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If Great Britain wins the Battle of Britain, demoecracy wins. If Great Britain is
defeated, then America and democracy are inereasingly menaced and our peaceful
pursuit of life is seriously threatened. The threat of war will be brought nearer to
our homeland as well as to our homes.,

“So long as Great Britain successfully resists the attack being made upon her,
as she is now doing, we in America can feel reasonably safe. The Atlantic Ocean
and Great Britain stand as a barrier of protection to America.

“It is quite logical and sound, therefore, that we in America would manifest
a deep interest in the Battle of Britain. She stands as the last outpost in the
0ld World in defense of democracy and the democratic form of government.
Figuratively speaking, she stands as the first line of c'efense against totalitarian
aggression in the Western Hemislpheru. We hope ard pray Great Britain will
win. Our sympathies go out to her people, the men and women who make up
the British Trade Union Congress, and to all who are fighting a heroic battle
againgi tremendous odds. We favor the extension of all help and assistance
possible to Great Britain in her hour of need, on the part of our Government,
short of war itself.”

The sixtieth annual convention of the American Federation of Labor not only
unanimously adopted the report of the executive council, but also reinforced its
stand by passing the following resolution also by a unanimous vote:

Resolved, That the Sixtieth Convention of the Ameriean Federation of Labor,
assembled in New Orleans, go on record as condemning the atfack of the Axis
Powers upon Britain, and urge vigorous and effective American support of the
cause of Britain, but to keep out of war,

While labor believes that 8. 275 should be perfeeted by amendments in several
details it fully approves the basie principles and the general framework of this
measure and urgently pleads for its prompt enactment.

Aid to Britain and to all demoeratic nations now pitted in battle to stem the
onslaught of aggression against self-government of free peoples, must be placed
upon a firm foundation of a specific grant of statutory authority accorded to
the executive braneh of our Government by Congress.

This bill must serve not only as a grant of authority for the execution of a
program spelled out by Congress but also as a basic instrument of the national
policy of the people of the United States. .

In order to clarify and perfect the proposed measure, the American Federation
of Labor recommends the following substantive modifications of this bill:

(1) Time limit upon the grant of extraordinary powers.—Article I, seefion 8,
clause 12 of the Constitution of the United States vests in Congress the power to
raise and support armies but provides that “‘no appropriation of money to that
use shall be for a Jonger term than 2 years."”

The extraordinary powers for which Congress must grant specific authority
shou'd be defined in terms of the real needs which arise out, of a practiecal situation.
The constitutional provision to which I have just referred reflects a profound con-
vietion on the part of the authors of the Constitution that a demoeraey should;
not surrender for an indefinite period of time its basic processes and procedures;
that extraordinary powers of military authorities should not stand in perpetuity
and in time become a substitute for civilian powers which provide the necessary
and proper channels for the self-government of a democratic people; and, that
a government by consent can only remain a demoeratic governiment so long as the
popular consent to grants of power is conditioned on resubmission of such grants
to the people and their duly elected representatives within reasonable time.

The emergency conditions we are facing are ehanging rapidly. There is little
doubt that we shall soon be faced with new and now unforeseeable problems
arising out of new situations. I believe if is neecessary, therefore, to place a
reasonable limit upon the grant of extraordinary powers provided in the bill,
and I believe that a 2-vear limit to sueh powers is not only a reasonable one under
the present conditions but also accords with the intent and spirit of those who
have so wisely framed our Constitution.

(2) The grant of power lo commandeer production should be ecircumscribed.
Section 3 (a) (1) of the proposed bill states that—

“Notwithstanding the provisions of any other law, the President may, from
time to time, when he deems it in the intercst of national defense, authorize the
Seeretary of War, the Seerctary of the Navy, or the head of any other department
or ageney of the Government:

(1) To manufacture in arsenals, factories, and shipyards under their jurisdie-
tion, or otherwise procure, any defense article for the government of any eountry
whose defense the President deems vital to the defense of the United States,”

i
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In a statement made on January 10, to the Se jori

) f 1e denate, the majority leader, Senat
i?'?]rkley' attempted to interpret the meaning of this and other pmvisinhs zl;a&?;
tllaisl prlr.?\ ].tg';glﬁgzteeme%t it was }go]mbed out that “the power to manufaeture under
; it = not carry with it a waiver of the Eight- he W -
HBI?ITY A;tii and stllmi]mil domestie legislation.” S
abor believes that the implications of such a provision and its il -
sequences to our entire national economy are so v!ast that m(;relt.hali?f:ll J%ﬁcﬁﬁ-
pllc;tc clarifying statement is needed to indicate the clear intent of Congress in
t hllgs basic question of policy. We therefore recommend a specific inclusion into
this section of a proviso which would clearly set forth the full and unim ired
:IL plicability of the Eight-Hour Aet, the Fair Labor Standards Act, the Walsh-
eale .‘_tcl-, the Bacon-Davis Act, the National Labor Relations Act, and of
other laws guaranteeing to workers free exercise of their rights to self—orga,.n[zatioa
a.nrll collective bargaining and full maintenance of the minimum lahor standards
pres_crlb‘e-.d by Congress. We therefore strongly gecommend the insertion in
2(;’c%‘i;?1éir.§;) t(_ 1) of at p_m\iis!o which ;\'uuld fully spell out the desire on the part

1gress to maintain labor standards : 's ri i ired in t
Op?;?t}?n o i e A pmgmlml.m s and labor's rights unimpaired in the
. (3) Report lo Congress.—In the development of so far reachi i
lsf imperative that the people of the United States be fully infngﬁe?:l I;;Og:zglré;:
?i every phase in its administration. To aceomplish this I believe it would be
Gesl'rabio to embody a specific provision in the bill requiring all ageneies of the
overnment utilized by the President in the administration of the law to report
fo Col}gress in detail on the manner in which the tasks assigned to such agencies
:;‘;rt;mf?i;z?;trﬁw ou&and Lo reqmt;:u ftl-hr.: President to report to Congress at least

4 8 on the progress of the entire program ¢ > ;
thtaa}m loyment, ?'agn, and price frends. T B8 Wellian I et vpion
ectprocity for aid.—The object of the lend-lease bill is to make the Uni
States "_t-hc arsenal for the democracies” and to ecarry out Prcsidentcﬂtl:)sg"'gf":
pledgt:- to send to t,}ae democratic nations, “in ever-increasing numbers, ships
planes, tanks, guns.” In E}romulgating this bill, Congress eannot lose s'ig'ht of
the erucial problem we shall be facing possibly in a short time when our Nation
stands face to face with the task of returning to normal life and of dismantling
the great arsenal we shall have built up. It is only fair to our own people and
eq}ultablc_to all peoples concerned that, in return for effective aid we furnish to
other nations, these nations through a solemn covenant would ledge themselves
:op:.; :;Jggﬁrgt:‘vc}m'mug{].'\m_vnt :;'hllch would assure an outlet for Xmen'can goods in
2 t world market and thus rid si gl ¢

wo{l;em ;\*!10.[1 et provide a basis for full employment to our

‘he aftermath of the present struggle will be a crucial test of i
system and even of our institutions themselves. I cannot think otp lfrﬁfﬁﬁ“ﬂﬁ
yfzt more imperative safeguard against utter chaos and eollapse at the end of this
:ezl;] (fﬁffﬁ ;fant-;_)\\: n:gmgl tl-;rtc}ulugt{uut the world than a clearcut formuls of full

rticipation by the Uni ates i i -W :
S0ohcenio Yt iited States in the period of post-war world

STATEMENT OF DR. JAMES B. CONANT, PRESIDENT OF HARVARD
UNIVERSITY

The Cmsirman. The committee has the privilege of hearing
Dr. James B. Conant, president ol Harvard University, as the first
witness this morning on the pending legislation. '
“iﬁr.thonzmt t, if _\;uu'h;we 8 prepared sbute:{iaent-, ou may proceed

/ith the statement without questioning until vou {;uv finis )
statement. £ ) s
. 1 M

Dr. Conanr. Mz, Chairman, members of the Foreien Relations
Committee of the Senate, it is a privilege to appear before this com-
mittee in its hearings on the vitally important bill which now concerns
you. On many of the points which have been discussed in connection
with this bill, 1 make no claim to be an expert witness. I am neither
a military strategist nor a student of constitutional law, nor am
% Emnﬂmr with the intricacies of international law. I presume that

wve been invited to appear here today because, speaking as a
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private citizen, I have on several oceasions given expression to my
views on the nature of the present peril which confronts us.

I come before you quite frankly as a partisan—a partisan of the
free way of life. To me the real issue before the country is the preser-
vation of this way of life, of the integrity of the individual. To me
the fundamental premise of our American civilization, the premise of
Catholic, Protestant and Jew alike, is a belief in the dignity of the
individual. Our freedom to hold this belief is, in my opinion, gravely
imperiled by the success of the armed might of the Nazi state. For
it is this belief, the belief in the dignity of the individual man, which
is denied, condemned and ridiculed by those in power in totalitarian
lands, 5

Does not much of the argument concerning the immediate foreign
policy of this Nation boil down to a disagreement about the true
nature of the Nazi state? By necessity all of us are peering into an
uncertain future. We are planning action to prevent certain conse-
quences for the United States. Now in making our calculations it
geems to me the first thing to settle is the true nature of the enemy.
Take the conflicting testimony, for example, as to the extent of the

resent danger to the United States. Some appearing before you
helieve our peril at this moment to be extreme; others have told you
that no matter what happens in the Battle of Great Britain, we in this
Nation shall be secure. Now, the difference between these two points
of view is not entirely a disagreement on technical and strategic mat-
ters. It woos back of that, it seems to me—it goes back to a disagree-
ment on the fundamental issue. What is the nature of our peril?
What are we arming to defend?

To my mind there has been undue emphasis perhaps on arguments
pro and con as to the ability of an enemy to land troops here or there,
to conquer by external force one portion of this hemisphere or another.
Not that these considerations can be left out of account—they are
important considerations in weighing the problem—but they have at
times tended to obscure the real issue. They have been too often
shadow boxing around the real divergence of opinion which separates
those who believe as I do from those friends who hold other views.
The difference between those of us on the one hand, who would have
this country pledge itself to insure the defeat of the Axis Powers and
those, on the other, who urge a compromise peace, is not primarily a
difference in appraisal of military or economic eventualities. It is a
complete disagreement on the character of our peril—a disagreement
in our appraisal of the true nature of the Nazi state. We are miles
apart, we members of these differing groups, in our estimate of the
danger to this free country arising from the revolutionary anti-
Christian philosophy which is the basis of the Nazi strength.

If this were an imperialistic war in the old sense of the word, as
some claim. then those who advoeate what they eall a negotiated
peace would have perhaps a plausible case.  But | believe it can be
demonstrated that this present war has in it many of the character-
isties of a religions war. It is being waged by an army of picked
men fanatically devoted to a philosophy which denies all premises
of our American faith. Hitler's soldiers are proponents of a literally
soulless ereed.  And they are well armed by modern seience. They
are hard to stop by force of fighting; impossible to stop by fair words
or bribes, by talks of trade or by a negotiated peace. The argument
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todny between two groups of loyal, sincere American citizens seems
to me to come down to this diagnosis of the Nazi state. If those of
my belief are wrong, not only this bill but any aid to England is
unnecessary.  If those of my belief are right, our only lope as a free
people lies in a defeat of the Axis Powers. )

If this were purely an imperialistic war, in the old sense of the
word, the question of actual invasion of this country in the near
future and its subjugation by an armed enemy force would be central
to the issue before us.  For a conqueror armed with material weapons
alone must subdue and rule by external force. But this is in essence
a religious war—a war to my mind between good and evil—a war in
which ideas are also weapons. And just as in every individual soul
there are forces of good and of evil, so today in every nation we have
latent, unseen forces which are silently enlisted on the totalitarian
as well as on the antitotalitarian side. Evervone recognizes that in
Germany today there are many who silently hold fast to a belief in
the integrity of the individual. Similarly, there are in this country
two latent forces.  Thereis & minority, procecding often unconsciously
who are ready to reject this belief in individual integrity, if material
prosperity seems to come from an espousal of the opposite faith.

Here lies the real danger, the real peril, to the vitality of our faith.

The question before us cannot be resolved in terms of either ma-
terial prosperity or physical safety alone. The free way of life does
not receive existence from ereat wealth or extensive l‘t’:.e‘vnlll‘(.'.-{.'s, from

reographical barriers, supposed or real.  Freedom lives because men
relieve in freedom, and are willing to face the responsibilities which
liberty entails, because they are willing to make sacrifices that it may
continue, because they are prepared to be courageous in choosing
between what is right and what is wrong; because having chosen
they are ready to fight if need be for their convietions, ’

We are faced with a weighing of risks. Let us imagine the worst,
a world in which Great Britain is defeated, and occupied or dominated
by Nazi power. Let us imagine Germany in control of the Atlantic
Ocean, its ereed of revolution buttressed by a triumphant army.
We should then be under vast pressure; military pressure, at least
from the threat to the turning of our flank in South America: economic
pressure, from the well-known trade methods of totalitarian states.

