Interview with Robert R. Bowie for the Jean Monnet Foundation,
Lausanne. ’ '

June 15, 1981 in Washington, DC.

Leonard Tennyson: Bob, in reading over Monnet's memoirs, I note
he mentiohs meeting you‘ﬁith McCloy, soon after the war, in Germany.
Can you tell me something about the circumstances under which you
met him?

Robert quie: My first recollection of meeting him -- talking to
him and dealing with him -—.was actually in Paris. He, I think,
did come to Germanya.. McCloy was an old friend and I think I may
have first met him therxe. But I don't really have any lively
recollection of what took place. 1It's ﬁery hard at this distance
to reconstruct exactly what that occasion was. I do remember that
McCloy spoke a lot of Monnet, once the Schuman Plan was on thé
table. He had a 'close association with him in New York in the
'30's and had a very warm regard for him. I remember very well
McCloy's talking about Monnet. But as I've said, my first real
recollection of Monnet in any detail was when I went down to Paris
on behalf of McCloy to talﬁlto Monnet in the early stages of the
negotiation of the‘Schuman Plan, It must have been.the early
summer of 1950,

LT: What were you doing then?

RB: I was McCloy's General Counsel. McCloy, as you remember, was
the US High Commissioner in Germany. This meeting was right after
the declaration in May [1950] by Schuman, which led to the Schuman
Plan -- the Coal & Steel Community. As General Counsel, I was
responsible for putting into effect, or managing on behalf of McCloy,

the implementation of the law which had been adopted by the [Allied]
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High Commission to deconcentrate the coal and steel industry in
Germany. I think that was Law 27.

LT: Had you any inkling of the Schuman Declaratioh before it was
made?

RB: No, I learned of it with sﬁrprise, but I was immediately
interested because of my responsibilities in Germany for the effort
to divide up the German coal industry and the steel industry so

that they would not be tdo powerful. And this was a part of the
general policy, which had been in effect since WWII, of putting
constraints on éermany. It was reflected in the Ruhr authority,

and other measures which had grown out of. the Potsdam agreement.
Well, the thing that was striking about the Schuman Plan to me’

was that it representéd a basic shift of policy toward Germany

from the policy which the French had up to that fime espoused --
essentially f;pm.trying to constrain 6r hold Germany down to

one of trying to integrate Germany and France and the other European
countries into a’ Community. As I saw it, it was a profound,

radical shift to a much more constructiﬁe approach to the problem.
LT: Well, yvou certainly saw it in a different light than most

of the lawyers who were looking at it from‘this side of the Atlantic.
RB: VYes, I remember very well conversations in which some Ameri-
cans viewed it merely as an effort to adopt an official cartel,

and were rather cynical about it. But I suppose the fact that we

in the Allied Hiéﬂ Commission were so close to the whole question

of the approach to Germany caused us to see it in a somewhat different

light. And as I remember it McCloy too was very enthusiastic for
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this proposal. It brings to mind a convgrsatien I had had with
Lewis Douglés1 in about 1945. I was then a Special Assistant to
Clay in occupiéd Germany,.when Clay was. first Deputy:Military
Govefnor, and then later Military Governor.

LT: Was Douglas then in London?

RB: No, Douglas was, before then, in Berlin as a sort of advisor
-~ a financial advisor -- to Clay. And at that point, Europe

was in desperate shape, food was short,.coal wasn't being mined

in Gerhany becgaﬁe of the lack of props for the mines, and a
variety of othef things. I remember talking about the situation
with Douglas in front of a map of Europe and heafing him say that
Europe just cannot exist except as a whole. The needs of the .
different countries, as he saw it, were S0 closely intexrconnected
that thefe was just no way in thch Western Europe coﬁld be divided
and still have prosperity in the different parts. And I remember
that ver?-well because it was so clearly recognized by the proposals
of Monnet and Schuman. Because of my responsibilities with respect
to the coal and steel industry in Germany, McCloy asked me to act
as his-representatiVe in the period of the negotiations of the
Schuman Plan so that we could coordinate the implementation of

