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1939ra Bruce's file. Visit to the Un1ted States of Americ.Programme and notes of conversatlons.Programme for 4th, 5th, 6th, and 7th May, 19“9Notes oi conversation:—1t1sh Ambass¢dor, washlngtonSir Ronald LindsMr.
Cordell HullsMr. Norman DaviMr. Jimmy Dunn.President of thMr. Sumner Welle U S€L -L -



~—- --1 x$Thu:-adg , la; 51,11;11.00 a.m. - Call on r. Fete, State Department Adviseron Economic A!"‘uirb at St/te Department.12.00 noon - Be received by Preeident at Ihite House.1.05 p.m. - Small luncheon given by Mr.
P1erre_..ont Moffatfor you at Metropolitan Club.8.00 pm. - lth Mrs. Bruce dine with Hr. Victor Inllet.Frid th: _ _ _ _Q45 <0. \\l~\u.-|\»Jos\, \\v~¢L~>.$\a», 10.30 a.m. - bee General Parran, Department of Health,Constitution
Avenue.11.30 e.m. - bee Dr. Hombeck, Adviser on Far EasternAffair» at State Department-6.00 p.m. - See Ambaasador at Embassy.3.30 p.m. - With Mrs. Bruce - smell dinner at my house.gaturdgq , Bay 6th;10.00 a.m. -
Call on iwlr. Sumner Welles at State Departlnnt.11.00 am. - Leave for Vierrenton - Virginia Gold Cup Races.Qoggg, Kg 1th:0.00 a Ill Gall an- - * On . bayre, btate Department.l2.00 noon - Depart Union Station(Azgrivo Neg
York 3-A5 p.m. Standard Tile —4.45 pm. Daylight having Tile(Daylight Saving Time) 6.30 p.n. - Dine with llr. Macgregor at Terrace Club- at World's Fair.iii;



SIR RONALD LINDSAY - British Ambassador - Washington. May 2mdl9QaAfter our convers tion with Mr. Cordell Hull, Iwent to the Embassy and the Ambassador sent all the cablesthat had been received from the Foreign
Office since I leftAustralia to Ufficer's room for me to read. They were clearlymostly copies of the cables sent to the Dominions. incidentallythey made fairly depressing reading but there is no need todeal with them here.aA
more interesting development was after 1 had lunchedat the Embassy where the Amb ssador showed me a note fromCadogan enclosing a memorandum Winston Churchill had sent toHalifax on the general situation
particularly in its navalaspects.The gist of the Memorandum was that the primary taskof the British Navy was to clean up the Mediterranean situation -as to their capacity to do so he was distinctly ogtimistic -and then to
endeavour to get a domination in the altic. Heurged that these primary tasks had to be carried out beforeany part of the Battle fleet was despatched to the Pacific.He argued at considerable length that while theJapanese
could take Shanghai and ong Kong and obtain a dominancein China that this did not involve a serious danger toSingapore, Australia and New bealand. His argument wasthat these were major adventures that Japan would
not think ofundertaking while there was any fear of any part of the BritishBattle fleet coming into the Pacific. He was very confidentof Singapore's power to resist any attack or blockade that waslikely to be undertaken and
showed o signs of any doubts asto Singapore being adequately m,4i,Z»¢J and victualled.(I told the Ambassador of my experiences last year on thispoint and that I had no certainty to say that the positionhad been remedied
but he suggested Winston had probablydefinite information on this point.)Winston notwithstanding his confidence as to no majormove by Japan suggested the desirability of getting assurancesfrom America as to their co-
operation in the event of Japanmoving south of the equator.After l had read the Memorandum I told the Ambassadorthat the subject was one with which I was closely in touch a ndoutlined the recent developments including
the doubts that hadrecently arisen in Australia as to the United Kingdom being in aposition to implement her assurances as to sending part of thebattle fleet into the Pacific in the event of war.