Confused and divided, alternately threatened and wooed by an
overwhelmingly successful dictator who likes to deal with his enemies
one by one, would not our chanee of holding fast to the free way of life
be slim indeed? Can we afford this risk?  If the enemy isas | believe
is there any escape from the conclusion that our best hope for the free
way of life rests in the defeat of the Axis Powers? The conclusion
seems inescapable to me: The Axis Powers must be defeated.

Now as to the bill before you, The Chief Executive, who under the
Constitution is commander in chief of our armed forces and the
primary agent in the conduct of our foreign policy, has told us after
consulfation with his expert advisers, that the power granted in this
bill is essential to checking the Axis states. Consider the weight of
evidenece, not only from the statements of the Chief Executive, but
those of many other responsible officers of the Government. "The
Secretary of State and the Seeretaries of War, Navy, and the Treasury
have all united in saying that on the basis of information available to
them, early passage of the bill is necessary.
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If it were my responsibility to vote on this bill, I would need a vast
accumulation of evidence indeed before I would be willing to oppose it
or change its essential purposes. As a citizen, I would say now to my
friends who urge the defeat of this bill:

If Congress follows your adviee and the future proves yvou are wrong, it will be
too late to correct your error. For if you are wrong, you will be either fighting a
war with desperate odds against you, or the American spirit—for two eenturies a
beacon to oppressed peoples— will have vanished from our world.

In this discussion, 1 have already outlined my answer to one sincere
group of our citizens, who believe the best outecome that can be derived
from the tragic situation in which the world now finds itself is early
peace on Hitler's terms. My answer to that is quite clear. There
can be no peace with a type of revolution which is founded on a doc-
trine bitterly hostile to our own, implemented with military might,
and grown great with conquest.

If I may have a moment more of your time, however, I should like
to answer another gruop of my friends, who oppose this bill, although
they do not advoeate a compromise peace. These men appear to
believe in aid to England but are unwilling to endorse that degree of
action which we are told will alone insure sufficient aid. Now this
group, it seems to me, are not realistic in their thinking. They
appear to agree at one moment that the integrity of our national life
requires the defeat of the Axis Powers; at the next moment they seem
to objeet to this or that action which may be necessary in order to
insure such a defeat.

They appear to be under no delusions as to the true nature of the
enemy. Yet they refuse to envisage the possibility that we might
in a few months’ time be face to face with that enemy, ourselves
inadequately armed. The result of following the advice of either
group—the negotiated-peace group, or the limited-aid group—will be
the same. The country will be entering on a policy fraught with the
gravest risk—the risk of losing its national soul ; the risk of suceumbing
to the totalitarian revelution, which, with planes and bombs, with
propaganda and the use of the lie, with force from without and cor-
ruption from within, threatens to overwhelm the world.

Any action involves risks. The adoption of the bill is no exception,
but what must be weighed is the magnitude of the disaster which is
threatened. To me the hazards involved in this legislation are small,
in comparison with the possibilities which will confront us as a nation
if the Nazi power is not defeated and the destructive revolutionary
wave is not turned back.

I would like in conclusion if I may, to comment briefly on two of
the main objections raised against this bill.

First, the objection that the great flexibility of power given to the
President will foad to loss of our eivil liberties and free institutions.
This argument claims that in effect we are forging an instrument
against the totalitarian ideal, which assures the imposition of this ideal
upon the American Nation.

Such an argument rests on a total misconeeption of the nature of the
totalitarian state on the one hand, and of the course of American his-
tory on the other. The extension of special powers to the Chief Execu-
tive in time of emergency has been a recurring element in the success-
ful operation of this country for over 150 years. There is no question
in my mind as to the extermity of this emergency. Whether we lose

Rel
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civil liberaties does not depend on the grant of necessary powers in an
emergency to the President. It depends upon the general spirit and
sense of values of the people and their Representatives in Congress.

The second question is one which has been frequently asked. If
there is to be another period of crisis in the war within 60 to 90 days,
as has been suggested by various of those who have appeared before
you, what does this bill accomplish in the way of aid to Great Britain
in the eritical period? And if it accomplishes nothing, why is there
an}_; need for haste? Why not move cautiously? Why not wait and
see?

The answer to this question lies in the fact that competent witnesses,
I understand—Secretary Stimson, Secretary Knox, and others—have
testified before this commitiee and the Foreign Affairs Committee of
the House of Representatives that under this bill certain steps in aid
can be taken immediately which might not otherwise be possible,
These steps may not be extensive, but in a critical battle, results
often hang on a narrow balance. Every last weapon counts.

Far more important, however, is the effect that passage of this bill
would have on the morale of the fichting people of Great Britain.
May we not assume that in the great air battle of last autumn the
British people were tremendously heartened by the indications already
received that we in this eountry sympathized with them and wished
to give them aid? Can anyone deny that a similar result would follow
the passage of this bill. The effect of a law such as here proposed
would be felt not only by the British Nation, but by peoples all over
the world—those within Germany and under the Nazi heel, those of
other countries wailing in eagerness or trepidation for the outcome of
the impending battle.

It has been argued that the passage of this bill may lead to war.
The bald fact is that any step we take, or even failure to take any
step at all, so long as Hitler is in the ascendant, may lead to war.
To support a line of action which might bring this Nation into armed
conflict is a terrific responsibility for any individual or group of
individuals to bear. To my mind, however, there is one responsibility
more terrible. It is the responsibility of acquiescing in silence to
policies which might lead to the wiping out on this continent of the
free way of live. A needless war, an unnecessary war, is a national
crime. But, fear of war cannot be the sole basis of national policy
if we as a people would be free.

The free way of life was not won on this eontinent by timidity nor
by defensive tactics. It was not gained here, nor has it ever been
advanced elsewhere, by men who quailing before an uncertain future
were hesitant and confused in action. For the best interests of the
future of these free people, in my opinion, the Congress of the United
States should pass this bill.

The CrammMman. Senator Harrison, have you any questions?

Senator Harrison., No questions,

The CaAIRMAN, Senator Johnson?

Senator Jonnxson of California. Did you preside at the trial in
San Francisco?

Doctor Conaxt, I beg your pardon, Senator.

Se;mt,or Jonxson of California. Were you in San Franeisco last
year?

Dr. Conant. No, sir.
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Senator Jouxsox of California. Or the year before?

Dr. Conant. Well, I was there on a visit; yes.

Senator Jounsox of California. But you did not preside at the
trial there?

Dr. Conant. No, Senator. I have never presided at any trial.

Senator Jonnsox of California. Did someone of your name?

Dr. ConanT. No one that I am aware of.

Senator Jounson of California. What do you mean by the “free way
of life"?

Dr. Coxaxr. I mean, sir, by the “free way of life,” first of all, the
right of free speech, the right of freedom of worship, all of the con-
stitutional privileges in the Bill of Rights, the representative form of
Government, the opportunities which this country has given to each
individual to make the best of himself, to develop his own talents as
best he can.

Senator Jounson of California. Do you see any danger in this bill
to that?

Dr. Coxant. No; 1 do not.

Senator Jounsox of California. Do you believe that it would have
any effect upon our domestic economy?

Dr. Conaxt. 1 think that any preparation for national defesne of
the order of magnitude which we are now planning is bound to have an
effect upon our economic and national life. To that extent, Senator,
this bill would.

Senator Jornsox of California. And in what regard would it have
its effect on our national life?

Dr. Coxant. As has been said, better than I can say, by other
gentlemen, it will probably require a saerifice on the part of all of us
to do something to prepare for the defense of our free way of life in
this country. We shall all have to be prepared to serve the Govern-
ment if and when the Government asks us to.

Senator Jounsox of California. The free way of life will go on
just the same, either in its full bloom or tarnished by this measure,
whether we do one thing or the other here?

Dr. Coxant. Yes, sir. If I may, I would rather say, instead of
“tarnished,” slightly diverted from its normal course.

Senator Jorxsox of California. Slightly?

Dr. Conant. Only slightly. 1 believe a democracy can arm and
still remain free. )

Senator Jouxson of California. O course, you, in common with
all good eitizens, believe in our arming as best we can to prevent the
menace of Hitlerism in this country?

Dr. Coxant. Yes, sir.

Senator Jounson of California. Now, in arming thus, do you think
it is our duty to arm to protect the British Empire? )

Dr. Coxant. No; [ am only interested in this bill as a protection
to the United States, but we have been told by——

Senator Jorunsox of California. That is what we are all interested in.

Dr. Conant. Yes, sir. )

Senator Jonxsox of California. T am interested in it asan American.
I am not interested in it primarily as a member of the British Empire,
but solely as an American.

Now, can you sce any danger to Ameriean institutions m the adop-
tion of this bill?

Relacione
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Dr. Coxant. No; I cannot.

Senator Jounson of California. You have looked at it with a
microscopic eye to ascertain if there was any?

Dr. Coxanr. Well, I can’t elaim to speak as an expert on matters
of law, but simply as a private citizen, I can, and I have read some of
the evidence on both sides.

Senator Jounsox of Clalifornia. And there is evidence on both sides?

_Dr. Conant. There is no evidence that convinces me on both
sides, but evidence has been presentad on both sides of this question
_ Senator Jouxson of California. Yes, indeed. So that it would be
impossible to present any evidence to vou of interference with our
internal economy by going to the aid of Britain?

Dr. Conant. 1 have heard no evidence presented or heard no one
presented who said that. 1 think very likely that any such evidence
would not convinee me. ' ¢ )

Senator Joaxnson of Californic. You cannot see any such evidence?

Dr. Conant. Quite so. il i

Senator Jonnsox of California. And vou can conceive of no such
evidence? ' ..

Dr. Conanr. Quite so.

Senator Jounson of California. Now, suppose that all of us have
t[,"ll!ﬂ;ﬂt,‘i-l'ﬂ“iji‘l?tlh you as to the desire to aid Great Britain. Do vou
ink this bill is necessary in order to ace i pose?

o el ler to accomplish that purpose?

Senator Jounsox of California. Now, why?

Dr. Conanr. Becanse, in the first place, I am much impressed by
the evidence that has been presented to this body and to the Foreign
Affairs Committee by those who have studied the details of this biil
and know what is involved in the war aid to England from the i)uint
of view of production, from the point of view of military strategy
from the point of view of law—in short, the evidence presented to
you by the members of the Cabinet. As 2 layman, 1 am muck
impressed by that evidence. ' = iy
Imln\::::i:('[tlellt:{qlz}:tftlhIlﬁl .‘uom}us to ‘1'13"- again S_I‘It‘:]kill}-’.' asa ca-.ilim.'ln who

as idence, that this bill provides the degree of flexi-
lnll:.ty and of order in our processes of lllﬂ!lllfﬂt.“lll'ill; munitions
(“-.n:_llltiltlr;.l e essential to the best possible use of the full capacity of the

Senator Jounson of California. How do yvou apply that to this bili?

Dr. Coxant. Because this bill, does it not, sir, provides “these
flexible powers for the President? o b

ﬁt‘-'rmt'nr Jounson of California. Well, it depends on what vou mean
by flexible powers.”  If you mean absolute power, yes.  If vou mean
only limited power, no. That, at least, is my opinion. i

Of course, 1 hesitate to suggest even an opinion, by a lavman sueh
as myself, to one of your distingnished ability; but you can take for
what it is worth the opinion of just a plain, ordinary. common Ameri-
can, and can you not see that there is no power that is aranted by
this bill that is not already in the hands of the President? .

]?r. Coxant. That is what T believe. .

Senator Jounson of California. You believe that he has the power
to do all the things that this bill permits him to do? ‘ :

o [t)lr.‘ Conant. You have been so informed, 1 understand, by some
“nd-‘:;;;tvg]t;?.ossm who are experts on law. I am not a lawyer, vou
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Senator Jornson of California. Well, I was going to say that is a
poor excuse. Whether we are lawyers or whether we are not, we can
read the English language and construe it as we think it ought to be
construed.

Now, I ask you again, is there any power that this bill grants that
the President has not already?

Dr. Conant. 1 could not answer that without going completely
into a long study, even as a nonlawyer, of the statutes which have
been passed and the Constitution, but 1 had imagined that the Presi-
tl}c_nt-lhﬁd all, or almost all the powers, at least, that are granted under
this bill.

