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The Marshall Plan Visiting Teams and the Transfer of U.S Corporate Culture
LI Yun
(School of Sociology and History, Fujian Normanl University, Fuzhou 350108,China)

Abstract: During the Marshall Plan period, many missions with participants from European countries visited the Unit-
ed States to explore the reasons for the superior performance of its economy. It was partly designed as a means to dis-
seminate American technical and production methods to Europe. But the Americans could hardly have pushed either a ho-
mogenous set of objectives or one specific US model through any of the channels at their disposal.

Key words: Marshall Plan; production expedition to America; the Anglo—American Council on Productivity
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