that law in Germany with the negotiations on the Schuman Plan
treaty. Everybody recognized that it was essential that the Germans
should not come into this treaty feeling that tﬁey had been unduly
handicapped by the implementation of the coal and steel law. At
the same time, the French were quite clear that they did not wish

the Germans to come in unless that law was carried out. And so we
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had a problem of trying to work out in Germany.an arrangement
under the coal and stéel.laﬁ which at least the géﬁernment leaders
there would accept as reasonable and fair to the Germans, so that
when the time came to ratify the treaty, there wouldn't be claims
that there had been ...

LT; Any selling down the river?

RB: Exactly, bythe allies.

LT: . So you went to.Paris alone that first time ...

RB: That's right.

LT: And introduced yourself to Monnet and"saidr here I am, I'm
McCloy's man?

RB: This was at the rue Matignon, at the officeé, suite of offices,
which he occupied as the head of the Commissariat du Plan., As I
remember it.there Qere a series of offices, they were not large,
and they were.arranged around a sort of little anteroom, I was
ushered into one of these and was told that M. Monnet would be
@here shortly, and was given a newspaper, which I read. M. Monnet
came in. We had a discussion, and thus initiated our relation-
ship. Then he said, "Will you kindly excuse me? I'll be back in
a little while." He had given me a documeht to read, which I

did. He came back in about 45 minutes and we resumed our conver-
sation. Only later did I discover that he had visitors in each
one of the offices and was acting like a surgeon going around
treating a number of patients successively, thus economizing on
his time -- excusing himself in each case to go on and take care

of the next. I remember that was my introduction to him.
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LT: What was ﬁhe date of_thaﬁ?

RB;' I can't: remember précisely, but itimust haﬁe been June

LT: Early summer. | |

RB: Of '50, or something like that. It:was Qery close to the
Schuman statement. You remember that Hallstein waé named to
represent the éerﬁans in the negotiations, I had gotten to know
Hallstein in Bonn. So this made for a ﬁery eagy relationship

in my participation.in the whole process.

LT: Was Hallstein Secretary of State, or what role did he have
then? -

RB: He may have been a Secretary of -State, or something equif
valent. He was in any case a Qery close adviser to Adenauer,
was very much trusted by him‘and so had direct access to the
Chanceilor in the whole negotiations.

LT: Yes.

RR: He also helped in working out this rather difficult and
éwkward_problem of Law 27 regarding deconcentration of coal and
steel and the relation of that to the Schuman Plan.

LT: What about, did you early on run into gsome of these colleagues
of Mbnnet, Uri, Guyot, and some of the others?

RB: VYes, I think if not on that first trip almost immediately
thereafter. I met Uri, and also Hirsch, and then the man who
drafted the treaty -- Lagrange. I cannot remember at this point
who was the personal assistant to Monnet. There were one or two
others. He had some very loyal secretaries who took great care of

him, and were absolutely selfless in their willingness to keep on
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working at practically any hour of the day or night.

LT: Did he come to:.you very often and say, "Now what do you think
of this drafé'we havé hefe, and‘what about article 805 - I've
forgotten the antitrust articles in the Coal and Steel Community
Treaty.

RB: Actually, when they got to ﬁhe point of where they recognized
that somethiﬁg would have to be done about the problem of anti-
trust or nergers or that sort of thing, Monnet learned that I
had’taught'antitrust law at Harvard. ©So he asked me to draft

him a couple of articles as a possible basis. I did, and these'
were turned over to Lagrange, who put them intd French treaty
language. We talked about these at great length and about thé
theory and the concept behind them, and he was quite convinced
that it was necessary to have‘some provisions of this sort. The
initiative was his not mine., I saw a lot of him in this period.
Because of the amount of time I needed to spend in following the
negotiations, McCloy's office arranged for me to have a room
available in Paris so that I could go down there frequently. I
went down, I suppose, on average for two or three days a week.
So I saw a lot of him, and once you were accepted by Monnet, he
simply brought you in, as if you were one of the party, and no
particular distinction was made, so that on many issues, he would
simply include me in arguing them out. The negotiations were
also being followed for the US by William Tomlinson% acting on
behalf of ambassador David Bruce.