\__I Sir Ronald Lindsay -2-I told him that this was one of the matters 1 hadto take up with the President and that possibly my doing so wouldbe helpful to him. He said that was exactly what he hadproposed asking me to do.
I told him I would let him knowthe result after I had seen the President.In my conversation with the Ambassador, 1 told himthat in many respects l was glad that i had been away from Englmdduring the last four months as 1
would have felt some difficultyin deciding what-line to take. I told him the alternatives 'as l saw them were (1) After Hitler's move into Czecho totake the line that had been taken, namely, that somewhere ahalt had to be
called and we had to show we were not preparedindefinitely to let Hitler obtain his objectives by threats offorce or to admit the impossibility of rendering aid to theEastern European countries and continue resolutely with
ourrearmament relying on our own strength and the invariabilityof the United tates opinion increasingly recognising in faceof the totalitarian states growing strength of the necessityof standing shoulder to shoulder with
us.With regard to the first there was the danger that by givingpledges to East Europe we might find ourselves forced into a warwith weak and uncertain allies and we ourselves being able todo little that was effective.With
regard to the second the danger was that it mightbe impossible to hold United Kingdom opinion and that we mightbring ourselves into such contempt that when the real crisiscame we would find ourselves without a friend.I
indicated that in my view whichever course were adoptedthe United States in her own interests would be forced in onour side in face of the growing danger from the dominance ofthe Totalitarian 5tates. In emphasising this 1
told him ofmy conversation with Walter Lipman with regard to his articleon the overwhelming strength in the air of Germany as againstthe United Kingdom.On the whole l indicated my view was we had probablytaken the
right course particularly having regard to the factthat if we were forced into a war in which we were at a dis-advantage owing to the attitude of other countries particularlyRussia in proportion as things went badly with us
would therebe a recognition in the United States of the necessity in theirown interests of their intervening on our side. II told the Ambassador that 1 was glad that 1 had notbeen in London when these difficult decisions had
to be takenW/if



7MR. CORDELL HULL. Tuesday May 2nd. 1959Went with the Ambassador to see Mr. Hull. He wasextremely cordial and spoke in most generous terms of the latePrime Minister.The conversation which was mainly
between Mr. Hulland myself, the Ambassador saying little, was very general incharacter and no points of any great importance emerged.He clearly feels that there is nothing that can bedone at the moment except to
accelerate in any way possiblethe rearmament of the Democracies so as to convince the Totali-tarian States that they cannot gain their ends by force.He, however, said nothing specific as to Unitedtates attitude. It is clear,
1 think, that he recogniseshow vitally concerned United btates is in the position.He emphasised the probable great economic and indus—trial developments likely to follow any resolution of thepresent political situation. He
clearly shares the views Iexpressed in Australia on this point.He talked a good deal of the effect that the presentuncertainty is having on trade and industry and asked of theposition in Australia. I told him that it was good but
.emphasised that this was entirely due to the stimulating effecton efficiency in Australia that the financial and economiccrisis had had.Towards the end of the conversation I brought up thequestion of the trade negotiations -
told him I had not beenconcerned with the details, but felt just as I had conveyed tothe Australian Government the background atmosphere after myvisit to Washington in December I felt 1 could usefully dothe same thing
with regard to the Australian atmosphere while1 was in Washington this time. _We agreed it would be desirable that 1 should do soin my conversations with Sumner Wells and Sayre.When 1 was leaving Mr. Cordell Hull
made it clear hewas aware of the work 1 was doing on the economic side and ex-pressed his admiration of it. ky§Z\' /