Senator Jornsox of California. You cannot recall any that is not
granted?

Dr. Coxant. No: 1 eannot, but I again would have to check that
with a ecareful study of the statutes and the Constitution before 1
would make an unqualified answer.

Senator Joansox of California. You are here as an expert.

Dr. Conant. Oh, no. I am here because I was asked to appear,
and it is for the committee to say. I am not an expert on the fuw.

Senator Jorxson of California. You are an expert on the language
contained in the bill, at least?

Dr. Coxaxt. No; I amnot. I assumed I had been sent for to come
here because I had made some statements on the issues underlying
the bill, not because 1 have expert knowledge on this bill

Senator Jornsox of California. You have some?

Dr. Conant. No; I have none.

Senator Jomnsox of California. As to what the bill does?

Dr. Coxant. Noj; not what the bill does. I came here as a private
citizen, not as a lawyer, not one who knows the details of constitu-
tional law or international law.

Senator Jounson of California. Coming here with that attitude,
vou would not testify as to the power granted by this bill, would you?
T Dr. Coxant. I have testified that i1t seems to me that the powers
granted in this bill are necessary 1o msure the defeat of the Axis
Powers or the checking of the Axis Powers. I have been impressed
by the evidence I have read and the statements of those who studied
this bill in detail that these powers are necessary.

Senator Jorxson of California. Who are those people?

Dr. Conant. Your Secretaries of War and of the Navy.

Senator Jornsox of California. The Seeretaries of War and the
Navy. Are they the only ones?

Dr. Coxant. No; but they are the ones I have happened to read
the testimony of and who, it would seem to me, would be nearer the
actual sides of the issue.

Senator Jorxsox of California. You have read the testimony of the
Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy, then?

Dr. Covant. Yes,

Senator Jouxson of California. And that has convinced you that
the bill is necessary?

Dr. Coxant. That is one of the things that makes me think that
this particular form of the bill—which I take it is what we are arguing
about, is it not? I think some bill is necessary to malke sure that all
aid goes to Great Britain at this crucial time. Now, the details of
the bill, the changing of one sentence or another, I should have to
Jeave to the legislators who framed this legislation.
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Senator Jorxsonx of California. D ecret
Wlu.)r u.nCd the Secirctnry of the Navy? e e S
r. Conant. I am merely meani on i
byst-heir e, ¥ 3 aning that I have been impressed
enator Jounson of California. Have you been i
speecl'ws‘; that have been made by the Secretary of \ﬁf?mm o e

Dr. Conanm. I have read with interest a number of them. 1 do
not right now recall the particular speeches you may have in mind

Senator Jounson of California. Well, do you recall any of them?

Dr. Conant. I am afraid 1 do not. . .

Escmltt)r e:(l)l-msot.:\' (_ifIC:}!lifornia. You missed an immense amcunt of
very valuable material. Have you been impresse y Seere
1 e e y en impressed by the Secretary

Dr. Conant. Yes.

Senator Jornson of California. You cannot recall what expressions
he used, can you? L

Dr. Conant. No; I am afraid I cannot recall the exact language
I cannot recall the exact language of his testimony. .
_ Senator Jornsox of California. Well, boiled down, your testimony
is that you believe that Great Britain ought to be aided in this erisis?

Dr. Coxanr. In order, sir, to insure the free way of life in this
country, and only for that reason.

Senator Jounsox of California. I agree with the beginning of that
but not necessarily with the latter part of your statement You
have to aid Great Britain—now, “aid” is the word that [ used—in
ob“i['el’;' ?t-hat you preserve the free mode of life in America? That is your

elief?

Dr. Conant. Yes, sir.

Senator Jonnson of California. And that is the whole basis of your
testimony? 4

Dr. Conant. Quite so.

Senator Jounson of California. That is all.

The Caamrman. Senator Connally?

Senator ConnarLy. No questions.

The Cramrman. Senator Wagner is ill.  Senator Thomas?

Senator Tromas of Utah. No questions, '

The CrairMaN. Senator Capper?

Senator Carrer. No questions.

The Caamsman. Senator La Follette is still ill.

Senator Murray?

Senator Murray. No questions, Mr. Chairman,

The Cratrman. Senator Vandenberg?

Senator VanxpenserG. Dr. Conant, I have such great respect for
your point of view that I am desirous of making sure I understand you.

I call your attention to page 2 of your manuscript, in which you
say that you would have this country pledge itself to insure the defeat
of the Axis Powers. What do you mean by “defeat”? Do you mean
a conclusive victory on the Continent of Europe?

Dr. Cnx.&m*. Not necessarilv. 1 mean, by a defeat of the Axis
Powers, putting the Axis Powers in such a position that they could not
by any stretch of the imagination threaten the free way of life in this
country. Now, the details of that I am afraid I can’t tell you.

Senator VanpexserG. That would not be achieved, would it by
a stalemate in which neither side crossed the British Channel?

Dr, Conant, It certainly would not in my opinion.



842 PROMOTE DEFENSE OF THE UNITED STATES

Senator VANDENBERG. So you inevitably come to the conelusion
that the defeat of the Axis Powers involves the invasion of the Conti-
nent, the successful invasion of the Continent?

Dr. Coxant. 1 am not sure of that. Again, I am sorry that I have
to claim that I am not an expert on military strategy, as you will
understand, but simply again as a layman, it seems to me that in
modern war there may be a possibility that the Axis Powers could be
decisively defeated from a military point of view by action in the air
alone, followed with an economic effect, if any, or an invasion by
armed troops. As I understood it, that was more or less what was
indicated by Mr. Churchill’s speech yesterday or day before yesterday.

Senator VaAxpeENserG. Germany has not been able to achieve any
such conclusive military vietory in the air, in spite of her predominance,
has she?

Dr. Conxant., No; but she has never, as I understand it, obtained
real mastery of the air over Great Britain, nor even over the Channel.
She obtained it over Holland, and the result we all know.

Senator Vanpenperc. If we were wholly frank with each other,
would we not have to admit that the defeat of the Axis Powers, in
the conclusive sense you speak of, probably would require a military
victory on the Continent of Europe?

Dr, Coxanrt. A military victory on the Continent, but what T want
to make plain is that it seems to me at least that you eannot acquaint
the words “military victory” with the meaning of that word i the
old type of war, which means enormous armies, of invasion; that it
may be obtained by new and technical weapons, namely, the airplane.

Senator VanpeENserG. I will let you define the phrase to suit your
own point of view. We agree that to insure this defeat some sort of a
conclusive victory on the Continent of Europe is going to be necessary,

Dr. Coxant. Quite so.

Senator Vanpexpera., What T want to know is, when you ask us
to pledge America to insure that result, you are asking us to pledge
ourselves to achieve a conclusive vietory on the Continent of Europe.

Dr. Conant. Quite so.

Senator VANDENBERG. Suppose it vequired us to go to war to do it.
Would you go that far?

Dr. Coxant. 1 should, if it were absolutely necessary as the last

step.
Senator Vanpensera. So that in making our contribution to the
morale of Britain, upon which you have laid 1 think very appropriate
stress, I am sure you would agree that we must not make her any
promise which we do not intend to fulfill, because that would be the
cruelest thing of all.

Dr. Conant. Quite.

Senator VanpeNserG. So that the thing you want above everything
else out of the passage of this bill, since vou chiefly believe in its effeet
on morale, is the assurance to Britain that at least by this action the
American Congress is saying that if it is necessary for vus to go to war
for the defeat of the Axis Powers we are prepared to do so. Is that
vour point of view?

Dr. Conaxt. No: it is not, on the passage of the bill. T said 1
thought the American people should pledge itsell to the defeat of the
Axis Powers, but I think Congress has to take one step at a time. 1
think this bill pledges all material aid along these lines, and that is

PROMOTE DEFENSE OF THE UNITED STATES 843

as far as it goes. The British people, being encouraged by that, will
have to decide by themselves whether, if that proves successful, the
American_people and their Representatives in Congress would zo
farther. They would have to be satisfied with this. It seems to me
there is a difference between a legislative action and the spirit of the
people.

Senator Vaxpenserc. We may leave out the interpretation of the
legislative action since we are chieflv interested at the moment in
finding out what your own distinet view is. Would it be vour view
that the attitude of the Congress should be to assure the Brifish people
that if necessary we will go to war to insure the defeat of the Axis
Powers?

Dr. Coxant. Yes; that is my point of view.,

Senator Vanpensera. Now let me call your attention to the top of
page 3 where you define the revolutionary anti-Christian philosophy
as the basis of the Nazi strength, and you identify this revolutionary
anti-Christian _philosophy, certainly thoroughly appropriately, as a
threat to our free way of life. 1 want to ask vou if vou think that
there is any danger to our free way of life, for example, also from the
revolutionary anti-Christian philosophy of communism and the
Russian Government? )

Dr. Coxant. 1 do, if it were in the position of military power that
Gm'!m‘_my now is in.  As far as its philosophy is concerned, 1 would
acquaint the two.  As far as the military position is concerned, they
are very different. ) I

Senator VanpenserG. There is no doubt about that. I am
discussing the philosophy.

Dr. Coxanrt. Quite.

Senator VaANpeNserG, So that a partnership between us and
Russia, let us say, if it should develop, in defense of the free way of
life, to save us from the Nazi menaee, would be something of a paradox
or a nature fake, would it not? .

Dr. Conanr. It would be a paradox. Whether it would be a
necessary one or not, I do not know,

Senator Vaxpexsera. Dr. Conant, in a practical sense the thing
which interests me in this situation is the point you have touched upon
in discussing what may be done for Britamn during the eritical 90 days
which lie ahead.  Will you indicate to me what yvou think there is in
this bill which would be helpful to Britain during the next 90 days?

_ Dr. Coxaxt. As I said in my testimony, it seems to me the most
important—I think I used the words “far more important” than the
thing I touched on first, is the effect on the morale.

Senator VanpennerG. Do you find anything other than the effect
on the morale?

Dr. Conant. Ishould think that the better ordering of the supplies
the service of supplics. the better ordering of our arsenal for the free
way of life, if T may use that word, might have effect in the next 90
days. Just how rapidly the better order of the manitfacturing con-
cerns ean be felt in the produetion line 1 do not know. I could not
answer that, but I should think it ecould not help havine some effect,
If you put your plant in order, you must be able to get results a little
sooner.

Senator VaNpENsERG. Can we not put our production plant in
order without this bill?

SRBINT—A1—pt. 3——2
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Dr. Conant. As I understand it, the great advantage of this bill
is that it enables a coordination and an integration between our own
defense efforts and the production of supplies for the British, next,
perhaps, for the Greeks, for those who are fighting.

Senator VanpeNBERG. Why cannot that be done under the existing
authority to create priorities?

Dr. Conant. I should think the centralization of that authority
is of great advantage. It would seem to me, from what little expen-
ence | have had in looking over defense operations, that might be
very important indeed.

Senator VanpenserG. Do you find anything else that would be of
aid to Britain during the next 90 days?

Dr, Conant. Nothing that T could be eertain of.

Senator Vanpensera. Passing from 90 days into the general aspect,
what do you find in the bill subsequently that would be of aid to
Britain?

Dr. Coxanxt. The assurance of great quantities of supplies, the
assurance of all sorts of supplies that would go over.

Senator Vaxpensera. Why is this bill necessary to that assurance?

Dr. Conant. Have we not been told that they are coming to an
end of the possibilities of the present arrangement by which the British
are purchasing for casgh?

Senator VANpeNsERG. Precisely; that is what [ am getting at. Is
there anything in the bill ultimately of a tangible nature by way of
aid to Britain other than credits or gifts? [s there anything else?

Dr. Conant. Yes; I feel there is, not of tangible aid to Britain,
but of tangible aid to the United States, namely, this matter of
coordinating the two eflorts of defense, the defense effort in this
country and supplies for Britain, which seems to be of considerable
importance.

Senator Vanpenpera. If that is the extent of the advantage which
vou can identify in this bill [ am quite content to rest at that point,
because in my very humble view it is not necessary to establish this
gigantic authority in Washington in order just to get coordination,
if any one really wants coordination. So f am quite content with
that situation. That is all.

The CratrMaN. Senator Pepper, have you any questions?

Senator Perrer. No questions.

The Crarrman, Senator Green?

Senator Greex. No questions.

The Crarrman. Senator White?

Senator Waite. No questions.

The Cramrman. Senator Barkley?

Senator BargrLey., Dr. Conant, while it is true that so far as I am
able to recall historically there has never been precisely the same
situation existing in the world during any war or at the coneclusion
of any war which now exists in Europe and throughout the world,
looking at the matter from a historical standpoint, do you recall any
incident or any ocecasion in history when there has been a just nego-
tiated peace as a result of overwhelming conquest by either side in a
war having conquest or any other particular purpose as its basis?