LT: Had you met Tomlinson before, or was this the first?



Bowie -7~

RB: Nd{:this was the first encounter with Tomlinson, but I got
to know and respect him, through this whole process. So I spent
a very considerable part of the time at the Embassy, with Tom-
‘1inson and Staniey Cleveland? and with one or two others, MCGrew,4
as I recall... |

LT: "Dangerous Dan" MCGrew, the second Treasury man?

RB: Yes, he came on later, as I ;ecall. But in any event,
Tomlinson followed the negotiations in detail on behalf of Bruce
and he reported. to the State Department during the negotiations.

I was not representing the US Government, strictly speaking. I

wés representing McCloy, and in that sense was coming from the.
Allied High Commission which was in charge of the efforts to deal
with post-war Germany.‘ |

LT: * He was probably being very sensitive to German sentiments.

RB: Yes. We obviously had to take account of the need to assure
that the Germans didn't feei forced into the treaty as distinguished
from joining voluntarily. aAnd of course Monnet's way of going at
things was a biq'help on that. He didn't create an atmosphere

of negotiating on behalf of France with Hallstein. He did, in fact,
do what he often has been quoted later as saying: trying to treat
igsues as problems, which it was a joint task fér him and Hallstein
and the other negotiators to try to confront and to find solutions
for jointly. I think he really managed to create the atmosphere

in which that was not just a pretense. Of course there were issues
on which the parties differed. The French government wanted

certain kinds of things} and the German government wanted other
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solﬁtions. But to a‘ﬁery‘considerabie exteht, Monnet and Hallstein
really did.collaborate on finding acceptable solutions. They
really did try to sort out different go?ernment points of view,.
Theyrdidn't make formal presentations to one another. Essentially
they said: "Well, here's what one government wants, there's what
the other qovérnment wants, how can we find a way of reconciling
what they both need and want?" |

LT: Don't you think, Bob, that it was also a rather auspicious

.....

moment in history when Schuman was there as FForeign Minister, and
very sympathetié to this whole notion.

RB: No qﬁestiOn about it.

LT: If there had bden another administration in power, the stéry
miéht have been completely different.

RB: I think it wouldlhave beeﬁ. I think there was anothexr factor.
After all, thignwas only:five yvyears after the war, and the German
government QéSn't yet fully established as far as the bureaucracy,
the politicians, and so on were concerned. It had only really
been in busineés a little over a year. Therefore you didn't have
entrenched bureaucratic positions. And in France, it secmed to

me, the expérience of the war, and the senseée of the failure of the
French government in the period before the war, had undercut, in
large part, the feelings of intense nationalism. It created a
féeling that there waé a need to have a different approach to
relations within Europe. And so when Schuman took his initiative

I think there was a very considerable response among quite a number

of Frenchmen in responsible positions who thought this was really
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a construdtiﬁe initiative. And as Ilséy, with only five years to
re—iﬂstall the bureaucracy even in Francé, there weren't as many
entrenched interests as ﬁhere were later on. Under these conditions,
people like Hallstein and Monﬁat could play a much larger role

by reason of Hallstein!s.relations with AdenaueY, and Monnet's
relation with Schuman, and I gather, others in the French govern-
ment. The degree of flexibility which they had to work out
solutions and to_crggte something whicﬁ was novel and unfamiliar
was much greater than it would-haVe beén a few yéars later.

LT: bid yoﬁ gét any spec;al'feeling férlany of these people
around_Monnet, sﬁch as étienne Hirsch, or Uri?

