlttee
within NATO in which the French would play a key role and he
finally did it and I had no objections to that But I thlnk
that Bob was wrong in thinking that we could have gone far down
the road in close nuclear collaboration w1th the French,
without creating enormous problems. t

PW: What would the close collaboration haveginvolved?

GB: The close collaboration would have involved exchange

of technology and some provision of uranium,

PW: Telegram to Ambassador Gavin(written by Rusk or
you) ;says: do not furnish enriched uranium to France Who came
up with the idea of proposing uranium to the French? E

GB: Gavin proposed this. Gavin was between us rather
simple about all this. He was a very direct nice soldler but he
had a feeling that sure we would take the French into complete
confidence and they would be a nuclear partner but it was
unrealistic. I had told my French friends whatiI thought cf
that, that was before I was in the government. When Felix
Gaillard was the Prime Minister and I walked in to see him one
day, we were very old friends and he was very excited and he
said we just launched the nuclear program and Iisaid you kncw

Felix it's going to get you into some deep trouble...
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PW: Did the President himself ever consi@er furnishing
enriched uranium to the French? ;

GB: I don't think so. There may have been %ome people%in
the Pentagon. % %

PW: What other offers did the President éontemplateéto
make to France? Was there anything else besidesﬁthe same déal
as the British? 1 E

GB: The only thing that was seriously talked about was
McNamara's idea of an atomic committee where these people wodld
be given a sense of participation without acﬁually havibg

weapons of their own. | {

| |
PW: I have a delicate gquestion about Ambassédor Gavin, be
resigned for "personal reasons."Was there anythin§ else? E
GB: I'll give you just a personal assessmeﬁt. I think he
was totally inadequate for the task, he had no babkground. é
(Second part of tape) There was a kindt of generél
disappointment on both sides. Gavin that he was gettiﬁg
nowhere, that Washington was paying no attention?to him, and. a
feeling in Washington that Gavin was just not;well equippgd
for the task he had. } |
PW: Question about De Gaulle's potential visit to the ﬁS
On September 17, 1962, de Gaulle indicated through Anbassador
Alphand that he might be interested in coming. Thén he wrote an
official letter on November 2, and the President answered 6n
November 8, 1962. In this 1letter he said weil you should
certainly make an informal offer of invitation:to de Gaulle
because I am getting some feelers from Macmillanithat he wants
to come in December, and I want de Gaulle to know that we waﬁt
to see him before I say anything to Macmillan. What was de

Gaulle's answer to the informal invitation? This was just
before Nassau. % E

GB: Nassau was not intended as an important meeting ét
all, it was a kind of routine meeting between the:United States
and Britain, and the only thing that made it important wés
McNamara's decision to cancel Skybolt and once McNamara got én

idea of doing something there was no stopping him. I did my
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best to persuade him that this made no politicaf sense. He &as
always very quantitative in his approach to thlngs and he sald
but we can't go on developing this because it 1sn t g01ngfto
work. I said you could spend a few more mllllon dollars and
keep it going and not get into a political crunch at a tlme
when we are trying to bring the British into Eurepe But I got
nowhere, he was absolutely firm and clear that he was going to

cancel Skybolt. Once he decided to cancel Skybolt then ;t

|
transformed the Nassau meeting. } %
PW:Document signed "RUSK", or rather stamged 'Rusk™, Pn
the uranium. % E
GB: Probably written by Tyler, who was attthat time the
Assistant Secretary for Europe, it was justi repeating 1an
American position, and trying to get to calﬁ down Gaviﬁ,
because Gavin was regarded as rather naive in this situatién.
The French have asked for this so why don't We give it to
them? (Laughter) Every telegram that went out of the Departmeht
was signed "Rusk", unless Rusk were away and then it was 51gned
Ball. But only while I was Acting Secretary would it be 31gned
Ball,otherwise it would be signed Rusk, it dldn t mean that
Rusk had ever seen it.Tyler etc.. would send itéout. I'm sure
Rusk knew about this, and I'm sure I knew about it at the time,
I'm sure Tyler told me, or we discussed it with ‘the Secretary

or we both did.