ri—-%MR. NORMAN DAVIS. May 5rd, 1959Had a long talk to Norman Davis at the Red CrossBuilding. We discussed the Australian political p0SitiOn andI explained to him my attitude towards returning.He expressed the
view that it would be most inadvisablefor me to return to Party Politics and was good enough to sayhe was glad I was returning to London as he thought my influencethere with the United Kingdom Government would be
invaluable.We then discussed the European situation and we agreedthat notwithstanding all the dangers involved there was no othercourse open to Britain than the one that had been taken. Heexpressed the view that the
firmness of the United-Kingdomattitude had had a great effect on American public opinion andwas just as out-spoken as to the inevitability of the U.S.A.coming in on our side in the.event of a crash as he was whenl saw him
in December.We agreed that the only course now was to go on withrearmament as rapidly as possible so as to increase the deterrentagainst any outbreak by the Totalitarian Powers but at the sametime to make it clear that
while nothing will be given in faceof force, or threats of force, if these are dropped thenewas agenuine will to meet and if possible remedy any legitimategrievances or iniquities.In particular Norman Davis took the Polish
positionand after outlining the facts indicated that in his view thePolish attitude should be preparedness to discuss and endeavourto meet the German claims but only on the basis of an arrange-ment that would ensure a
general genuine peace solution in eaternEurope but not on a basis which would deal with the Dantzigproblem and leave it open to Germany to treat the concessionsthat had been obtained there as a jumping off ground
forfurther aggression as had been done in the case of the Czechs.I told him l had not anticipated,as he developed hisargument, that he was going to suggest so wide a settlement asone embracing the general position but
one which would have metthe Polish position and safeguarded them against furtheraggression.- He then told me he had seen Orr the day before andhad been most impressed by him. He again showed he hadgrasped the
importance of the nutrition suggestions but struckme as being a little woolly as to what to do so as to makesome progress of real value with regard to it. He told methat Parran was very enthusiastic and had approached him
Davisas to utilising the Red Cross Urganisation in a campaign toput the idea over.



Mr. Norman Davis. -2-I told him I thought such a campaign would be all tothe good but that it only touched the fringe of the problem.Education might bring about a limited increase in the consumptionof the protective foods
by inducing those in a position to do soto purchase but that those in such a position probably did notrepresent 20% of the population.If, however, the other 80% which was the populationthat really counted were to have their
standard of nutritionimproved, it would involve great changes and the reorientationof policies in which Governments would have to play a courageouspart.I then put it to him that Governments could not playthat part and give
a courageous lead except for some greatobjective which was clearly defined and understood by thegeneral mass of the people.At the present time that was not the case. All thatwas happening was that an increasing
number of people were be-coming impressed with the possibilities of nutrition throughthe preachings of enthusiasts such as Orr, McDougall & Co.I told him in my view the practical step that had t 0 .be taken was to impress
the President with the social and economicpossibilities of nutrition and to get him to appoint a strongand independant Committee to examine and report to him on thequestion.I suggested that the method of handling the
questionshould be, having appointed the Committee, to tell them that theexamination already carried out indicated great possibilitiesin the idea.That their task was to examine all the available informa-tion and data on the
following points.- ‘a. The evidence of a low standard of health due tomalnutrition.b. the effect on the health standard of improvednutrition and the provision of the necessarysupplies of protective food stuffs.c. The economic
effect on Agriculture and the problemof agricultural surpluses if agriculture wererequired to produce the necessary supplies of protect-ive food stuffs required to raise the healthstandard.d. The economic effect upon Industry
and Commerce result-ing from Agriculture undertaking (0).I



Mr. Norman Davis. -5-e. The effect on national finance by relieving budgetsof the present burden in respect of national health,agricultural subsidies etc.I suggested to him on (a) ample information wasalready available and
that it also should be relatively easyto draw the picture of the effects that would flow from animproved standard of nutrition.With regard to (c), (d) and (e) 1 suggested researchwould be required but that the Committee would
be in a positionto determine what research was required and how and by whom‘ it should be carried out.I urged on Norman Davis that in this way a picturecould be drawn which would show so great an objective as
towarrant Governments pursuing both novel and courageous policiesand as to enlist the enthusiasm and co-operation of the people.Norman Davis said he entirely agreed and would putthe.whole question before the
President when he got an opportun-ity for a long and quiet talk with him.The conversation was l think most useful and i amhopeful may bear fruit.Before 1 left Norman Davis raised the question of. Lothian's recent speeches
and said they had done harm andthat it was essential for Lothian to say nothing until hecomes to take up his post. He instanced that even Lothian's_ statement that he hoped he would be half as good as Kennedyhad done
harm as there were a lot of people in the U.S.A. towhom Kennedy was not a "persona gratia" Norman Davissaid he would have liked to have telegraphed to him andsuggest to him not to talk but felt it might be
embarrassingif it every became known he had done so. I told Norman DavisI would get in touch with Lothian and without mentioning hisname make the suggestion.(This l did in a telephone conversation to-day,May 4th.
)Towards the end of the conversation I said to NormanDavis that when I saw the President I would have to refer tothe Pacific position and the possibility of the Japanesebecoming troublesome in the event of the Germans
and ltaliansstarting trouble as Australian opinion was very worked upon the subject and my Government had specifically asked me totake up the question with the President of the attitude of theU.S.A. in the event of the
Japs moving south. l said I/realisedA i