RB: Oh, yes, They had very distinctiQe personalities, I remémber.
Hirsch was a solid person. He was almost peasant-like in his
solidity. But he had a twinkle in his eye, a very nice sense of
humor; he had a sort of sardonic approéch to life, and didn't

let himself get excited or wrought up, although ﬁe had very
definite views and was a very staunch fellow. Heé struck me as
very balanced, very valuqbie for the téam. He wasg in sharp con-
trast to Uri, who was highly imaginative, brilliant, and highly |
articulate and pretty vain, and a bit inclined, when he got an
idea he liked, to push the idea to the limit. And Hirsch was

not somebody you could push around. He was, I think a very good
balance wheel to Uri, who was also a véry valuable member of the
group; because he was full of ideas, inventive and imaginative,
with a brilliant analYtical mind, although not always, in my

opinion, on the right track.
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LT: René Mayer once observed that Monnet was one of the few
pecple who was able to handle Uri and use him as the kind of
intelligent instrument that he could be.

RB: He was able to use both of them, and he had obﬁiously the

" loyalty of both of them, but he was also able t0 use s0 many
‘people. His capacity to draw out of people whateﬁer they had

to éoﬁtribute in the way of knowledge or judgement or intelli-
gence was really qu%te remarkakle. And he used them in a very
particular way. He didn't simply adopt their ideas; he insisted
on talking throﬁgh any idea or proposal that he was interested

in until he finally reached his own conviction and was clear
about what was vaiid and what wasn't. And he had infinite patience
in going over something again‘and again. He would talk it out
and then the next time you'd see him he'd talk it out again.

And what you finally discovered was that he was trying to be

sure that he wés on solid ground; that he'd tﬁought it through,
that he'd walked around it sufficiently to be certain that he'd
be pfepared‘to back it. But also he was exploring how to simplify
it, how to get it down to the fundamentals. Besides talking it
out, he would have a paper drafted. He might have it drafted ten
or twelve times, and the differences would be very small, from
one time to the next. He was seeking a formulation with which

he felt comfortable.

LT: It almost seems as though he were searching for the perfect
aphorism. . |

RB: That's right. It was clear that he was thinking about how
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he was going to preseﬁt it to somebody whom he saw himself as
persuading to adopt it. This was part of his techhique of dealing
with leaders -- and persuéding them to do things and convincing
tﬁem that theﬁ ought to do things. I neﬁer saw him actually
carrying out this role, but I saw it at one remoﬁe. In part,

he spent this large amount of time in making sure that he himself
was completely convinced of the soundness of the proposal that

he was making. Secondly, by this practice or technique of talking
it out, and reformulating iﬁ; he was sure he had it in the simplest
and most direct,way to present.it toﬂsomebody who wasn't necessarily
familiar with it. So he accomplished really two things at once,

I think. He arrived at a solid position in his own mind, and '

to a formulation, which he thought would be persuasive and con-
vincing, to somebody whom he wénted to take action,

LT: 2It‘s:beenwsaid, by a number of people who knew Monnet well
jthat he héd an unerring sense of where poﬁer lay, and how to get

. to it. It sounds like a rather enviable quality.

RB: Well, he did, and I don't know exactly what the basis of this
was. Of course in the time when I saw him, he was already a man
‘'who had established himself in public life in a gquiet way, known
to people of'importance in a variety of stages of his career. He
had played an important role in WWI, well beyond his age, and he
played an important role in WWII, after the fall of France; and

in between he'd been an investment banker in a major firm in New
York. 1In these varied activities he'd come in contact with a

lot of important people. He must have impressed them favorably
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with his abilitiés and his dedication. But I think that the other
factor was tha£ he was prepaied to work behind the sceneg. He
was prepared, in‘considerablé part, to let other people get the
credit, and so this gave him a certain value and access to leaders
if they felt he:was giving them proposals or ideas which made
sense,'and which ﬁight indeed redound to their credit., 8Still,