i
\ .
i |

PW: Question on the political organizatlen of Europe.
Based on three main documents: May 21, 62(Couve,;Ball Gavin},
May 63, June. Couve 1is always heavily involved 1n all of thlS
First document. During your meeting with Couve on, May 21, 1962,
you talked about the question of political treaty, and asked
Couve how he envisaged the development of the negotiations fer
such a treaty. How did he envisage the development of such;a
treaty and did you get a sense that his v%ews were in

accordance with those of de Gaulle? §

GB: I'm sure he was speaking for De Gaulle en this. Couve
was an entirely disciplined diplomat. \

i
|

14/21 02/12/2013



[(Clvce www.cvCe.eu
It
|

PW: Other memo,more specific on this, 1963, especiaily
pages 3 and 6. Confederation leading td federatidn.
(Interruption for reading the Memo) % 1

GB: De Gaulle was primarily committed to a Europe‘of
iof
the various presidents or heads of state. I dldn t think thlS

nations so that a confederation would be 31mply a meeting

would constitute any kind of serious political Europe It could
be a transitory form but you had to look for somethlng beyond
that, and we weren't in a position where we could waste time on
purely transitional matters unless we very clearly saw this as
an intermediate step towards something that offered more
possibilities of wunity. That was all, it was a kind of
philosophical argument. I don't think Couve was all that
serjous about a confederation leading to a federatlon He saw
it as a kind of interesting philosophical debate I had long
ago, and Monnet had long ago gotten over any 1dea that you
could take a very definite form by which you evolved into some
kind of unified government, or that it would necessariiy
resemble anything that we had known before. That this was‘a
matter of letting the thing evolve, but that we ought to have
certain very specific guidelines we were looking toward all the
time and what was really a unified government and what would
be simply a debating society. 2 1

PW: Monnet also talked about confederation at some point&
how would you see the main differences, between hie and Couve'e
approach? E %

GB: What seemed to me clear is that De Gaulle wasn' t
prepared to go beyond a very loose confederation, Monnet saw
confederation as a step towards something approaching unity
which I myself did. That (referring to his conversation with
Couve on European confederation) was what we were saylng on the
ship while going down the Potomac you see. It was a serlous
discussion, but not in the most formal setting. I don't thlnk
Couve was talking for De Gaulle at all when he sald that he

foresaw a government of Europe having the llfe or death
| |
i
i
[
|

|
i
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i !
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i |
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decision about the use of nuclear weapons. That was just a

conversation. i ;

PW: Question on the Franco-German treaty.iArticle in fLa
Nation", says the French ratification of the treaty would oéen
the door to the political unity of Europe and be the key stone
of the political construction of Europe. What dld you and the
President think of the possibility of expandlng the Franco—
German treaty? !

GB: That whole Franco-German treaty seemed to us to be
just a case of a love affair between two old%men, with De
Gaulle exercising his entrapment over Adenauer. ; i

PW: So you were not afraid of the consequences of thlS
treaty? } |

GB: We were afraid, it was alarming to us that this was
being done without our knowing anything about it; And this ﬁas
simply put to us after we had had the disappointment of the
British entry and so on. What happened was that we got a feliow
named Karl Carstens who came over from Germany and he wasza
kind of permanent Undersecretary of the German foreign office
and I gave Karl a very very hard time. I said this Es
catastrophic if you go down this road because you're going to
open the door for a division of Europe which is going to oe
fatal. So he agreed at that time that they would¥do somethiné,
he didn't want to be specific. So they added a preamble whlch
nullified the treaty completely, nothing came out of it. i