Mr. Norman Davis. -4-realised the President could not commit himself but l saidNorman Davis I presumed there was no doubt that the UnitedStates would regard any move say against the Dutch East Indas of vital concern
to her and would feel impelled to takeaction.e was extremely reassuring on the subject and sathatthere was no possible doubt as to the United States attand that they certainly would intervene if Japan took anyhostile
attitude in the facific and started moving southwae said that the President realised this and that while hecould not make any statement that there was no doubt but thhe would act should such a contingency
arise.J’./~'/toiesidituderdat



JIMMY DUNN. May 5rd 1959. 5.v p.m.Had a very long, useful and interesting conversationwith Dunn. I gather he was in the Diplomatic Service butresigned. He is very well off having married a rich wife aDu Pont l think, and
very independent. e comes betweenSumner hells and Hornbeck and Pierpont Moffat is called Diplo-matic Adviser and has, l gather, a great deal of influence.We started by discussing the general world situationboth
European and Yacific, particularly from the point of viewof the impossibility of America disinteresting herself.I talked down the lines of its being obvious theAdministration recognised the necessity for the United Dtatesto co-
operate with the United Kingdom and France bcause of thefact that if they were defeated the United States would thenbe faced with the necessity of taking on the TotalitarianPowers by themselves. He in no way dissented
from this andthe conversation developed down the lines of taking this foran accepted fact and centered round the different view point. 1of the Public towards Europe and the Pacific, namely, that whilepublic opinion would
readily accept intervention in the Pacificthe isolationists would be strong in resisting physical actionin regard to Europe.We fully discussed the implications of this positionand Dunn went further than anyone else I have talked
within tracing a distinction between armed intervention and otherforms of support in Europe. He was very definite as to thegeneral atmosphere that had progressively grown in the Unitedtates in face of Totalitarian
aggressions and brutalities infavour of the United Kingdom and rance.He maintained that the overwhelming body of publicopinion would be in favour of helping in any possible waye.g. munitions and supplies short of actual
participation inhostilities. His mind was very much that this was probablythe most useful form of help so long as Japan kept out as nonaval assistance would be required in such circumstances and anyexpeditionary force
would be limited owing to the United Statescomplex on Japan. Conversely the whole tenor of his argumentimplied that with Japan in United $tates would be in too.He also advanced the argument that the United Statesout
kept Japan guessing and was likely to keep Japan out also.I did not strenuously resist his arguments because I thoughtthere was a good deal in them but kept on reiterating thenecessity for Hnited States co-operation in
whatever form wasmost



J immi,Q11nI1- -2-most effective in the interests of the United $tates itselfand the necessity for U.S. physical intervention if things weregoing badly with the United Kingdom and France.We then moved on to consideration of
the positionif war did not come this year. I suggested that in that eventthe United Kingdom wou have become so strong and United btatesopinion would have so greatly advanced in recognising theU.S. vital interest on the
side of the United Kingdom that theDictators would recognise the game was up and the fear of a~ general world war would disappear.He agreed with this and did not dissent from mystatement as to the probable trend of
U.S. public opinion infavour of Britain.I put it to him that if this were likely to be theposition some hard thinking and preparatory work should begoing on to meet the situation. I pointed out that if you re-moved the possibility of
a general war it would probably bepossible to bring about a halt in armaments. The economicconsequences of such action had to be taken into account as ifthe only result was a world wide increase in unemployment
thewhole trouble would boil up again. He was extremely interestedin this point and we had a long talk upon it. He asked me if1 had anything in my mind. I told him Yes. I then put tohim the point of the rehabilitationbf China -
emphasisingthat no love was lost between the Germans and the Japs - thatthe Qermans were very angry over their loss of trade throughJapanese action in China - that they were only holding on toJapan because of her
usefulness in case of a world war and thatthey would throw them away like an old glove if the possibilityof such a war disappeared.I then elaborated the ideas contained in the letter1 sent to Runciman just before I left.1
pointed out that this was only one of the factorsand that much more would have to be done. For instance I sawthe problem of Colonies and raw materials would have to be dealtwith. I said we might all agree that Colonies
were not anasset but a liability and might feel that there was no restrict-ion in the purchase of raw materials provided the necessarycredits were available. That, however, was not enough.Some gesture had to be made if
political appeasement was to beachieved. Further Colonies and tropical countries generallywould have to be developed to help the economic situation.. iii‘