Dr. Conant. 1 think those words are very difficult to define,
Senator, and my knowledge of history is by no means competent to
handle that in the broad range of affairs. But 1 have the distinct
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impression that if you and I had been living, let us say, in England
in the eighteen hundreds, the defeat of Napoleon, while I do not think
it 1s of the order of magnitude as the present stru rele, would have
eventuated in a much better peace, from the point of view of England
and the success of Napoleon. -

Senator BarkLey. Reference has been made in the testimony here
by some witnesses to the defects in the Versailles Treaty, to which they
attribute part of the responsibility for the present war. We micht
admit that there were many injustices in the Versailles Treaty. But
gomng further back, when Germany in 1871 under the leadership of
Bismarck defeated France in the Franco-Prassian War, they did not
negotiate a treaty there, they imposed one on France. '

Dr. Conant. Quite. )

Senator Barkrey. And that is only an example of what usually
happens when there is a one-sided victory in any war. It is an im-
posed peace, and not a negotiated peace. Is not that true?

Dr. Conant. Yes; I think that is true.

Senator Bargney. That is all.

The Cramrman. Senator Shipstead, have you any questions?

Senator SHIPSTEAD. No questions. ) )

The Cuamrman. Senator Reynolds?

Senator Reynorps. Yes, Mr. Chairman. Doctor, of course you
believe implicitly in democracy? i

Dr. Conant. Yes, sir.

Senator ReyNonps. Our way of life?

Dr. Conant. Yes, sir,

Senator Rey~NoLps. And you are, like all of us, violently opposed to
the totalitarian belief?

Dr. Conant. Yes.

Senator Rev~orps. Will you please tell us what they are fighting
about over there in Europe today? It is a fight between democracy
and totalitarianism, is it not?

Dr. Conant. 1 should say that they were fighting today on just
this fundamental issue which I have tried to present to you.

Senator ReEynoLps. Democracy and totalitarianism?

Dr. Conant. I happen to prefer the words “free way of life,” since
the word “democracy” can mean a great many different things.

. Senator Reyyonps. The free way of life as opposed to the total-
itarian way of life?

Dr. Conanr. Quite.

Senator Rey~noLps. You stated a moment ago that as a last resort
you would favor our going into the war to the extent of sending men
over there.

Dr. Conanm. T said that I was by no means convinced that that
would be a necessary thing from a military point of view. 1 just want
to read that into the record, because many people have acquainted
victory with a tremendous invasion of armed forces on the continent,

Senator ReyNoLps. To send men?

Dr. Conanr. Yes.

Senator ReyNoLps. For what purpose would you send American
soldiers to the continent of Europe?

Dr. Conant. The only justification would be as a last resort, to
defend this way of life of which I speak.
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Senator REvyonps. You mean by that that you would battle against
the Germans and the Italians, or whoever happened to be their allies
at that time?

Dr. Conant. Yes.

Senator Revyorps. And that means that you would have to kill
off a lot of people on the other side. That is correct; is it not?

Dr. Coxant. Yes.

Senator ReyyoLps. And you would favor killing them off for the
reason that they do not believe as we believe?

Dr. Conant. No.

Senator ReyyoLps. That is a natural conclusion; is it not?

Dr. Conant. No.

Senator Reyyorns. Why would vou kill them off?

Dr, Conant. Because I would think, in that extremity, if we did
not involve ourselves in war, which does involve killing them off, they
would come over here and kill our way of life.

Senator Reynsorps. And therefore you would  prefer to send
American soldiers over there and kill them off, to having them come
over here and change our form of life?

Dr. Conant. Yes, sir.

Senator Revyonns. That is correet, is it?

Dr. Conanr. Yes, sir; in the last extremity.

Senator Reyyorps. Would you propose returning Holland to the
people of Holland? 1 assume you would. .

Dr. Coxant, My judgment would be, certainly, yes.

Senator Reyyonps. Would you likewise propose continuing the war
until we had returned Belgium to the Belgians?

Dr. Coxant. 1 am sorry to say 1 am not prepared—I do not see
how anybody can be now, unless he is very wise in looking into the
future, and very versed in all the international problems—to lay down
a formula for peace. It scems to me that from our point of view the
one condition is the one 1 spoke of a moment ago, that the defeat of
the Axis Powers means that they must be rendered so innocuous that
they cannot by any stretch of the imagination threaten us as I believe
they threaten us now, .

Senator Revyorns. And the only way to keep them from contin-
uing fo threaten us as you say they are threatening us now is to go
over there and kill them off?

Dr. Conant. Not necessarily.

Senator Reyyorps. How would you do it? 1f you do not kill them
off, how are you going to keep them off us?

Dr. Coxant. We have been assured by some military experts that
the passage of this bill, with the providing of weapons of war for
England, may render the military situation such as that the Axis
Powers would be defeated by that alone. )

Senator REvyoLps. But you are getting away from the point.
You stated a moment ago that as a last resort you were willing to
send American soldiers to Europe.

Dr. Conant. As a last resort.

Senator ReyNoLps, Assuming that as a last resort we do send
American soldiers over, then you stated that you wanted us to eon-
tinue the battle until Holland was returned to her people. You stated
that just 8 moment ago. )

Dr. Conaxt. You asked me whether in the final peace I think
Holland should be returned. So I do.

- —
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Senator Reynonps. Do you favor our fighting over there with
American troops until Holland is returned to her people?

Dr. Conant. Not unless the return of Holland is a necessary step
in order to render the Axis Powers innocuous, and I do not see how
we can possibly settle that.

Senator Rev~Nonps. Would you be willing to permit Holland to
remain under the domination and direction of Germany?

Dr. Conant. That would depend entirely on whether that domi-
nation would be necessary or not. I ecannot imagine that Holland
would remain under the domination of Germany without having the
same threat exist. But conditions might alter. |

Senator Rey~orpns. Would you favor our fighting until Belgium
was returned to her people?

Dr. Conaxt. The same thing would apply to Belgium as to Holland.

Senator Reyyonps. And that would apply to all countries?

Jr. Conant. The same thing, insofar as the domination of the
Nazi state threatens the United States. 1 would favor Nazis being
driven out of them, but only on terms of United States poliey.

Senator REvNoups, In other words, you want the countries under
the domination of Germany now to be returned to those people if the
condition is beneficial to us?

Dr. Conant. Quite so.

Senator ReyyoLps. You want the Nazis defeated, as we all do—
you want the Nazis defeated because they are totalitarian countries,
and they have not the free way of life.  Is not that correct?

Dr. Coxanr. No; not quite so, if I may reword your statement,
It is not beecause 1 do dislike their philosophy that I want to have
them defeated. It is because the existence of their philosophy,
coupled with their armed might, puts in jeopardy our own fate,

Senator Revyorps. What do you want defeated—their armed
might?

r. Conant. Yes,

Senator Rey~voLps. You do not want their philosophy defeated.
That is just what you stated. You said you did not want their
philosophy defeated, you did not object to that, that you wanted
their armed might defeated.

Dr. Coxaxt. Yes; I objeet to the philosophy, but T want the Axis
Powers put in such a position that through their armed might their
philosophy cannot threaten ours.

Senator Reyyoups. The philosophy of Russia is virtually the same
as that of the Nazis, is it not?

Dr. Conaxt. 1 think so, in my view.

Senator Reyyorps. Following out your idea, do you not think we
should put the Russians, the Soviets, likewise in the position where
with armed foree they could not bring about their philosophy in this
country?

Dr. Conxaxt. No; I do not, beeause I cannot see now—you would
have to consult military strategists. 1 am assuming that you dis-
sociate them from the Nazi state. I do not understand that if they
are not allied with the other Axis Powers, I cannot see how they
threaten our way of life.

Senator RevNonps. Is not Russia today allied with Germany?

Dr. Conant. No; they are not fighting. There are no Russian
troops in action, are there?
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Senator Rev~orps. But they are giving them aid, arve they not?

Dr. Conant. They are giving them aid, T have been told.

Senator ReyNoLps. Do you not think the Communists are endan-
gering our life in this country, our free way of life?

Dr. Conant. I do not think they are threatening it very seriously.
I think they would like to, but I do not think they are very suceessful
in their efforts.

Senator Revy~xorps. Do you not really think that it would be for
the benefit and safety of the United States of America to destroy
nazi-ism and fascism in this country before we go over there and
attempt to destroy it over there?

Dr. Conant. No; I think it would be very important for a demo-
cratic country, the free way of life, to keep in check—not necessarily
destroy, but keep in check, those forces which you mention.

Senator Rey~onps. In this country?

Dr. Coxant. In this country.

Senator Revyonps. You state that you do not think that we should
destroy nazi-ism and fascism and ecommunism here, but we should
merely keep them in check. Is not that what you just stated?

Dr. Conant, Quite.

Senator Rev~orps. That is all.

The Caareman. Senator Guffey, have you any questions?

Senator Gurrey. No questions.

Senator Nye. At page 6 of your statement, where you are con-
cerned with those who differ with you, you say:

These men appear to believe in aid to England bul are unwilling to endorse
that degree of action which we are told will alone insure sufficient aid.

Assuming now, Mr. President, that this pending bill before us is
not suflicient aid that those who are telling us of the need are wanting,
and assuming that it is not going to be enough aid, whose word shall
we take for it when the next request is made for suflicient aid?
Whose word shall we take for what constitutes a sufliciency?

Dr. Coxant. Of course, that is for the Congress to decide. 1
assume they will do just what you are doing now—get a variety of
witnesses before you. If I were a member having to decide that 1
should be greatly impressed by the evidence presented by the people
to whom I have already referred. But I should reserve the right to
wait until 1 had read the evidence to know whether 1 would be
controlled.

Senator Nye. Then you do eoncede that it is the right——

Dr. Coxaxt. It is not only the right.

Senator Nye. You concede that it is the right, then, to determine
the sufficiency of the request that is being made?

Dr. Coxant. Not only the right, Senator, I assume it is the
duty, if I may say so.

Senator Nye. You have said the cardinal prineiple or the purpose
of this legislation, or the purpose to be served, iz bolstering the
morale and stamina of the belligerents fighting the Axis Powers. If
this is not sufficient to bolster that spirit and ultimately a declaration
of war is called for as the instrument that will bolster it, doesn’t it
follow that the next step of need from the standpoint of British morale
will be the shedding of American blood on European soil?

Dr. Conant. It seems to me that that is a remote possibility.
That is a risk which it seems to me has to be weighed, as I said in
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my testimony. I don’t think anybody can face this bill realistically
without saying that there is a risk that it may lead down the road
you refer to. It is a remote possibility, I concede.

. Senator Nye. Wasn’t there a large hope in 1917 that our declara-
tion of war against Germany might not necessitate the loss of Ameri-
can lives in Europe?

Dr. Conant. I am a_fr_‘aid I am not capable of answering that
question. I am not familiar with the background of that sufficiently.

Senator Nye. I am sure that the pages of history will substantiate
that thoroughly. But it followed that months after we had deelared
war, but before we had sent any troops abroad, there were English-
men pleading and urging the shedding of blood as the instrument
that would lend large morale and stamina to the French people and
the French Army. I suppose you are aware of that, are you? And
that might readily be the pattern that we would find ourselves in
again if we do not check ourselves in time, might it not?

Dr. Conant. I would not want to use that word. I should think
that was a remote possibility.

Senator Nye. You have said that any step forward might lead to
war, bill or no bill. With that T quite agree. But what might be
our plans if we made ourselves impregnably strong, so strong that it
would not in any degree constitute an invitation to Mr. Hitler or
his minions? Don’t you think we might have a larger chance of
avoiding war?

. Dr. Coxant. T do not see how it is possible for us to do that in the
time in which there is a grave possibility that Hitler would zain such
a predominant vietory over England. "We would be armed too late.
I think there is a time factor in there which has to be considered. I
think further that there is a question of whether or not if armed—and
1 assume yvou mean entirely within our own boundaries—we can face
the pnsssyl:lht}' of Hitler and his allies triumphant in the rest of the
world. There is the whole question of turning the flank in South
America, of which I spoke. That is the complicated economie and
military problem.

Senator Nyg. That is all, Mr. Chairman.

The Cratrman. Senator Gillette?

Senator GrrLerrE. Doctor Conant, I believe vou stated in response
to one of the interrogatories that vou are not a lawver.

Dr. Coxant. Quite so. ) ;

Senator GriLerte. And you did not deem vourself competent to
testify hqr:_- on this with reference to its constitutional features or its
Interpretations from a legal standpoint?

Doctor Conant. Yes.

Senator Gruuerre. I believe you also stated that you are not a
military expert.