" having séid that, I think his ability to convice leaders of his
seriousness and of NWis integrity and of his value to them -- and
to persuéae them to do things that he wanted them to do -- was
remarkable. I don't know that I‘ﬁe‘ever seen anybody with that
same ability, certéinly not to the same degree. |

LT: I must say, parenthetically, I remember when he came to
Washington a month gfter Kennedy won office, I met him, and he
asked me who was thé most important man next to Kennedy, and I
said: "I suppose it's Arthur Schlesinger." He said, "Indeed it
is not, it's a young man named Sorenson." Of course he'd already
been asking every friend he possiblf could in Paris for weeks:
"Well, whom should i really see?" You know, he stayed for two
-weeké, and by that time had had luncheon with Xennedy two or three
times and dinner with him at 1eést once or twice, so he did have
that marvelous ability. Well. Where do you think he's going to
stand, in his time? Are historians going to treat him well?

RB: Well, he was not a man who left any legacy of writings which
people would refer to, excépt fof the Memoirs, which were largely
composed by.Fontaine. But obviously, with so much help by Monnet,

they read the way Monnet sounded. I think that will be locked on
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as an interesting source for much of this period. I believe

that his real monument will be in;Edrope.itself. I think that -
people are too ﬁrone to séy, well, he was trying to get a united
Europe, a federéi Burope, and he failed. Certainly as of now,
Europe is far from being a federal Europe. I think it was partly
a matter of timing. As I described a moment ago, the climate in
1950 was so fortuitous. But it was nowhere near as good as time
went on. There werqmthe delays caused by the UK, and also then

by DeGaulle. By the time we wergrinto the '60's, the bureagcratic
strxuctures ana'fhe politicians were much more entrenched. They
were much more conscious of national identity than they had been
15 vears before. There's no question about it, the conéept of.a
federal ﬁurope.coﬁld not be said to be terribly far advanced at
this moment: However, it's fof history to say whether or not that
will come to some sort of fruition. I don't know. But suppose
that it doesn't. It seems to me that Monnet probably is more
responsible than any other person for ha#ing shifted the course

of policy in‘Europe from the essentially negative aim of trying

to keep Germany from becoming a threat to its neighbors to one

of linking Germany'into cooperative relations with the other major
coﬁntfies in Europé. What's happened since 1950 in Europe -- the
peaceful relations, the cooperation, the economic growth, the
prosperity =-- is in a very considerable degree traceable to the
initiatives in which he was really the moving force, The Schuman
Plan changed the whole direction of the policy within Europe. The

Comnmeon Market certainly created the basis for removing the econemic
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barriers, or treating the whole continent as a unit for economic
purposes., Political and economic cooperation, and in a sense, the
unity of Europe, is very largely based on his efforts. Not by
himself, obviocusly, for'they‘neveriwould have even gotten started
if Schuman hadn't been willing to endorse them. I don't think the
- measures would have worked anywhere neér as effectively for a
decade if Adenauei hadn't been the leader in Germany, and there
were otﬁers in the smaller countries, like Spaak in Belgium...

LT: De Gasperi.

RB: De Gasperi; in Italy, and others who happened to be in power.
But still, the fellow who' recognizes that there's the possibility,
and then finds a practical way to caﬁitélize on it, it seems tg
me, has really made a major contribﬁtion. That was what was
speqial about Monnet. He combined two gqualities which don't often
come together‘in one human personality. One was, he was really
able to commit himself to quite large purposes, long-term purposes,
like the unification of Europe. He had no illusions, I think,
that this was going to be something easy or quick. But he was

not embarrassed af espousing a vision of a Europe that would be
utterly different than what it had been in the earlier period of
bitter rivalry and hostility, and what he célléd "eivil wars."