Jimgy DUNN. -5-I said for my part it would be a good thing if theUnited Kingdom indicated its willingness, as a start, todeclare for the open door in all Colonies not ripe forself-government, and added that I thought such an
action wouldhave a considerable appeal in the United States. Dunn agreedI then went on to outline the ideas for a new colonialregimeput forward in my letter to the Prime Minister last February,including the suggestion for
international finance andthepossible solution of Japanese cheap goods by giving them anoutlet in the poor purchasing power countries. Dunn was dis-tinctly taken with the idea.1 then pointed out that the suggestions
werenotenough - something had to be done to expand the general worldpurchasing power. I told him the most promising ideato thisend l had come across was better nutrition. I then explainedto him the idea - its initiation
and present position,emphasising that it had to be got on to a practical basisparticularly by drawing the whole picture and shewing the resultsthat would flow from success.I suggested that if it could be shown also to be
avaluable factor in bringing about a world economic improvementways would be found to give effect to it. I also outlinedto him the work we were trying to do at Geneva on the economicside.My impression was he was
distinctly interested. Istressed that a lead by the United States on getting downto the economic problems that will have to be faced upon anyimprovement in the political situation would be invaluable.Whether he will do
anything in this dire tion is doubtful butthe conversation I am sure will have MA/glnamore receptive toany lead from outside.If nothing else was accomplished we have, 1 am certain,enlisted a new and valuable recruit for our
nutrition campaign/ %&?%F. _ I



TH PRESIDENT, UNITED STATES OF AMRICA. May 4th I959The President was most cordial and friendly andopened the conversation by saying that he had not expected tosee me back but that l would have returned to
Australia to bePrime Minister again.I told him that for some days i had thought I wouldhave to do so and that I had remained on the Pacific coastfor a week not being sure from day to day whether I wasgoing westward to
Australia or eastward to England. Itold him that I had reluctantly agreed to go back but hadrefused to resume the leadership of my old political partybut had insisted, owing to the seriousness of the times, ifI returned it must
be without any political ties and with afree hand to form a Government of any sort l saw fit.He indicated he agreed with my attitude and added the shrewdobservation that whib the times were so grave l had to insiston only
going back on my own terms, they were not so seriousas to make Australia recognise the necessity of agreeing tothem. We then had a few words about the New York and SanFrancisco Fairs, I telling the President my
impressions ofthe latter. He again expressed his preference for the plansof the San Francisco Fair.We then moved on to the world situation. He saidthat Hitler was clearly moving on the basis of steady butprogressive
moves that advanced him to his objective withoutwar. That it was for Chamberlain and Ualadier to determinewhen the time came that they must resist. He said to determinethat time was difficult because there were not
clearly definedissues. He instanced Dantzig - the corridor and pointed outit was obvious some arrangement must be arrived at .He then digressed as instancing the possibilitiesof some arrangement into an idea which he
said he had suggestedin 1921 but which did not seem to me very practicable, thatthere should be an elevated way of the Corridor carryingpresumably rail and road facilities which would not actuallytouch the earth of the
corridor save as he admitted by thesupports which carried the elevated way being on corridor soil.He then went on to say that he had seen the Polishmbassador the other day and had said to him that some
agreementshould be arrived at over Dantzig and the Corridor. He saidthat the Polish Ambassador had entirely agreed but had addedit must be a freely negotiated settlement and not one arrived/at under