Doctor Conant. Yes. :

Senator GiLLerTe. And do not feel competent to comment from
a military standpoint?

Doctor Conant. Yes.

Senator GrLerre. And also that you are not a naval expert and are
not competent to testify from a naval standpoint?

Doctor Coxant. Yes.

Senator GiLLerte. Are you a Doctor of Divinity?

Doctor Coxanr. No. i
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Senator GILLETTE. Are you a minister of the gospel?

Doctor Conant. No. it !

Senator GiLLerTe. You speak here of the anti-Christian philosophy,
on which you have spoken at some length in your statement.  Are you
an adherent of the Christian religion?

Doctor Coxant. I am a Christian. i .

Senator GirLerre. Referring to the threat to (‘!mstmn‘})lulomphy
which you say impends from the Hitler regime, I wonder if you recall
that the founder of the Christian religion, in His Sermon on the Mount
the meek and lowly Nazarene, said:

Those of old times say “an eve for an eve and a tooth for a tooth”, and I say unto
von, love vour enemies, Be good to those who hate you. Pray for those who
despitefully use you and persecute you.

Do vou understand that to be sound Christian philosophy?

Doctor Conant. That is sound Christian philosophy.

Senator GrLLerre. And you would adhere to it?

Dr. Coxanr. I do to the extent that one can in this troubled world.
I am not a conscientious objector. ) ,

Senator GiLLerre. And you have been praying regularly for Hitler
in this threat?

Pr. Conant. I have not. | |

Senator GiLLerTE. You do not agree with those who say that we
should aid Great Britain by methods short of war? =

Dr. Coxani. I have never used the phrase “short of war.” I have
spoken a few times on this subject. T have always made it perfectly
plain that any course we take in aiding Great Britain might involve
the risk of our eventually getting involved in the war. ‘

Senator Gruerre. Then the fact remains that you do agree with
those who testified before that they believe we should give aid short
of war? )

Dr. Coxant. No; I do not agree with them. . _

Senator GruLerTe. If war is necessary you are willing to get into
war? )

Dy, Coxant. As the last extremity.

Senator Gioneire. And if war should be necessary tomorrow,
in your opinion, you would be willing to get in? ) )

Dr. Coxanr. If 1 were convinced by the overwhelming evidence
of military experts and others who have studied the situation that
that was necessary, I should reluctantly come to that conclusion.

Senator GiLLerTe. But, Doctor, in your statement—I am calling
you Doctor. You are entitled to that title? B

Doctor Coxanr. I happen to have that degree.

Senator Giorerre. In your statement you say:

To mv mind there has been undue emphasis perhaps on arguments pro and con
as to the ability of an enemy to land troops here or there, to conquer by t-xt(.-mla.l
force one portion of this hemisphere or another. They have been too ufll-r}
shadow boxing around the real divergence of opinion w!ucl‘z separates those f\_‘lm
believe as I do from those fricnds who hold other views. The difference Imf‘.\\.un_m
those of us on the one hand, who would have this country pledge itsell to insure
the defeat of the Axis Powers and those, on the other, who urge s compromise
pence, is not primarily a difference in appraisal of military or economic even-

tualities, .
But this is in essence a religions war —a war to my mind between good and

evil —a war in which ideas are also weapons.
Now, if vou do not feel the threat of a military force or a na\'z_il
force within any appreciable time is threatening the country, what is
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this threat of ideas that are permeating and threatening us at the
present time?

Dr. Conant. 1 think there is a combination there.

Senator Gruuerre. Of what?

Dr. Conanxr. I think there is & combination of two threats. That
is the point thai I was trying to make in myv testimony, The ideas
alone may have existed in Germany, shall 1 say, 6 vears ago. They
were relatively innocuous. Those ideas, when backed by military
might—which I pointed out there is the possibility, if merely 1 remote
one—might be triumphant and threaten the North Atlantie. The
combination of idess and weapons are what are. dangerous in this
world, it seems to me.

Senator Gruoerre. Then, it was not your intention to imply thau
there was a threat to America of these ideas and philosophy or ide-
ology unless backed by military force?

Dr. Coxant. Right.

Senator Ginrerte, At what point, in your opinion, in the light of
this bill that you have studied and those other readings that have
helped you shape your opinion will there be that threat by military
attack when it would be necessary for us to declare war?

Dr. Conant. T think that is a very difficult question to answer
accurately in advance; but 1 tried to give you the best opinion I
could. Now, I should say, for example, that if Great Britain should
be dominated by the Nazi power, that would clearly be a point.

Senator Girerte, That is the point?

Dr. Conant. Dominated by Nazi power—and I use that term
advisedly.

Senator GiLLeTTE. But not until that point would you declare war?

Dr. Coxant. Certainly not.

Did you say “declare war'?

Senator GinLerTe. You would not declare war until that point was
reached?

Dr. Coxanr. No; I did not mean to say that, because that might
be too late.

Senator Gruierre. What did you mean to say?

Dr. Conanr. You asked at what point would we be threatened.
We would be threatened seriously when Great Britain was dominated
by the Nazi powers.

Senator Gitterre. But you are not prepared to say that that point
would be the point at which we should declare war?

Dr. Coxant, I should think we should take all steps necessary to
see that that disastrous, overwhelming threat never oceurred.

Senator Gruuerre. Do you know what steps can be taken under
this bill, if passed and enacted into law, as aid to Britain?

Dr. Coxanrt. All the steps?

Senator Gruuerte. Yes.

Dr. Conant. No; I could not possibly know.

Senator Gruuerre. You would support this bill regardless of those
steps if you thought it had the effect of aiding England at this time?

Doctor Coxaxt, I would support this bill because 1 believe it is a
way of aiding England effectively at this moment.

Senator GiLerte. If you don’t know what the provisions for aid
are, how can you reach the conclusion that it will aid England?

Dr. Conant. You asked me if I knew all the steps involved in the
bill. I know some of them,
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Senator GiLerte. What steps do you see that we can take that we
cannot now take, if this bill is passed?

Dr. Conant. In the first place, as I understand it, we can provide
arms and munitions to Great Britain without payment of cash. Is
that not true?

Senator GinLerte. That is true.

Dr. Conant. We would provide a mechanism by which we would
centralize the manufacture of munitions and arms in such a way that
we would integrate and coordinate our own arms program by supplying
arms and munitions to Great Britain, which to me seems to be of
great importance. We would give flexible power which would enable,
as the situation changes, the giving of certain material to Great
Britain, giving them priorities, which can be quickly adjusted. I
should think all of those things are important.

Senator GiLLerre. Of course, personally I cannot agree with you
as to the last two conclusions. But you have answered very frankly.

Now, let me ask one further question. If this bill is enacted into
law and the powers which we are delegating to the President become
his, could he order American merchant ships to deliver supplies to
Great Britain or her Allies?

Dr. Coxant. 1 could not answer that, because that is a question
involving details of law. I am sorry I cannot answer that with any
aceuracy.

Senator Gruuerre. That is all right. But if the bill does permit
that, would you favor it?

Dr. ConanT. Yes.

Senator Gruuerre, If the bill does permit that, and you would
favor it, if we are going to aid Britain by these steps it is important to
sce that these things reach her, isn’t it?

Dr. Coxant. It is.

Senator GiuLerre. And if an American merchant ship is torpedoed
and sunk in delivering supplies, what would be the next step that you
would suggest?

Dr. Conant. We would have to consider the situation there,
whether it would be possible to send the goods by some other route
or whether it would be necessary to come gown to some other step.

Senator GiLLerTe. If an American ship is torpedoed and sunk it is
war, isn't it?

Dr. Coxaxt. The Athenia was sunk, and it wasn’t war., You
would have to say whether that was a regular determined policy or
whether it was an aceident.

Senator GirLerre. If one of our merchant ships is sunk by a Ger-
man submarine it is an act of war, isn’t it?

Dr. Conant. No; I shouldn’t say so.

Senator GiuLerTe. You would not?

Dr. Conant. Not as wars are declared now.

Senator Grurerre. I am not talking about a declaration of war.
It is an act of war, isn’t it?

Dr. Coxant. If it was a determined policy on the part of the Ger-
man Government to sink, and they did sink, every one of our merchant
ships; yes. Certainly that is hostile action.

Senator GrLLerTeE. You would think it would be very important
to our sailors who went down, whether it was the determined policy
of Germany or whether they just did it to pass away the time?
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Dr. Conant. If you happen to run upon a mine accidentally—and
you may run onto a rock accidentally.

Senator GiLLeTTE. My question was based upon the ship being
sunk by a German submarine.

Dr. Coxant. Purposely?

Senator GiLLerre. Yes; purposely. That is an aet of war?

Dr. Conant. 1t is a hostile act.

_ Senator GiLLerteE. Whether war is declared or not. Yet you are
in favor of taking that risk at this time? '

Dr. Conant. Not at this time. I said this was giving the power to
take whatever action may be necessary. I have not been informed—
and, as 1 understand it, no one has been—that that is contemplated.

Senator GiuLerre. If power is delegated you would expect it to
be used? )

Dr. Conant. Not necessarily. One delegates power to a great
many people, and under conditions where it will be used only under
certain extreme conditions. v

Senator Ginrerre. Under diseretion?

Dr. Conant. But if it were within the power of the President to
use his discretion—and that is included—the thing I have just men-
tioned is included in that diseretion.
thSmLulor Girnetrre. There could be no eriticism if he used it, could

ere’

Dr. Conant. Noj; if it is included.

Senator Giurerre. Then there would be no object in giving it to
him exeept to use it if occasion requires. i

Now, just one other question, Dr. Connant, and then I will have
finished. Referring to this matter of aid, on page 8 of your statement
you said: '

The answer to this question lies in the faet that competent witnesses, I under-
s_E.aml-j-Secre!ary Stimson, Secretary Knox and others—have testified before this
Committee and the Foreign Affairs Committee of the House of Representatives
that under this bill certain steps in aid ean be taken immediately which might not
otherwise be possible. ' i

To what steps do you refer?

Dr. Conant. In answer to a similar question, T think, a moment
ago, I pointed out that it seemed to me it was this question of ordering
our manufacturing particularly which I had in mind.

Senator GiuLerTe. I am afraid you do not understand me, Dr.
Conant. You said you read the testimony of these men and that they
had testified to certain facts. I am not asking you as to possibilities,
I am asking you what facts they testified to as to immediate aid which
could be given under this bill,

Dl:. Conant. Did not the Secretary of War, testifying before the
Foreign Affairs Committee of the House, say that in this bill it pro-
vided one great funnel—these are his words—
we might eall it, through which all the production of sueh materials in this country
will be ordered and through which the materials when finished will flow from the
production lines.

It seems to me that from the immediate putting of the defense pro-
%rum in order we shall have important results. That is what I meant
0 say.

Senator GruLerTe. You do not feel that that help would be given
under the present law?
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Dr. Conanrt. No. _
Senator GiLLerTe. In your colloquy with Senator Reynolds you

stated that you felt that we should—not if we got in it—but we should,
in order to defend our way of life, see that Germany was placed in a
position where she was innocuous.

Dr. Conant. To us.

Senator GinLerre. To us?

Dr. ConanTt. Yes.
Senator GiuLerre. Will you try to define for me what you mean by

that point as to when she would be rendered innocuous to us?

Dr. Coxant. No: I could not define that point without knowing our
armed forces, the armed forees of the people on our side, and the other
armed forees.

Senator Giurerre. But you are ready to pledge our resources in
men and material to the defeat of the Axis Powers, and you have said
in four separate places that the defeat of the Axis Powers is necessary
and that defeat must be carried to the point where they are innocuous.

Dr. Coxant. To us, to our way of life.

Senator GiLLerre. You are pledging all of America’s resources in
men and materials to that defeat to the point of innocuousness. What
do you mean by that? When do we reach that?

Dr. Coxant. That is a military problem, it seems to me, that vou
cannot settle in advance. I can't sce how you could ossibly to it.

Senator GruLerTE. But if it required the dispatch ntP American arms
to continental Europe to put Germany in that pogition of innocuous-
ness—I think that is the word: I am not sure—you are ready to pursue

the war to that point, are you?

Dr. Conant. If necessary.

Senator Gruuerre. That is all.

The Cuargman. Senator Clark?

Senator Crark of Missouri. Doctor, on November 21, 1940, yon
made a speech in which you said, in part:

The United States must determine quickly and by democratie methods the
fundamental question whether to throw its military and naval strength into the
war should such action become necessary in order to defeat the Axis Powers. If
America is determined to maintain the poliey of ‘g1l possible,aid” to Britain, the
question of active participation in the struggle becomes “purely a matter of
strategy’” to be determined by military experts able to determine when and
whether such help is needed.