But then, you know, lots of people have had large visions. He

had this second quality{ namely a pragmatic capacity for finding
the way to make progress, how to get ahead toward the long-term
“goal by praétical steps. That kind of pragmatism is found in others

too, but ofttimes it isn't joined to any larger set of purposes.
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'LT: Frangois Duéh@ne once remérked thag perhaps the one unique
quality of Monnet was that his real genius lay in his ability to
limit himself to about two forward steps ahead and never to allow
peripheral things to cloud the main objective. Never look three
or four steps ahead, beéause that was already too_fa%.

RB:; Thaﬁ's right. Yet it would #e guite wrong to say that he
didn't have in his head an overreaching purpose ~- of trying to
unify Europe, and tgnbring about a totally new structure in Europe.
Because he wasn't satisfied merely with cooperation, as in the
OECD, or the soft of thing that the British fa#ored; he was deter-
mined that the changes would be more structural, more‘institutional.
That was there, as.a fundamental purpose. At the same time he.was
abie to move back from that and say, "Well, all right, now what is
it Qe can do foday, and the ne%t day, and the day after that wbuld
be practical, and on the road to that goal., It would be something
that yoﬁ could hope to accomplish in a manageable time." That's
where he was wiliing to spend an inordinate amount of time --
finding whére was the right place to take hold. Then in doggedly
pursuiné that, he would not let himself be deflected into other
activities. He was totally single-minded, once he had fastened
"on to whét was to be the next step. He just wouldn't let himself
be deflected by other worthy purposes, or interesting issues that
might come along. This doggedness was a distinguishing quality

of the man. So many people are easily deflected. When they hit
an obstacle, they move to something else, or change the approach

or something. Monnet wasn't that way. When he hit an obstacle
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he.set his mind tolhow he could getlaround it over it, or
outwait it. At any eﬁent, he didn't let it deter him from what
he saw as the next measure to be taken. I thought also that he
had hold of a ﬁery fundamental point when he said, "If you do
take a positiﬁe;step forward in an awkward or difficult or complex
situation,iyou change the situatién by that step. The effects of
that may open up new possibilities for further steps whiéh had
not been feasible before." And I think that the experience with
Furope has shown that.

LT? He once uéed a metaphor about climbing é mountain. He said
that with every step you commanded a new view and the world
looked a little different. A unique Monnet notion was that if
you want to solve a problem, and if there's no framework for
solving it, you create a largér framework wherein you're solving
other problemg and also that one, which hitherto héd not seemed
soluable. That issthe way natural scientists tackie problems.
Well, X sugpose we could go on for a long time, Bob, you've I
think réally come to the heart of Monnet. Is there something
else you wanf té commenit on? Are there some fitting anecdotes
you recall?

RB: Wéll, I think I c¢an scrape up two or three. One is not
exactly an anecdote, but does tell a bit about Monnet's priorities,

or at least the priorities of Madame Monnet. AS you probably know,
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Monnet was selected by Harvard to receive an honorary degree.
One of the Harvard rules is that the recipient has to come to the
commencement exercises in order to receive it. They won't give

it to you in absentia. So the University voted it one year and

invited him to come. But something developed either with the
Acfion Cémmittee or some other crisis so he cancelled the trip.
‘So, next year, the University_again voted him an honorary degree
and invited him onc?imore to come to the commencement. 6nce more
he planned to come. This time, His daughter was expecting a
child. She Was.eﬁpected to give birth to the child on precisely
the day on which the commencement fell. Whatever his own wishes
were ({they may well have been ﬁo ;emain home by her gide), Madéme
- Monnet tboughtlit was out of order for him not to be there at home
that day in case the daughtér'é child was born. So he didn't

come that fimg“either. I think the Harvard Corporation decided
that he was not a good risk. They did not vote it a third time.
LT: Was she the daughter about whom he had so much concern for

so many years, about her political leanings?

"RB: I'm not éure which one it was. Iﬁ any event, Madame Monnet
was very adamant that he wasn't to leave the so0il of France while
the birth was impending.

