
Kr v/hen I showed t h i s telegram t h i s 
a f te rnoon t o Mr. Dunn he was p a r t i c u l a r l y 
i n t e r e s t e d by paragraph 16 which r e f e r j j g l to 
a proposa l t h a t the B r i t i s h and Norwegian 
merchant s h i p s now he ld in French por t s 
should be exchanged aga ins t the French 
merchant s h i p s in the hands o f the B r i t i s h 
a u t h o r i t i e s . Mr. Dunn sa id tha t t h i s f i t t e d 
in r a t h e r wel l w i th the S ta te Department 's 
own idea which was t h a t the ques t ion o f the 
B r i t i s h s h i p s in Moroccan p o r t s could be 
t rea ted separa te l y from the b igger quest ion 
of the supply o f food t o French North A f r i c a . 
He wondered there fo re i f we could f i n d out 
ra ther more about t h i s p r o p o s a l , by whom i t 
had been made and in what p o s i t i o n i t was now. 
I do not th ink t h a t we have any in format ion 
on the sub jec t in the Chancery and un less 
Mr. Helm has any perhaps we had b e t t e r 
te legraph t o London. 

I n c i d e n t a l l y Ifr, Dunn asked 
whether we had any i n fo rmat : on here about 
M. Dupuy and h i s a b i l i t i e s . From what the 
United S ta tes Charge d ' A f f a i r s a t V ichy 
had s a i d the Sta te Department were i n c l i n e d 
to t h i n * tha t sometimes Dupuy took ra ther 
too o p t i m i s t i c a view and at tached too much 
importance t o remarks made to him by the 
French a u t h o r i t i e s . He was ra ther i n c l i n e d , 
the Sta te Department f e a r e d , to t r e a t as 
"assurances" s tatements which were not 
n e c e s s a r i l y regarded as b i n d i n g by the 
French a u t h o r i t i e s . 

March l o t h , 19kl 
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