Dr. Conant voiced the opinion that America’s free way of life eould be main-
tained only by the defeat of the aggressors and added that “the opinion is growing
among qualified judges that such a defeat is possible only if the Ameriean people
without reservation will pledge the eountry’s resources to that end.”

As Senator Gillette pointed out. that means the country’s resources
in manpower, naval strength, military strength, and everything else,
does it not, Doctor?

Dr. Coxant. If necessary. ) ) )
Senator OLark of Missouri. And it is your attitude that the United

States at this time should definitely commit itself to the decisive de-
feat of Germany?

Dr. Coxaxt. That is my opinion. )
Senator CLark of Missouri. You testified that you do not think

that the United States would be justified in permitting even a stale-
mate by neither side being able to cross the Channel?

e — T —— e

Relacic
nacior

PROMOTE DEFENSE OF THE UNITED STATES 855

. . .
) It)_r. (,D'N.\NT. Yes; I have; and I have tried to make clear in my
estimony the reason why I think a negotiated peace is a Hitler
victory. I‘\\‘(m t toke the time to repeat that.

-Sollat-nr Crark of Missouri. I am just trying to get your viewpoint
Dr. Conant. In other words, your position is that we are in favor of a
dictated peace in which Germany is conquered, even if it involves the
United States in war?

. 1 - T Thin 1 H 3

Dr. Coxn ANT. In which the Hitler philosophy is overthrown, which
may be a different thing, If I may say so, from the conquering of
Germany.

y oho A o) W :

Senator C LARK of Missouri. Well, the overthrow of Hitler means
the conquest of Germany, does it not?

. A\ J T T - H 3 -

Dr. Conant. No; 1 do not think it does by necessity. It may
require it. I do not think any of us can tell. - :

Senator Crark of Missouri. But you are in favor of pursuing this
policy, as you say, of rendering the Axis Powers innocuous? You are
in favor of declaring at this time, I should say, that the United States
propose to pursue the policy of rendering the Axis Powers innocuous
no matter what military and naval forces it may take? .

Dr. Conant. Right. )

_ Senator Crarxk of Missouri. And you regard it, as you said again
in I)(-cv‘m ber 1940, as a matter of strategy as to when we enter the war?

Dr. CoNant. Yes; may I quote the exact statement? T have it here.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Yes.

Dr. Coxanr. This is what I said in that speech of November 20.
I said:

It seems clear that a large majority of the country is d i i ili
| ! that 4 3 DC v is determined to give military
aid to Great Britain, but we must now answer a fundamental qumtifﬂ which lies
deeper. Do we as 8 free people agree that the Axis Powers must be defeated?
If we answer “Yes,"” then the words “All possible aid to the allies” mean exaetly
what they say. Then there are no reservations in our pledge. It then becomes a
matter of strategy, and strategy only, when, if ever, material aid must be supple-
mented by direet naval and military assistance. [t then becomes purely a matter
of strategy whether, at some later time, active belligerency is required. B

Senator Crark of Missouri. Thank vou, Doctor. I want to com-
pliment you on being the only witness who has come before this
committee who has had the frankness to say that this bill is a com-
mitment that we are going to get into war in order to defeat Germany.

l_‘)r. Conant. May [ make a comment on that, Senator? ¢

Senator Crark of Missourt. Yes.

i f— e :

Dr. Conant. I beg to differ with you. I have not made that
statement. I said what T thought the American people should do,
not what this bill permits the people to do.

Senator Crark of Missouri. You said this bill is a step toward that.

Dr. Conant. No.

Senator Crarx of Missouri. 1 think the record so shows.

Dr. Conant. | gave as my opinion what the American people
should do.

Senator Crang of Misseuri. You would ecommit the American
pom:lv to the overthrow of the Axis Powers, even if it involved us in
war’ -

Dr. Conaxt. I would, but T do not think the bill does it.

Senator Crani of Missouri. What does the bill do?
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Dr. Conant. It makes possible a great deal of aid to Great Britain,
which we have been told will be sufficient to assure the defeat of the
Axis Powers.

Senator CLARK of Missouri. It makes possible also the transfer of
our own defenses to Great Britain?

Dr. Coxant. Yes; perhaps to some extent, but I think our best
defense now is to put all supplies possible in the fighting lines of
Great Britain.

Senator CLark of Missouri. You spoke a while ago of the danger of
our being confronted with a vietorious enemy, we being inadequately
prepared. Well, we shall never be any more adequately prepared if
we keep on giving away everything we produce to some other power.

Dr. Coxant. There is a time there. As the phrase has been used,
we are buying time in the next 60 or 90 days.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Congress, nearly a year ago, granted
very vast apéwoprin.tions for military preparedness, and we are not as
well prepared now as we were then.

Dr. Coxant. I think we are much further along.

Senator Crark of Missouri. I think the testimony before this
committee will disclose that. I have one other question, Doctor.

In your baccalaureate address last year you gave areat approval to a
statement of General Garfield, as follows:

The English theory of national stability is, that there must be a permanent class
who shall hold in their own hands so much of the wealth, the privilege, and the
politieal power of the kingdom, that they ean compel the admiration and obedience

of all other classes.

Is that what you are going to fight for?

Dr. Conant. I am not interested in fighting for anything except
the United States.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Neither am I. That is the reason why
I am against this bill.

The CrarrMAN. Senator Glass, have you any questions?

Senator Grass. No; I have no questions,

The CuatrMAN, Senator Byrnes?

Senator Byrnes. No questions.
The CratrMAN. Dr. Conant, I think you have made it abundantly

clear, but your testimony is that you see nothing in this bill that takes

us into the war?
Dr. Conant. Right.
The CrAIRMAN. You do say that it is vital to maintain the American
way of life and defend it?
r. Conant. Yes, Senator.
The Crarman. And as a last resort you would go to war to defend

it?
Dr. Conant. If it were necessary.
The CriatrMAN. That is the meaning of your testimony?

Dr. CoNANT. Yes. ) _
Senator SHipsTEAD., Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the witness

a question.

The CrairMan. Senator Shipstead.

Senator SHIpsTEAD. You referred to a radio address. May 1 ask
you when you made that address?

Dr. Conant. Yes. Imade it on November 20.

Senator SurpsTEAD. November 20. That was after election?
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Dr. Covaxt. Yes.
Senator Sa1psTEAD. You had tl i i
§ AD. he same views before election?
16)1-. Conant. 1did. el
Senator SHIPSTEAD. And you expressed
:aD. And you expressed them openly?
Dr. Conant. Yes. i
Senator Suregrean. I would i
. & AD. d say that you did. I want sompli-
ment you on your honesty. L iy
Dr. Conanrt. Thank you.
%t;llaiil;ﬂ' Grass. U‘t_lly the p{ilitivia-ns waited until after the election
1e CaameMaN. You may be excused, and the committ :
) A XC U he | nittee {
you for your attention. ' o
Mayor LaGuarpia. [Applause. |
. ) o
s The {-IIAI}:M:\N. Just a minute. This is an open hearing, but
durmg the 12 days of this hearing the committee has insisted upon no
‘(_sﬁmnstl"agtlonﬁ. A repetition of a demonstration on any account
will occasion the clearing of the room in order that we may proceed
in order. You may be provoked to laughter at times, and nobody is
ﬁomg to take exception to that, but we ask you not to engage in a
emonstration, solely in the interest of conducting the hearings, as we
have tried to do from the beginning, in order. :

STATEMENT OF FIORELLO LaGUARDIA, MAYOR OF THE CITY OF
NEW YORK

The Cramrman. Mayor LaGuardia, you have been invi
committee to testify before it regarding the pending lel:if:lgtlfifgf’ t;hI(fa
you have a prepared statement, you may make it and finish it before
any questions are asked, if you elect to do so. The committee is glad
to have you this morning to appear before it. ' o
~Mayor LAGuarpia. Thank you, Senator, and, if T may, I would
like to proceed for a few moments. I want to apologize to the com-
mittee for not having a prepared statement; and, of course, I cannot
express my views in the cultured and polished manner of the distin-
guished witness who just left the chair.

I want to make it clear, because of my attitude on this bill, that I
have the greatest admiration for the courage, the gﬂllantry' of the
British people in the defense of their homeland. 1 believe that in
centuries to come the deseription of that courage will baffle historians
:nd who? J{J{h_elepm is written, it will be the epic of civilization, and the
maé?fsl?i isorlch:rl: and Mussolini will be used only to denote a sort of

1 am not approaching the subject, gentlemen, from t 0l
me today. That is why I wanted tg make myself clt‘;.lrsftJ II) :1?12 ?If
avor of the House bill, H. R. 1776, and Senate 275, which I under-
(slta.nd] 1? an exact counterpart of the House bill as originally intro-
f&:-c :;:) s tﬁ:’;;"ls.the point of view of purely selfish American interests, and

I cannot afford to theorize about the date of an attack or the ¢
sequence of an attack or the probabilities of an attack. It so impgglrlls
that I am the chief executive of a town on the Atlantic coast and I
want to be realistic and take absolutely no chances. ’

Gentlemen, this bill is not at all inconsistent with a new mili-
tary policy adopted for the American people by the Congress. A
new policy was adopted a little over a year or a year and a half ago,
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when we embarked on a program of national defense the like of which
has never even been remotely contemplated in our country, even dur-
ing the last war.

Lot us see what has taken place. After the World War—and
many of you gentlemen were in the Senate and some on this com-
mittee were in the House—when some of us returned from the Army
into the House and Senate we really believed that we had fought the
final war against war. From 1919 we followed that policy up to
1939 or the latter part of 1938.

I was a member of the Committee on Military Affairs of the House
immediately after the Armistice, and it was the last year that the
legislative committees also had jurisdiction over appropriations.

Seeretary of War Newton Baker came before our committee for the
appropriation bills of 1919-20 and asked for an Army of 1,000,000
men. He asked to go into executive session, and we did.

Secretary Baker at the time stated that he believed we should keep
in a constant state of preparedness. He was very frank about it.
He wanted 500,000 men under compulsory military service—that was
the torm then used—and 500,000 men in the Regular Army. The
committee refused the 500,000 men under compuisory military serviee
and reported out the bill for an Army of 500,000 men,

I was new on the committee. 1 offered an amendment on the floor

of the House, in the face of a majority report—there was no minority
report—reducing the Army to 300,000. [ was supported by Percy
Quinn, of Mississippi, who was the ranking minority member at the
time.
Senator Harrison, 1 think you were in the House, Senator Barkley,
you were in the House. Senator Byrues, you were in the House. And
the House approved the amendment, and from that year on there was a
constant reduction in the Army.

In 1919 the United States Navy, built and building, was 40 percent
greater than any other navy in the world. It consisted of 443 ships,
with a tonnage of over 2,000,000.

In 1022 President Harding called a naval disarmament conference,
It was presided over hy the then Seeretary of State, who now graces the
Supreme Court Bench, Charles Evans Hughes.

Many of us still remember the dramatic first session when Secretary
Hughes, after a very briel statement, offored the motion for a drastic
reduetion in naval armament, and it was unanimously approved.  We
made the biggest reduction. We junked 755,000 tons, we serapped
30 capital ships, 11 of them under const ruction, from 11 pereent to 76
percent complete, and 19 ships which were then actually in commission.

In 1928 we were all happy when our Secretary of State went to
Paris to sien the Briand-Kelloge Treaty abolishine war as a national
poliey; and in 1930 another conference was called in London on naval
disarmament, and we junked an additional 173,000 tons of our Navy.

Gentlemen, nobody objected to that. Tt was the trend of the times.
It was the hope of the people of the world, and we continued along
those lines.

Europe also continued along those lines until the day of Hitler, and
finally was caught unaware. Even after that, gentlemen, we in this
country continued as before.

However, I think in the latter part of 1938 or 1939, after Munich,
the eyes of the American Government were opened, and the President
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presented the problem to Congress, and Congress approvec

of national defense. We are now in Lhegmidstpgf a;grzlggg%f:;g
and acquisition of the necessary implements and equipment for
national defense—the Navy, the Army, and the Air Force—and the
training of the necessary personnel. )

Now, this is not questioned by anyone. There are very few who
appeared before this committee or the House committee who took
exception to that program of national defense.

My point is that this bill is a part of that same program. If our
appropriations for enlarging the Army and the Air Force and the Nav
are necessary, then this bill is necessary. One can oppose this, oentley-
men, and be opposed to the entire program of national defense.

Now, why do I say that? Gentlemen, 1 say that for this reason
I believe that granting the authority to give or lend or sell implc—-
ments of war, as defined in this bill, to Great Britain at this time will
strengthen nur_natimml defense.