“TI-IE PRESIDENT. U. S. A. -2-at under threats.This view the President made clear he agreed withand that what he had meant was that an arrangement should notbe difficult but that the Uermans must be prepared to
negothteas between equals and cease threatening.The President also showed that he recognised thedanger of giving way because the imediate cause hardly justifiedwar as this was merely encouraging Hitler to continue
thetactics he had pursued with regard to the Czechs.This view was really the basis for the remark he madeearlier that it was for Chamberlain and Deladier to determinewhen the time came at which Hitler's demands had to
be resisted.Emphasising his point that agreements can only beentered into between equals and not under the compulsion ofthreats he instanced the position between France and ltaly.He said he knew from Deladier that he
was quite prepared to dis-cuss with the ltalians, Jibuti - Suez Canal directorate eventhe position of Italians in Tunis and he added you cant expecta nation to be prepared to discuss anything with a pistol at itshead. He added
France would not do so and made it clear heagreed with them.He then made a digression to ask me to speak to Halifaxabout the possibility of the United Kingdom making availablea strip of country running from the Indian
Ocean. He suggestedthat there were possibilities by carrying out certain engineer-ing works for it to carry a population of 15 million.He said he did not want me to convey it as a suggestionfrom him but as a proposal that
had been put to him for dealingwith surplus populations. 1 asked him if he meantrefugees and he said No, he meant from any where and he addedeven some of their people from the dust bowl might go.I said I would but
added I had no idea as to the possibilitiesof the country and whether the suggested carrying capacitywas in the realm of possibilities nor of the attitude of theUnited Kingdom Government.I then raised the question of Japan
and the Pacificand reminded the President that I had talked to him about itwhen l saw him in December. I told him that I had been verystruck by the anxiety 1 had found in Australia not only inthe Government but among the
people wherever 1 had been as tothe possibility of any action by Japan against Australia.1 told him that everywhere 1 had been asked as to the attitud eof the United States towards any move Southward by Japan.The
President said that when he had seen me beforehe had told me of his putting this question to his Cabinet./He



.THE PRESIDENT. U. S. A. -5-He then repeated to me what he had previouslytold me that hehad put to his Cabinet the question what would the UnitedStates attitude be to any attack on Canada and that after dis-cussing it
there was general agreement that any attack onCanada would constitute a menace to the United States andthey would have to intervene.He said he then put to them what about an attack byJapan on Australia, and that
after some hesitation the/f//‘mm! General replied, voicipg as the President put it thegener l yiew of the Cabinet, Well Australia is a hell of away off.I put it to the President that that episode hadoccurred 5 years or so ago
which he agreed and 1 asked himwhether recent events had not been of such a character as toget over the difficulty of Australia's distance.I told him 1 had been very struck by the greaterinterest the American people took
and the greater anxiety theyfelt with regard to the Pacific than to Europe and l said itseemed to me that American public opinion would be greatly 'aroused by any move of Japan's which looked like taking herSouth of the
equator. The‘president agreed and said theUnited btates would be vitally concerned in any such move.He then again told me of his declaration re Canada.He said he had gone to Toronto to receive a degree and in
thecourse of his speech he made his statement with regard to theUnited States attitude towards the integrity of Canada. Hesaid when the United States public first read it they werestartled and it gave them a considerable
shock. At firstthey were doubtful of it but on thinking it over they came tothe conclusion that he was right and they had completelyaccepted it. He said, however, they would not have takenthe same View with regard to a
similar statement as to AustraliaHis whole attitude was just the same as when 1 saw him beforethat he recognises that in the event of trouble in the Facificthat attitude of the United States would have to be verysimilar to
their attitude towards any menace to Canada butthat public opinion was not yet educated to the point ofapproving any commitments in this direction. He urgedmost strongly that it was imperative to cultivate the
closestrelations between the American and Australian people. Hestressed it very strongly and repeated it again as l was leavingnot merely Trade but cultural and personal, and he urged specialsteamers making tours to
Australia.This would make public opinion receptive of theidea that the United btates would have to intervene if Australiawas menaced.(Sent Prime Minister a cable on May 8th - giving thesubstance of my conversation with
the President and my general impressions of attitude of U.S. in eve%g¢7f action in theIPacific by Japan.)