PW: But what did you think about expanding the treaty? %

GB: We never believed that the treaty could be expanded
as a Dbasis for the wunification of Europe Given the
personalities of the two old men, neither of whom had that 1n
mind it seemed to us that this was a way in whlch the French
and the German were in fact ganging up on the rest of Europe
The Franco-German treaty had a very bad :eceptlon in
Washington, we had two or three meetings in whicn there wereza
lot of alarmist stories about this being part of a deal the
French had been making with Moscow and so on. It oreated a veﬁy

bad effect for two or three days until we couldjget Carstens
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over and have a serious talk with him about what this was all

‘x
\
|
|
\

about and he was Jjust as mystified as anybody;that this had

happened, because Adenauer had told no one. R

PW: Did you see Raymond Aron often? Did you have contaets
with him throughout the administration? % ‘

GB: Yes, sure. He was an old friend that I had known wh
I was a private lawyer. ‘

en

1
PW: The Alsop article, and McGeorge Bundy's letter !
GB: Bundy was expressing the views that we all held 1f‘
had had to do it again we wouldn't have made the treaty w;th
the British. ‘
PW: Proposed aide-mémoire to the British,zdid you eﬁer
send this? Bruce was opposed to it. % E
GB: My guess is that belongs to Schaetzel‘ We were just
asking what the effects would be of sending thls aide- mem01re,
then I'm sure it wasn't sent. I thought it wes a bad ldea
anyway but there was no harm in asking the embassies for their

reactions to it. % %
PW: Then you said:"it is very important that I meet with
the President on Monday together with Freemah and Charl%e
Murphy and Hodges or Eddy Goodman to discuss this." Do you
remember this? % %
GB: I was opposed to the idea and I thought this wasia
good way to get it killed. i 2
PW: What did Orville Freeman say at the t%me? What w%s
your relationship with him? E E
GB: We had no particular feuds, we didn't elways agree,
but I had a good relationship with Orville Freemaﬁ. We saw eaeh
other often. If I read this right I didn't want ﬂo torpedo the
idea of such an aide-mémoire, I wanted to get other people to
do it that's why I put it in this context: there would he
enough problems with it that we wouldn't do it. The PreSLdent
would make the decision not to go forward and then I wouldn'’ t
have been 1in the position of having to overrule a lot of

people...
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PW: Tuthill wrote a letter saying that "we are not gettlng
anywhere in these negotiations between the Six and the EEC and
the situation is 1in a state of drift.." He recommended that
something be done about this. Then you have a conversatlon w1th
Hallstein. (George Ball reads memos). When you proposed to
Hallstein that the Commission would act as a brldge between the
UK and the Six, what did Hallstein say? i %

i
! |
: |

GB: I think he gave me a very ambiguous ansWer I thinkzhe
didn't really feel that he had the political clout within the
Community to be able to swing it. But later he sald that he had

x
i

very much shaken by this conversation (letter).

i
|
|
\

|
i
l
i
|
x

PW: Question about Spaak? Did you meet with hlm often?
GB: We had a very good relationship. I llked him very
much, he was certainly a very useful element at that time. He
and Monnet did not see eye to eye completely. Monnet thought
that Spaak talked too much. (Laughter) He thoughtiSpaak enjoyed
being too much of an orator, Monnet was not his style.
(identifying more documents) ! i
PW: Question on de Gaulle, and George Ball'e tendency not
to observe the "rule of silence" imposed by President Johnson,
and still make statements. i E
GB: I had rather strong views and I was making speeches
and every now and then I would say something thatEJohnson would
get upset about, not seriously but...While Johnaon was mildly
unhappy about my comments, when he had to send somebody to De

Gaulle, it was me he sent. | i
I

PW: Your sense of Johnson in European affalrs I know of
course that the Vietnam war occupied much of his tlme, but was
he very well versed in European affairs? ;

GB: I don't think he had strong views on European affalrs,

he was willing pretty much to go along with what we suggested
to him. } g
PW: He was not particularly interested in it? ?
GB: Not really. |

PW: Dean Rusk?
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GB: Dean didn't feel deeply engagé. We had a kind of taeit
division of the world. His background had been all in the
China-Burma-India and he was far more 1nterested in the Far
East than I was, and I was far more interested 1n Europe than

he was. So we divided the world. E

PW: Article by André Fontaine:"The ABC of the Multllateral
Force." Says Johnson contemplated that a unlted Europe mlght
one day acquire control of the MLF nuclear m15311e fleet. E