If England is victorious and Hitler and Mussolini are defeated, we
get off very cheaply. ,

If England holds out and the British Fleet holds out, it will be no
loss to us, because by giving of this help we have made that posgiijlc

If we do not give help, the added implements and equipment and
ships that we would have would not have value in the face of an attack
on our shores, with England destroyed and the British Fleet out of
commission.

The military mathematics of this situation is that the United
States will be the gainer in defense by reason of making it ]]Dﬂﬂibi(‘
to give this immediate and material help to England. In other words,
gentlemen, as I sec it, we are not offering this help to England because
of our military strength as of February 11, 1941, but we are of-fvring
this help because of our military weakness as of February 11, 1041

A great deal has been said about the possibilities of an attack. The
technique of warfare has changed, and we can no longer consider
-dlstt}nce as we did 23 years ago, when we went to war. :

We know what has taken place in Europe, and we all know the task
of England in defending its own shores. Here is the situation:
Whnt'- is our position, if England holds out and the British Fleet
remains in commission? That is our first position, and it is a compara-
tively easy one, because it makes certain that we are not engaged in
actunl warfare and that we can utilize what we have now for the
defense (_)f our eastern and western coasts and build it up, while we
are pushing aid to Britain to hold the line. What we would have if
we do not give aid to Britain, and Britain cannot hold out, would be
worthless in such a defense problem than what we would have less
what we give Britain if she does hold out.
tth}lse_ig!(imE% sitt l}mtim: is the defeat of England and the salvation of
he British Fleet by steaming west. That wo ce our situati
gl t‘lifﬁcu]t..g would make our situation a

The third situation is the defeat of England and the destruction of
the fleet. If that happens, and we are not engaged in the Far East
we could still protect our shores, but it would require all the mighi;
that we could muster, and we could not escape the possibility or the
danger of actual attack on some of our Atlantic coast. "

288197T—41—pt. 3——3
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The last situation, gentlemen, is the same as the third, except for
our being engaged in the Far East. Then we would be in a difficult
position for some time. ) :

jentlemen, I want to make it clear that I am not afraid at all that
this country will be conquered. The united might of the world can-
not conquer us. We are impregnable.  But I also want to make it
clear that when that statement is made you must take into considera-
tion the element of time. It will take time. If we are not engaged in
the East, the Far East, we will be in a very good position to defend
ourselves, I would say, by the summer of 1942, If we are engaged on
both sides of our continent, it would be around 1945 or 1946 before
we would be in a comfortable position. I _

Looking at a map and lecturing in a classroom on military science,
one can just snap one’s finger at a yoar or 3 or 4 or 5 years; l'!‘ul it is
tough for the people of my coast and the people of your coast, Senator
Johnson. _ ) :

Certainly, we are impregnable. There is a citadel here in our
country, created by nature.  But it is very little comfort to the cities
of the Atlantic and the cities of the Pacific coast when we tell them that
that citadel is east of the Rockies, and west of the Alleghenies.  We
can always withdraw there and build up such a mighty force as to
chase any invader from our shores, but it takes time, and the mean-
time would be most unpleasant and uncomfortable. ol

A great deal has been said about keeping out of European affairs,
and surely we do want to keep out. It is not that we want to get
into European affairs; it is that Europe wants to get into Ameriean
affairs. We are so accustomed to looking at a flat map that we are
deceived as to distances. The world is round, gentlemen. Consider
the comparatively small distance between the most westerly point of
Africa and the most easterly point of Brazil and then take the northern
part of the globe—Norway, leeland (I stress Ieeland; I want to come
back to that in 8 moment), Greenland, Labrador, Nova Scotia, and
vour State. Senator White, the State of Maine; and take into con-
sideration the modern weapons of war.  Please, gentlemen, do not be
deluded into the idea that we are absolutely safe.  We are not. That
is why we should not take any chances.

1t is said, “Let us keep out. If Germany wins we will have a peace
treaty. 1f England wing we will have a peace treaty. We will
adjust ourselves.”  We cannot. It is not in the cards that we will
be left alone. ) _

Hitler has been very plain, and necessarily so, and so has his partner,
his side-kick, his pal, Mussolini. Stripping their statements of all
the bragging and boasting, the fact remains that they are both in
need of expansion, and Kurope cannot provide it. Hitler has the
advantage of the moment, for purposes of war, in that he has the
industries of Czechoslovakia, a country which had good industries
and good steel mills; and Poland; food from Denmark; the industries
of Belgium and Holland; ore from Norway; and all of the industries
of northern France. No military commander has ever had such an
advantage. But all that will not solve his peace problems, and he
knows it. We will be concerned as to our shipping, as to our trade
with South America, and we will be in constant danger. .

What do some of the opponents of this bill say? They are sincere.
They say: “All right; let us proceed with national defense.” 1 ask:
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How long are we going to keep up this program of national defense?
1 ask: Can we afford to spend billions of dollars every year for defense,
say for a generation, which is exactly what will happen if Britain is
defeated? If we have the right kind of a peace, if England is not
destroyed, we will not have to keep up this degree, this standard,
of national defense. Gentlemen, we could not do it.  We just could
not do it.

One witness said, “Oh, we will need 10,000 active planes, 10,000
planes in reserve, and with a corresponding army and navy.”

Do you realize what that means, gentlemen? Do we have to keep
that up indefinitely? .

A complete victory or a negotiated peace by Hitler means that we
will have to keep this up indefinitely; and we eannot afford to do it.

The defeat of Hitler means that the world ean again go back to a
normal basis of armament.

Take the present military appropriation bills, take the army that
is contemplated, and the Navy and the air forces. The appro-

sriations are all right for the emergency, but the resources are not
wre to keep it up under our system. We cannot do what Hitler
is doing. We have no countries to exploit, no occupied countries
which we can exploit [or these purposes; and we would not if we
could. That is why we must realize that we have a direet interest in
the defeat of Hitler and his allies.

What would a negotiated peace mean?  Finland has had one.
Czechoslovakia and Poland were wiped out.  Austria has had one,
It is a strange philosophy. We must consider the term “negotiated
peace’ as it 1s understood today, not what it meant when the Sermon
on the Mount was presented. 1t is entirely different.

Before Iitler a negotiated peace between two countries fighting for
what each believed to be right, with outside countries coming in and
cansing a negotiated peace, was all right, but it will not work now,
because the terms and conditions have already been stated. The
desire for “Lebensranm,” room to live, the “interesse Gebiete” —tihe
sphere of interest of the eonqueror in the oeccupied countries—that
is what is meant by a negotiated peace, as it is now.

A negotiated peace represents a new philosophy today, one which
is repulsive to our way of thinking, one which certainly eannot be
understood by anyone raised in the far West.

A negotinted pence today might be illustrated by taking a man
living out on the range, with a little home. His family is there.
Theyv are happy and living in peace as good neighbors. ~He is out
plowing and working in the field. His wife is cooking the dinner in
the kitchen, and the ehildren are playing around. Then in comes a
brute who violates the sanetity of the home, and assaults the wife.
The husband comes in from work and finds the brute sitting at the
table. Then he sits down to talk things over and is compelled to
take the brute in as o boarder. That is what a negotiated peace
means when Hitler is on the other end of the bargain.

What we say and do here is listened to in Europe. 1t is translated.
Liberties are taken in translation, conclusions are drawn, and the
mmpression is ereated that we are a divided people, when we are not.
Our divisions at times come from the approach. There is no real
division with those who oppose this bill and say: “Let us make a
loan to England.” The desire to help is there. There has been
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almost unanimity of opinion on the part of the opponents of this
bill in wanting to see Hitlerism destroyed. Yet every explanatory
statement is misconstrued.

A very engaging and able young gentleman, whom we all admire,
testified before the House Committee on Foreign Affairs a few weeks

0—Col. Charles Lindbergh. He gave his testimony in accordance
with the right every American citizen has to testify and express his
views, What did Berlin say? This is what Berlin said;

Hut ab vor Charles Lindberg. Er hat Mut.

Hats off to Charles Lindbergh. He has courage.

That is the reaction of authorized persons in Germany.

A false impression is created that there may be some in this coun-
try who approve Hitler's goals. I think that if there are such persons
they constitute a very, very indifferent and unimportant minority.

In today's papers there is just about a paragraph which perhaps
has gone unobserved, except in the War Department and in the Navy
Department.  You will find it on the first page of the Tribune, on
the fifth page of the Times. [ do not think it appears in the Wash-
ington papers.

There was a reconnaissance yesterday by German planes over Iee-

Jland. They flew low and machine-gunned. The ‘)nrpnsn was not

to machine-gun, They were taking aceurate, detailed photographs.

If you will just visualize the map, you will see that these planes
probably took off from Norway. It is a 750-mile flight. In my time,
23 years ago, 750 miles was almost an impossible distance for a two-
way trip. These planes made it in comfort, got down low, took all
the pictures they wanted and returned to their base safely.

Iceland would be a strategie position for the German forees if they
are contemplating the invasion of England. The establishment of
air and naval bases and submarine bases in Ieeland would be most
advantageous, and that reconnaissance yesterday was quite significant,
and gomething which we should consider.

Therefore, when we talk about a possible attack, we must be real-
istic. We cannot afford to say: “Well, it cannot happen.” I will
concede that my city will not be bombed if the British Fleet holds out
and Enegland holds out, and we are not attacked in the Far East. I
do not think my city will be attacked in the first 6 months of the war.
1 do not think we would have repeated and constant attacks, such as
London has suffered, oh, for a year or a year and a half or two. But
2 years is not a very long time to prepare for the defense of a coast
such as we have on the Atlantic and the Pacific. This bill will give
the authority to the President which he has not at this time, and has
not without the bill.

Under existing law the President, the Secretary of War, and the
Secretary of the Navy cannot give one single tent away without the
authority of Congress. Every year resolutions are passed authm'izinfg
the Seeretary of War to lend tents to the G. A. R. or the Spanish
War Veterans for their annual encampments.

Senator Vanpenprrc. Why?

Mayor LaGuarpia. Because there is no authority to give away
property of the United States. And this bill vests with the Presi-
dent—the only one under our system of government who could
properly be vested with such authority—the authority to give, lend, or
sell thig machinery of war as defined in the bill itself.

ione
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The chances of war or getting involved in the war are not increased
by this bill, in my opinion. If we get into the war, whether we
ass this bill or not, it will not be by any overt act of our own; it will
e in defense of our rights or territory or institutions. I strongly urge
an early passage of this bill, and 1 also plead that at the end of the
debate our sentiments be made very clear to Mr. Hitler and his allics,
so that they may not be misled into any hope that there is any sym-
pathy in this country for their theories, their policies, their plans, or
their ultimate war objectives.

The Cramman. Senator Harrison, have you any questions?

Senator Harrison. No questions.

The CuarrMan. Senator Connallv?

Senator ConnarLy. No questions.

The Cramrman. Senator Johnson?

Senator Jounson of California. Not t resent.

The CralRMAN. Senator Thomas?

Senator Tuomas of Utah. No questions.

The CrarMAN. Senator Capper?

Senator Carper. No questions.

The Crarman. Senator Van Nuys?

Senator Vax Nuys., No questions.

The CratrMaN. Senator Vandenberg?

Senator VanpenserG. Mayor LaGuardia, you yourself happen to
occupy personally what to my mind is a position of paramount impor-
tance in this defense machine. I am referring to the fact that you are
chairman of the Canadian-American Joint Conference for coordinating
our mutual defense, which 1 think is of extreme importance.

If my question is not appropriate, please do not hesitate to say so.
But are you in position to indicate to what extent generally your joint
commission is suceeeding in coordinating a plan for the mutual defense
of Canada and the United States?

Mayor LaGuagrpia. Senator, I believe I can say that insofar as the
tactical and preparatory problems and coordination are concerned
that complete defensive plans are now in existence—always assuming
that the equipment and the personnel are available.

Senator VanpenserG. You are proceeding with the ultimate
objective, I assume and I hope, that in the event of ultimate attack
on the Western Hemisphere that there would be complete unity of
defense efforts between Canada and the United States?

Mayor LaGuarpra. Joint defense.

Senator Vanpensera. Now, may I ask you, since you are probably
familiar with the Canadian defense activity, something about the
extent to which those activities go? Is there anything like a lend-
lease bill in Canada?

Mayor LaGuarpra. Not yet. I understand that troops fully
equipped are furnished England by the colonies at the expense of the
colonies. We must remember Canada has a population of eleven
million, only 25 percent more than the population of New York City.

Senator Vanpenvere. And their manufactures for Britain are
still on a cash basis?

Mayor LaGuarpia. T don’t know what basis they are on, Senator.
I know that they are sending troops and equipping their own troops,
and such navy as they have.

