Now, this Declaration that I refer to was designed to involve an exercise,
to the fullest degree possible under our constitutional system, of the deter-
mination of our Government to support the European Defence Community
by contributing armed forces which would be subject to integration with its
forces, and that declaration was made with the confidence that the policy
that it reflected would be pursued because of the very great interest which
the United States has in the creation of unity in Europe, and the fact that
our nation has historically shown its willingness to make tremendous con-
tributions if, in its opinion, that will aid in the real unification of Europe.

I might recall that the European Recovery Plan—the Marshall Plan as it
was called—was made pursuant to a Congressional Act which said that the
purpose was to promote the unification of Europe. The North Atlantic Treaty
. was an engagement which was quite unprecedented for the United States—
it was quite unprecedented for the United States to make that kind of long
range alliance with other countries. That was directly contrary to our earlier
policies which had been pursued for over 100 years. That action was taken
only after the European countries themselves had first come together under
this Brussels Treaty which we are talking about so much today. It was the
encouragement which came from that which very largely led to our going on
and joining in the commitments of the North Atlantic Treaty.

The first action taken to provide military aid to Europe was under the
Military Defence Assistance Act of 1949. The language of it was that it was
designed to promote the integration of the defence of Europe. I think that
the history of our action, both our positive and negative action, shows that
we respond in many ways like a barometer to the climate which exists in
Europe. If the climate is one of unity and cohesion, our assistance and aid
of every kind goes out. If the climate is one of dissension, disunity, revival
of threats of war, perpetuation of the cycle of recurrent war, then our
tendency is to withdraw.

The declaration which we felt able to make in support of the European
Defence Community was on the assumption that that was a permanent act
which would tie together organically the countries of Europe which in the
past have been separate and among whom war has been bred. We felt that
it tied them together so permanently, so organically, that we could regard
that old chapter as a closed chapter and could hopefully commit our strength
to Europe in the confidence that our soldiers over here in Europe would be
in a structure which was safe and sound; that we were not putting our troops
in the midst of what has historically been the world’s worst fire hazard.

Now a committal of that character is not lightly made, and I would say
in all frankness that as the situation stands today it would not be possible
for the President of the United States to renew that committal. There has
been a great wave of disillusionment which has swept over the United States—
and it is particularly manifest in the Congress—a great wave of disillusionment
over what has happened, and a feeling that after all the situation in Europe
is pretty hopeless and the United States had better not make any long-term
committals to be part of it.

. That conclusion is so disastrous in my opinion—both for the nations of
Europe and for the United States—that I hope most ardently that what is
done here will make it possible to come to a different conclusion, and that it
will change the atmosphere, the feeling, in the United States to a degree which
will permit of a renewal of the pledge by the United States to maintain in
Europe such elements of its armed forces as may be necessary or appropriate
to contribute our fair share of what is needed for the common defence of this
North Atlantic area while the threat to that area exists. - I cannot say at this
moment that a renewal of that commitment is possible. I can say, and must
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