LT: People have commented that Monnet rarely talked about or

.- characterized other pe&ple. I'd not found this particularly true.
Did you ever find him characterizing any of the people of hié time,

such as DeGaulle and others?
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RB: -My feeling was that he was'ratﬁer chary of characterizing
other people. I was thinking particularly of his attitude towargd
DeGaulle. . You will recall that he had worked with him when
DeGaulle went to England. Then, of course, after Monnet became

so much involﬁed in trying to créate a united Europe, DeGaulle'sg
attitude especially from '58 on was really a major obstacle to

any progress. I sometimes tried to get him to express his feelings
didn't allow Himself to express strong feelings. It was clear,
obviously, that'DeGaulle was seen as a serious obstacle. Neverthe-:
less, he avoided adjectives about him, Perhaps he was being
prudent, He may have thought he would ha?e a chance to persuaae
DeGaulle to modify his position. But it did seem to me that he
was less forthright in talkin§ about somebody like DeGaulle than

I would have g§pected. Was that your experience?

LT: Yes, he showed sort of a restraint., He once talked to me
about his wartime experiences in North Africa, of being briefly
with DeGauile, and of the kind Qf'problems that they had, dealing
with each other. Buf he did not go into any great detail.

RB: He tended to be factual, rather than to characterize.

LT: Thag's right.

RB: He didn't really use many adijectives. He either controlled
his feelings or simply didn't allow himself to have strong feelings
in matters which later might be important in terms of what he
wanted to accomplish. I never really heard him express very

strong emotion in any way. It was‘bbvious he felt warmly about
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particular individuals and, in particular, about his family.
He would sometimes express these feélings by acts of special
consideration. I very seidom heard him éut into words either
warm feelings toward others, or hostility.
LT: Trué. He onée asked me, at the outset of the Kennedy admini-
stration, what did I think of Douglas Dillon. And, because I
tend to characterize everyone, 1 gsaid, "Well, I think he's a
very nice; charminghghap, but just don't know how able he is in
this particular fob.“ Aand Monnet was silent for a minute, and
said, "I think he's probably going to do a very good job. I
knew his father very well, he was an excellent man."
RB: He was able‘tb convey a strong feeling of friendship, hosbi—
tality and cordiality, and even of intimacy in a certain sense,
I rememﬁer one episode very weil. One summer i took my family
thtour for about 8 weeks in Eurcope, in France mainly., When we
cahe to Paris, Monnet suggestéd that I bring the whole family
0o dinner with them, the two boys, about ten or twelve, and my
wife. He'd met my wife before but he'd never seen the boys. At
dinner I.was struck by how much he focused his attention on the
youngstérs and made them feel that he was interested in what they
did, what they liked, what they wanted to do, and how they'd
énjoyed France.

Another episode was amusing. One time, when he was reminis-
cing with me about living in the United States during the wayr, he
sald one of the things he'd come to love was Boston baked beans.

SixX or eight months later, in the middle of a meal I was having
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Qith just him and Madame Monnet in the countxy, he suddenly
recailed the baked beans, and insisted that the cook prepare us
some of the bakea beans, So we interrupted this delicious French
meél by a course of baked beans. It seemed to me rather bizarre.
But he ate them with great relish.
LT: His taste in food was extraordinary. As he got older, of
course, he got much more conscious of his diet, and I know Max
Kohnstann, who traveled quite a bit with him, complained that he
was always worrigd about Monnet getﬁing down to the restaurant
bgfore he_did, if they were-eating at the same place, because
Monnet would invariably order hamburgers, ordinary American—typ9
hamburgers, and order them for Max too.. And then he told me that
he would frequently bring back with him, or have sent back, cases
of V-8 juice,'years before they had that in.Europe. Another thing
he liked was clam chowder.