SUMWER_WELLEB. MAY 6th 1953.Had a long talk which in many respects was the mostinteresting one I had in Washington. 1 like him and thinkhe is extremely competent.We started on the general position after he had
preceived me extremely cordially.e said that the position was extremely hard togauge and instanced that in the last two days they hadreceived 7 cables with regard to Litvinoff's alleged resignation. He said four of them were
emphatic that it indicatedno change in Sovet policy away from the Democratic States whthe other three took the opposite view and considered itpoi"ted towards a more isolationist policy. His own viewappeared to me that
he did not consider it need cause anyserious alarm. I then told him 1 had had a long talk with“ornbeck and had been most interested in what he told me ofthe difficulties the Japanese were encountering. Heconfirmed what
hornbeck had said but added a considerableamount.He said that within the last few days the Japanesehad definitely decided against a military alliance withhermany and Italy. That this decision was due to the Navy.That the
Germans had been pressing very hard for a militaryalliance, their main reason being that by this means theyhoped to obtain the assistance of the Japanese Navy in theMediterranean in a short and decisive war. That the
Armyin Japan had been definitely for such an alliance and hadbeen doing everything in their power to bring it about despithe opposition of the politicians.That the balance had been held by the Navy who, fosome time were
hesitating which side to support. SumnerilterWellestold me that the State Department had heard from Grewin the last few days that the Vice Minister for ForeignAffairs had assured him in the last few days that the Navyhad
now decided against the Alliance and that there was nofear of its going through._ I told Sumner Wellesthatthis was a new angle to me and that it certainly seemed towise on the part of the Navy as they would be in a
hopelessposition -(a) If they suffered any losses in the Mediterranean(b) If the U.S.A. came in with her Navy available to takethe Japanese.meOD€:1



4SUMNER WELLS. -2- ‘From this opening i led up to the question of the UnitedStates attitude in the event of the Japanese becoming trouble-SOme. I added that 1 had been very much impressed by thedifferent attitude of
public opinion to United States inter-vention in Europe and the Pacific.I ventured the view that the public were so concernedabout the Japanese that they would insist on the United 5tatestaking a hand. He said he agreed
and gave the interestingreason for the difference in the public attitude betweenEurope and the facific as being that in the case of Europeintervention as interpreted as meaning an expeditionary force~and this roused the
antagonism of every mother of eligiblesons.In the case of Japan an Expeditionary lorce was nevercontemplated, action being by means of the Navy in the Pacific.For this reason the intense hostility of the Mothers somarked
in regard to Europe did not exist in regard to Japanand the Pacific.i then made the point as to the difficult positionJapan would find herself in if war was avoided this yeardown the lines that by that time the British Empire
would besufficiently strong to exercise a strong deterrent and UnitedStates opinion was, in my viewm increasingly realising thenecessity of supporting ritain and France so as not to beleft to take on the Japanese by
themselves as they would haveto in the event of the United Kingdom and France being defeatede offered no dissent as to this view of the trend of UnitedStates opinion.My very distinct impression is that he is quite soundon
the necessity of the United States taking an active partin helping the United Kingdom and France in Europe althoughas long as Japan did not move it would probably be by armsand munitions and not active intervention. In
the event ofJapan taking any action I mm newéaécn) he would supportimmediate active intervention.In the conversation he said that while the activehostility which had existed towards the United Kingdom justafter the war
had to a great extent disappeared it had to beremembered that there was a strong underlying current of itfostered to a great extent by the Roman Catholic Church ofwhich many members of the hierarchy were Irish with a
bitterhatred of Britain. He instanced several whom 1 cannot recall.~~:_



SUMNER WELLS -5-Despite this he stressed that owing to thebrutalities and general behaviour of the Germans theoverwhelming feeling in the United btates was with Britainand France.I raised the point of the war debt and
told himI had come across the point a number of times, Theuniversal reaction I had found was that it was a tremendouspity it has not be arranged on the basis of a token paymentas the feeling which existed in America was
not directed somuch to the non-payment as the manner in which the decisionto cease payment had been given effect to.Sumner Wellewas very insistent on this pointalso and in the discussion the point emerged as to the
pitythat Neville with all the great qualities he has shown inthe last few months so lacked imagination.The interview was of the most cordial character andhe has promised to let me know if he carries out his presentintention
of coming to London this summer.rmI~




