Quotes From Atlantic Unionists at the Convention
Freedom & Union, Feb.- Mar., 1962

 

Christian Herter, Chairman of the Convention 
From: Why "Wait for Catastrophe?" 

"Our gathering here to prospect an international breakthrough evidences growing confidence in the effectiveness of private efforts to improve the government of men. Proceeding by convention has, I know, an air of novelty for some of our European friends. For Americans, the Constitutional Convention of 1787 marks the real beginning of our Republic. A Convention of this sort strikes a right note for us." 

"What concrete results do I as an individual hope for from this convention? 

A deep commitment by each member to the goal of a close-knit Atlantic Community during his or her lifetime.

An agreement on principles to guide our steps to this goal. Among others, I would like to see considered: 

Strengthened ties on all levels - political, military, economic and cultural. Too great reliance on one or even several channels of cooperation should be avoided. 

The Community should be conceived as "open ended" so that any qualified nation could associate with it. 

Measures to achieve Atlantic unity should be taken in a manner designed to avoid prejudice to developing unity between any smaller group of states in the Community. 

While the ultimate political framework of the North Atlantic Community cannot now be foreseen, our respective nations should not rule out of consideration any approach, no matter how ambitious."

Elmo Roper 
Roper Gives Convention’s Backround, Tasks 

But of course the crucial battle for support was fought in the U.S. Congress, and particularly that branch most concerned with foreign affairs, the U.S. Senate. To begin with, our cause was represented in the Senate by the unremitting efforts of one lone man, Senator Estes Kefauver. But others came to believe in it, some quickly, some over the years - Senators Hubert Humphrey, John Sparkman, James Murray, William Fulbright, John Sherman Cooper, Clifford Case and even Frank Carlson from what is sometimes erroneously called the "isolationist state" of Kansas. 

Even then, year after year, resolutions calling for an Atlantic citizens' convention were drafted only to die in committee. But we were stubborn, and we gradually gained support from both Democrats and Republicans until about 30 Senators, as well as certain important men in the Administration, including the Vice-President, Richard M. Nixon, actively came to believe in the idea for which we were working. 

Hearings and Debate 

Finally Senator Church was designated by the Senate Foreign Relations Committee Chairman - William Fulbright - to write what was probably the fiftieth draft of a resolution calling for such a convention as this. Hearings were held, the resolution was debated, and - by a close vote - reported out favorably by the Foreign Relations Committee. We then had to wait to see whether or not the Majority Leader at that time, Lyndon Johnson (now Vice-President of the U.S.), would permit it to come to the floor of the Senate for debate. He did. At last, on June 14 and 15, 1960, the resolution met the full impact of its opposition n the from of determined speeches by a coalition of Southern Democrats and Republican conservatives, who seemed to view this trans-Atlantic citizens' meeting as a threat to American independence of action. 

Victory Crowned Our Efforts 

The vote was taken with more Senators participating than in any previous roll call of that session of Congress, and the resolution passed, 51 to 44. A similar resolution was subsequently passed in the House of Representatives by an overwhelming majority and signed by President Eisenhower. As a result of some inevitable delay its term had to be extended, and the extension was signed by President Kennedy, who had himself voted for it as a Senator. The process of selecting delegations then began, and here we are.

Adolph Schmidt 
Sovereignty Often Misunderstood 
Possibly the greatest obstacle to the establishment of effective government among nations is a misunderstanding of the nature of sovereignty. Insistence on complete individual sovereignty in international affairs is what creates the anarchy about which we have been speaking. Sovereignty and anarchy are inseparable. 

The great contribution of the American Revolution of 1776 was that for the first time in Western civilization a written Constitution in 1787 brought forth the idea that not a king, not a prince, not the president, not the Senate, nor the House of Representatives, but that the individual citizen was the sovereign. We frequently hear the use of the term "surrender sovereignty." But when it is so used, it means that the speaker or writer does not understand the nature of his sovereignty. For what is indivisibly yours and mine by the terms of our Constitutions cannot be surrendered. In fact, it cannot be given away unless we would be collectively so foolish as to permit some dictator to deprive us of it. 

It is entirely possible and proper, however, for a majority of us as individuals to transfer a portion of our sovereignty we own and will continue to own to a new and more inclusive entity if we have decided that such a transfer will provide us with a great measure of security or prosperity.

Prof. Mario Montanari (Italy) 

In Honor of Clarence K. Streit 

…In our consciences we know for sure that there is blowing now in the wind of change that is called Atlantic Federal Union. Here is a powerful idea that is greater, clearer and more in accord with these dangerous times than is even the realization of a European federation. Atlantic Federal Union has it a liberating truth that can free us from many past positions which often, like a ball and chain, keep us from going ahead…Only an Atlantic Federal Union can achieve the miracle of making each country consider itself an indissoluble part of a greater whole—so much so that any effort to detach any one of them would seem an amputation.

If this Convention creates a commission on institutions to study a plan for a federal constitution, we shall present such a plan to it …

In closing allow me to pay homage before all of you to an American who is in this room, a man who since 1939 has worked day and night for Atlantic Federal Union, courageously and often single-handed. I look up to him as a master. He deserves our attention and our gratitude. This humble and farsighted man is named Clarence Streit. He has done an immense work. We owe it to his generous efforts that we are here today in this Atlantic Convention, in position to discuss the future of the free world, and of freedom and peace for ourselves and our children.
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