GB: I don't remember that and I was struck\ln one of the
memos you gave me that Europe might buy out the Amerlcan

interests in the MLF. It's the first I can ;emember ever
hearing about it. § E
PW: Did you ever consider giving Europe control of the

MLF? i

GB: It never occurred to me that we woula give Europe
control of the force. I had never heard of the 1dea before. I
don't recall..there was really no serious dlSCuSSlon

i

PW: What do you think of a similar idea nowadays°

GB: My own view of 1it, and always has been is that the
fewer people who have it the better. The thing 1s a potentlal
catastrophe in anybody's hands and it's not a weapon that can
ever be used as a way of settling a problem. I myself feel
that it has accomplished one thing that the nuclear standoff
means that the cold war has ended and I've got a piece that . I
have submitted at their request to the New York Tlmes maga21ne
on this. g é

PW: Western European Union has been revamped what do you
think of their efforts? You seemed not to llke the WEU at
first, do you now think it has a chance of developing 1nto
anything? E %
GB:Not sure. I haven't followed that that cldsely. (
([PW: East-West trade? Pipeline Embargo... 3} %
GB: Eleanor get volume of my speeches, NY Times magazine
to find information of my article on the efficacy of trade

|

denial...] \ E
PW: On de Gaulle, and his withdrawal from NATO. !
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GB: After meeting with de Gaulle, I couldn't get anybédy

! 1
to believe me. He told me exactly what he was going to do, and

I believed he would. ?

i i
PW: What was your role and that of Monnet in drafting
President's Kennedy's Philadelphia declaration, July 47 i

v

GB: This was a speech we all concocted together. It was
after I had talked with the President and McBundy; Ted Sorenéen
is actually the one who wrote the speech. Bundylwill tell ygu
the background. That was a partnership speech. E |

1

PW: You were very much involved with foreigniaid, what did

you think the cooperation with European partners could be

there? \ 1
i

GB: I had responsibility for it initiallj. There weﬁe
people in the administration like Walt Rostow whb were alwa&s
calling me and saying constantly why don't yoﬁ}lean on t@e
Germans and get them to give more money to Zambiaior somethiné.
That seemed to me outrageous, we weren't dictéting to tﬁe
Germans how they spent their money. Yet thére was that
attitude, it was close enough to the end of the wér that there
was this feeling that they ocught to do what we told them to do.

PW: Did you meet with Walt Rostow often? 1 E

GB: He was briefly in the White House and then he was back
in the State Department on the Policy Planning sﬁaff. I knew
him well, I had known both his brother and him fof many yearsi
He would call me and agitate with me to try to doisomething to
lean on the Germans, which I wasn't very anxious té do. i

PW: Did you see eye to eye on many issues? ‘ f

GB: Not many, we were in opposition on the whole Vietnam
thing. 1 '

i i
i H
1

PW: Question about Kissinger and Nixon. Kissinger worked

|
as consultant in the Kennedy or Johnson administration? Did you

i
meet him at that point? { |

GB: I met him at that time, he was working with McGeorge!
: k
Bundy, and we asked him to do two or three errands,missions. [

PW: What did you think of his stand on European issues?
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GB: I never discussed European integration with him

that time. i

PW: What about future President Nixon? g
GB: I was very much anti-Nixon and said so when I left tﬁe
UN to try to help Humphrey, because I was particularly anxioﬁs
that Nixon not become the next president.I wasiparticulariy
outspoken on the national television, saying that%he would be a

disaster and that he was a man with no subtle principles.

‘I
didn't think he had very strong views pro or%con European
integration. Kissinger was rather lukewarm on th? idea of the
whole EEC. ‘ |

] |
|

¥

PW: This was my last question. (concluding comments, futufe
interviews planned etc...) | ’
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