Did you ever recall his referring to any book that he'd ever
read?
RB: No, I don't. I didn't think of Monnet as having any particu-
'1ar interest in books at all. He struck me as getting most of
_hié information from discussion, talk, pulling it out of people,
and having somebody else to do any writing. He seemed to abstain
erm any systematic reading, as far as I could see, or any ex-
tensive writing., I was very surprised, actually, one time when
he presented wme with a gift of a book after I had done something
for him out of the ordinary. It was a copy of de Tocgqueville on

America, in French, which he must have had leatherbound himself.
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LT: One time, he said, "Of course you've read the autobiography
of Ibn Saud, have you not?" And I said, "No, I haven't," and he
said, "Oh, you must have‘read it." He said, "There's a part in

' there where he describes having great self-doubt, and so he goes
into the deséft; and fasts seﬁeral days,:to find God again. And
he finds.God, and God £ells him, 'Bless even thine enemies, be-
cause even they will be of help to thee.'" Well it was just at
the time when DeGaulle had come back iﬁto power, and so he says,
"You know, that's a very important thing.“ Later Frangois

Duchéne told melthat he'd just given him the book with that

page open. _

RB: There's just one other episode that sheds a little light

on his persistence. When I was in Germany with McCloy, my wife
and I drove down to the Rivieré, to a small resort for a vacation.
After two or three days, Monnet was on thé phone. He had tracked
me down to insist that I come back to Paris to help him solve some
crisis that wouldn't wait. Anythiné that was urgent to him was
urgent to the whole sfate of the world. It was out of the question
to delay for a week of vacation.  1In any event, I was young and
gullible, and he persuaded me that it was important. But I said
toAhim, "Well, look, I've got my wife, I've got my car, it'll take
me two déys to drive back to Paris, it'll have to keep‘that long."
And he said, "Oh, that's not neceésary, just fly." And I said,
"Well, I'm not going to let my wife drive back across France, so

that I can come back on the airplane." "Well," he said, "you

drive her part way; then you take the airplane and let her drive
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on to Ly&ns. And meanwhile I will send my chauffeur down to

- Lyons and he'll drive her back from Lyons to Paris." And he did
indeed arrange for this élaborate procedure.

LT: He did that to Kohnstamm; He was in Luxembourg, and I know

that the Kohnstamnms liked to regard their weekends as inviolable,
but it was very, very difficult when Monnet was in town.

Well, I ;upﬁbse we could go on reﬁiniscing about him.
Anecdotes are reéllgnd nice way to préserﬁé some cf the flavor and
personality of a person.

RB: I think oné aspect of the personality of Monnet could have
been caught best with a movie camera, which could have gotten
pictures of him tramping across the countryside, out there in
Bazoche, ﬁhen he got on his special walking outfit, his grea£

big boots and his large coat 5nd -

I;LT: And his walking stick.

RB: And his walking stick, I think he was very muchiin the charac-
ter which he saw for himself. The route would take him along
ploughed fields, and he would sto§ every so often and ostentatiously
£i11 his lungs with life-giving fresh air, available only in this
rural setting. He was kind of crgating a character, but he was
doing it for himself in part, I think. Apparently this morning
walk for an hour or so was the way he sorted out thoughts and
planned what he was going to do that day. And if someone was

with him he would talk out whatever problem was then on his mind.
LT: That was one of the reasons he liked to stay at the West-

chester, because he said it was right near the park.



Bowie  =23-
RB: Whefe he could_waik; yes.
LT: Well, thanks very much, Bob, it was very nice of you to take
up all that time.
4



Footnotes

Page 3‘

1Lewis Douglas wag U.S. ambassador to Great Britain from
1947 to 1950, ‘

Page 6

2William D. Tbmlinson, chief U.S. Treasury representative
in Paris, died in 1957.
Page 7

3Stanley M. Cleveland was financial officer in Paris from
1949 to 1951,

4Donald J. McGrew was the assistant U. S Treasury rep—
rcsentatlve in Paris. :
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