¥y Lord,

f As I bad the honour to inform Your
#3/; Lordehip in my telegram No.S2 of February 3rd,
! the Presldent at his press conference cn that
day emphaticslly denied that at his secret
meeting with the members of the Senate Nilitary
Affalrs Committee he had declared that the

"American frontier was in France". He went

on to socuse his opponents in Congress and
' gortain olements in the press of having deliberately
and misohievously misrepresented him tc serve
thelr own political ends. Finelly as reported in
my telegran usder reference he declared that
there tmd been no change in the forelgn poliey
of the Unlted States Coveromweont and enunclated
in a get statorent the four cardinal points on
whioch he ¢laimed this policy was based. The text
of this statement is enclosed herein.
2. If the President hoped that his remarks

would damp dowm the storm which has been raging in
Congress and in the preoss ever since the news about
the supply of airoraft to France loaked out, he
was grlevously mistaken. The only result of his
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dress uhh on m m'o foreim M
et an early date. It 1s gemerally bel leved that
what the President really sald to the Senators
was that France represented the first line of
defence of the United States, a statement which
is self-evident to most sensible psople and does
not imply any commitment by the United States to
come to France's sssistange. Mr. Mark Sulllvan,
a veteran Hepubligan columnist, has written much
the same thing in an article entitled "ingland
America's shield"”, in which he strongly advocates
the sale of aircralt to the United EKingdom and
France.

e It is more the President's methods and
the secreoy with which he is accused of trylng to
surround the Administration's actions than his -
actual policy that are being attacked at the present
moment. The oute-and-out isclationlsts are naturally _
in full cry agalnet the Presldent, though even :
they have not gone so far as to suggest that the
supply of sireraft to France or the United Kingdom o
should be stopped. They are, howover, complaining !
- that the President by his setions ls creating the
mb«an home and abroad, that the United
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attention to the remarks about the m m
made by the Frime Ninister in his recent speeches
and insinuated that Mr. Chemberlain was endeavouring
to suggzest to the British people that "they had

the great power of the United States in support of
their measures and thelr undertakinga”. lir. Lewils
declared that there had never been an expression
from those in authority in the United States to
Justify any foreign premier to say what the position
of the United Stateawuld be in s matter in which
the foreign government 1s involved, particularly
where 1t 1s a military contention and a military
confliot".

4. Many pewspapere have, however, pointed out
that the known sympathies of the President with the
domocratic powere are shared by the majority of
people 1in this country, and that the last thing

that Amerilocan public opinion wishes to see 1l the
triumph of the totalitarian states. It lms indeed
been peinted out that even President Hoover, in his
epeech montioned in my despateh NHo.l38 of Febrwmry
Srd, while atbacking the President's policy, went out
of his way to give & warning that in certaln
eventualities the Unlted Statea could not remain
indifferent to what might happen in Burope. The
ex-Fresident sald: "We must not close our eyes to
the conditions under whioh the American people,
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can be overstraimed by brutallity. That wes one of
the canses of our entry into the lawt war. Par
instance, if wholesale attack wers made on women

and children by the deliberate destructlon of citiles
from the ailr, then the indignation of the American
people could not be restralsed from actlon .......

I do not bellove officials of any nation hsve begome
so foolish or dare the depth of barbarism of such an
undertaking. The indignation in the United States
to=day at such killingsin Spain and China, where 1t

is excused as the accldent of attempts to demoralize
munitions supply should be warning of the temper which
wuld be ralsed". TVaelter Lippmannin an artlcle in
the paper of February 4th describes these words of Mr.
Hoover as "very plain spesking indeed".

8. But even though a great many people in this
country « and not only the members of his own party -
may share the FPresident's sympathles with the democracles,
there ean ba little doubt that a very large body of

-

opinion « Democrat as well as Republican « 1s profoundly ;
distrustful of the Fresident's methods, and nervous |
lest as a result of the georecy and apparent haste with ’
which he is alleged to be acting the people of the United
States should suddenly find themselves definitely

committed to a certaln line of actlon in Burope without
having had any opportunity of espresaing sn opinion 1in
the matter. This feeling and alsc the complaint that,

instead/
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as possible to establish the highest possidle measure
of agreomont in the country on foreign policy, the
Fregident by his asotlions during the last ten days

has only inoremsed the differenges of opinion on the

subject, are widely volced in the nowspapersa. In
consequence there 1s a very general doemand that the
Fresident should take an sarly opportunity of clarifying
the situation, and of stating exactly what his poliey
is, and what steps he propoves to take to put thias
pollicy into effect. This feeling is well expreased by
Mr., Arthur Krock in the "lNew York Times" of February
7th, where he writes:= "If the President belleves, as he
is oredited with belleving, that arms reductlion will
only come when the dlotators are matohed by the
demooracies to a point where war will be demonstrably a
disastrous defeat, that the independence of nat'ons
will only be assured when that payohology 1u establisghed;
and that -« short of war - the United States should pureue
its policy to that end, why not openly say so to the
Ameyican peoplet”
€. It i3 unfortunate that at a time when Mr.
T Hoosevelt wishos to create abroad an impression of
dotormination and unanimity he should still continue
to alienate his moderate Demccrats in Congress by injudiclous |
and provocative sppointments which indicete that his
radloalisnm 1o by no means abated. There is & good deal
of bad feeling between Congress and the Fresident, and he
is acoused of mot llstening to the words of wisdom of .
- Garner/
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Garner, who is an ackuowledged expert uﬂlﬁ
the pulse of Congress. The President's critlos

within his own party are growing both in nuumbers
and in outspokenness; they complainm that he appoars
to remaln blind to the lesson of lest autumn's
elections that the country wants no more experimental
logislation and radigal appointments, but wishes
to return to the middle of the road. The danger of all
this is that 1f the quarrel with Congross develops
mich further the President will be unable to carry
his plans for the rovision of the Neutrality Act.
T I am sending & copy of this despateh to the
High Commissioner for the United Kimgdom in Canada.
I have the honour to be,
with the highest respect,
My Lord,
Your Lordship's most obedient,
humble sefvant,

(S0D) Ved Le BALLED,

He M. Charg$ a'Affaives.