Senator Vaxpenprrc. What is the present conscription law?
Are you familiar with it?
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sor LaGuagrpia. Noj I am not. ! _

;\Sitrllfl(l):)rh\}.-\xm:.\'ui-:ut;, Lot me ask you this one other question.

You have very n.pp:l'opriutvl_\' anticipated ——
rill withdraw that. ) )

{7::1]3111::\f1~ very appropriately indicated yourinterest i the mh\qu.ut‘v
defense of New York City if, as and when the erisis arrives. l)m-?n t
it become a matter finally of Slc‘s[)c-3'11.t-t-1_\"_unpm'tn.nt judgment; fmml
the standpoint of defense of New York City as to how much of our
defense cquipment shall go abroad, on the theory that that 1s part
of our defense, and how much must remain at home, on the theory
that we must be defended regardless of results abroad?

Mavor LaGuarpia, Right.

Senator Vaxpennera. That becomes a matter
important judgment?

Mavor LaGuarpia. It does to me. » .

Senator VaxpesuserG. And Lsuppose there could be wide differences
of opinion on that subject and still complete agreement on the ultimate
objeetive? . _

Mavor LaGuarpia. Yes, sir. _

Senator VANDENBERG. You would not say that our policy should
be based wholly upon the theory that Great Britain will win?

Let me turn it around.  You would agree, would you not, that we
must include in our policy in connection with this wi.mlu problem the
possibility that even with our aid England cannot win? |

Mavor LAGuarpia. We must include in our defense program the
possibility of England’s holding out and giving all aid to that end.
And as part of that program there is also our second line of defense—
England’s fall and our being able to meet it when it comes. 3

Senator VAxpeNBERG. But in the final analysis must not our policy
stem from the general proposition that America 1s going to survive
and New York Citv will be defended adequately, no matter who wins?

Mavor LaGuarpra. Eventually.

Senator VANDENBERG. Y es.

Mayor LaGuarpia., Eventually.

Senator Vaxpexsera. That is all.

The CHATRMAN. Senator Murray? _

Senator Murray. No questions, Mr. Chairman.

The CratrmaN. Senator White?

Senator Wirre. No questions.

The CratrMaN. Senator Pepper?

Senator Perrer. No questions.

The Cuatezman. Senator Green? _

Senator Greex. No questions, Mr. Chairman.

The CuamrMay. Senator Shipstead is absent.

Senator BArRgLEY? ) b

Senator BarkLey. Just one question, Mr. Chairman. ¢

Mr. Mayor, a few days ago Judge O'Brien, of the Court of Domestic
Relations in New York, and Mr. (‘rﬁll.ll\.\'lll.H‘ﬁ“lt{'l’i here, t‘lllti_t'llll'}[lg
their testimony they indieated that New York City, over \\’]ll(‘.ll yolu
have the honor to preside as mayor, 15 now seething and that the
passage of this bill might precipitate what they call a m-vululmnqm
the city of New York. Do you care to make any comment on that?

Mavor LaGuarpia. If 1'knew the committee wanted that kind oi:
testimony 1 could have gotten you better conclusions from our

psychopathic ward,

of tremendously
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Senator Bargrey. I think that isa sufficient answer to my question.

That is all.

The CuamryMan. Senator Reynolds?

Senator ReyyorLps. No questions.

The Casmman. Senator Guffey?

Senator Gurrey. No questions, Mr, Chairman.

The Cuamrman. Senator Nyg?

Senator Nye. None, Mr. Chairman.

The Crammax. Senator Gillette?

Senator Giueerre. Mr. Chairman, just two questions,  In the con-
cluding part of your statement, Mayor LaGuardia, you stated, I
believe, if I understood you, that the purpose of this bill was to enable
the President to do what he eould not do now—that he could not now,
without the consent of Congress, give away as much as one tent,
Then the purpose of the bill is to enable him, if necessary, or if he
deems it necessary, to give away any of the defense articles that we
have.

Mayor LaGuagrpia, That is right.

Senator GirLerre. And he could do so whether it is a tent or a
battleship?

Mayor LaGuarpia. That is right. I think it is lease, lend, or give,
isn't it?

Senator Grurerre. Lease, lend, or otherwise dispose of.  The word
“give” is not used; it is “otherwise dispose of.”

The sccond question that I wish to ask vou is this, Mayor La-
Guardia.  You very frankly and ingenuously, and I think honestly—I
am sure honestly—presented the possibilities of three types of peace
conditions. 1 believe the first was the winning of this war by the
British Empire, in which situation we would not be greatly worried.

The second was perhaps a defeat of the British Empire but the
escape of the fleet to where it might be available to us,

The third possibility was a defeat of the British Empire and the
loss of the fleet. T would like to call your attention to another pos-
sibility that perhaps vou have not had in mind—the possibility that
faced Great Britain not so long ago when one of her Allies, Belgium,
in an unexpected way negotiated a peace and left her with a menaced
army stranded away from her shores, and later the collapse of another
Ally upon whom she depended tremendously, leaving her in a des-
perate situation, and a situation which has not yet reached its cul-
mination in the attempts of Germany to secure part of the French
bases and French Fleet,

I will ask you is it not proper for us to consider the fourth possi-
bility, that either intentionally or unintentionally, voluntarily or
involuntarily if we placed ourselves in the position of an ally of Great
Britain we might be placed in that same situation. '

Mayor La Guarpia. If we are, I think we will have trouble for the
next 25 or 30 vears.

_ Senator Ginuerre. If that unfortunate event should take place,
18 there justified heresy on the part of those of us who believe that we
should bend every effort to build up our defenses for any of these
contingenecies, rather than dissipate our defense articles?

Mayor LaGuarpia. Not eriticism, Senator. There is just that
difference of opinion. In other words, I am willing to bank on that

fth uncovered card. Out west we have a game with four cards
exposed and the fifth eard not exposed.
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Senator Guuerre. I haven't the slightest idea what you are
talking about.

Mayor LaGuanpia. I am willing to bank on that covered card,
which is England’s holding out, and England’s not pulling a Belgium
or a France on us.

Senator GruLerre. Thank you.

The Cramrman. Senator Clark?

Senator Crark of Missouri. Mayor LaGuardia, you spoke of the
necessity of the right kind of peace. Are you in favor of the proposi-
tion announced by Dr. Conant here a little while ago, that we ought
to ecommit owrselves to going into the war, if necessary, to defeat
Germany and Italy?

Mayor LaGuagrpia. I don’t know what Dr. Conant had in mind.
What I thought he was trying to say was that there will be no peace
until Hitler is destroyed.

Senator Crark of Missouri. That is what T am asking you. 1If
necessary to defeat Hitler, are you in favor of the United States
declaring war or, rather, going to war, whether we declare it or not?

Mayor LaGuarpia. Now, let us understand each other. In the
first place, the matter of getting into the war is entirely in the hands
of Congress.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Both you and I know, of course, that
there are many ways of going to war without Congress declaring war.

Mayor LaGuarpia. Under present day conditions, if we are
attacked, I suppose we are not going to wait. For instance, if one of
our warships is fired on, I don’t think any commander is going to say,
“Wait a minute. I have to ask the captain whether I can fire back.”
I don’t think he would do that. I think he would fire back.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Since I have been acquainted with
you, Mayor LaGuardia, the United States has invaded Mexico with-
out any declaration of war on the part of Congress, hasn't it?

Mayor LaGuarpia. It went to Tampico once; and we chased Villa
once.

Senator Crark of Missouri. We sent a whole division of troops to
Vera Cruz, didn't we?

Mayor LAGuarpia. Yes.

Senator CLark of Missouri. What I am trying to get at, Mayor, is
whether it is necessary to beat Hitler to his knees to bring about a
dictated peace?

Mayor LaGuarpia. It all depends upon just how Hitler behaves.
Personally I believe if England can hold out and we ean get supplies
and munitions and weapons of war over there, Senator, that an
invasion of Europe will not be necessary to lick Hitler and Mussolini.
I think one of his allies or the people of one of his allies are weakening
now.

Senator Crark of Missouri. 1 don't blame them.

Mayor LaGuarpia. The Ttalian people have no desire to become
the “giardinieri della Germania,” or gardeners for Germany. And that
is what they are going to be unless they break away from Mussolini.

Now, then, by England holding out and Hitler having these occupied
countries and their industries for years, he has a responsibility to
fulfill in these oceupied countries. He has to take care of them and
maintain them. By helping England hold the line I think the thing
is going to erack up.
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Senator CLark of Missouri. Your friend, William Allen White, and
my friend, recently gave out a statement in which he said the only
reason he was on the committee of which both of you were members
was to keep the country out of war, and if he were making a motto, it
would be “The Yanks are not coming,” and you wrote him a letter
and called him a Laval, which is, very justly, a term of opprobrium at
the present time.

Does that mean that you think the motto of this country should be
“The Yanks are coming’'?

Mayor LaGuarpia. My good friend William Allen White, for whom
I bave a great deal of affection, changes his mind. At one time I
thought he had very good judgment, when he thought that I would
make a good President of the United States. But he changed his
mind on that and I didn’t mind that so much. .

_Senator Crark of Missouri. And it was natural for you to ecall
him a Laval?

Mayor LaGuarpia. He rather surprised us. Tt was the surprise
that eaused me to make the Laval reference.

Senator Crarx of Missouri. I would like to have you answer the
question as to whether you are willing even if it takes us into war.

Mayor LaGuarpia. T am willing to go to the defense of our shores,
purhmsm;uMUns, and the maintenance of peace of the Western Hem-
isphere.

Senator Crark of Missouri. So are all of us. But are you willing
to go to war to insure a dictated peace in Europe?

_ Mayor LaGuarpia. If that implies our danger, we will be sucked
into it, whether we like it or not.

Senator Crark of Missouri. If we are going to be sucked into it,
whether we like it or not, wouldn't we be in an infinitely better position
to defend ourselves if we had all of the military equipment that we
possibly could have?

Mayor LaGuarpia. If we had it today?

Senator Crark of Missouri, Yes.

Mayor LaGuarpia. Yes; but we haven’t got it today.

Senator Crark of Missouri. We are not getting it very fast when we
transfer 90 to 95 percent of our airplane production to Great Britain.

Mayor LaGuarpia. We are gaining time and getting the necessary
equipment while England is holding the line.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Congress authorized 6,000 planes 2
years ago, and the War Department officials told us that it was ample
for the protecfion of the United States; but the planes, under aid
to Britain, have been turned over to Britain, haven’t they?

Mayor LaGuarpia. That is a very useful purpose.

Senator Crark of Missouri. We don’t have the planes, do we?

Mayor LaGuarpia. No; but if we had all of the planes and England
fell, the planes would have practically a minus quality whereas
everything we are able to produce in the meantime is just that much

on the credit side and we are replenishing and inereasing our supplies
while England holds the line.

Senator CrLark of Missouri, If we were confronted with war we
would not have the weapons that we have transferred, would we?

Mayor LaGuarora. We would have more all the time.

Senator Crark of Missouri. If England should be defeated in the
war the very planes which we have transferred to them might be

used against us, might they not?
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Mayor LAGuarpia. Noj; I don't think so.

Senator Crark of Missouri, Some of the planes we sold to France
were taken by the Germans and used against the British.

Mayor LaGrarpia. The way the people of England are behaving,
Senator, there will be no conquest of England and no surrender by the
British people.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Everybody thought there wouldn’t
be any conquest in France, too. Mr. Churchill stated in his speech
that the French had promised speeifically not to let those planes fall
into the hands of the Germans; but they not only let the planes fall
into the hands of the Germans, but there were the German pilots to
fly them.

Mayor LaGuarpia. That was a complete surrender, wasn’t it?

Senator Crark of Missouri.  Yes; and after the French had given
the same assurances that the British have given that they never would
surrender.

That is all.

The Crarryan. Senator Glass, have you any questions?

Senator Grass. No; Mr. Chairman.

The Caarrman. Senator Byrnes?

Senator Byrxes. Mayor LaGuardia, is it or is it not a fact that the
production of our planes has been greatly increased in recent months?

Mayor LaGuarpia. Oh, yes; they have been increasing in recent
months. There is more rapid produetion.

Senator Byrxges. Are you sufficiently familiar with the situation to
know whether we are procuring improved planes instead of the planes
that were manufactured before Dunkirk?

Mayor LaGuarpia. Yes; we are. But, gentlemen, you must take
into consideration the rapid improvement in the art of aerial warfare.
Now, please don't expect the Army and Navy to keep us supplied
with large quantities of planes that meet the requirements on the day
that they are delivered, because, if you do that—and that has been
our Tault—we will never get into produetion.

Senator Byryes. What must be done beyond the adoption of the
type of plane that is the very best today?

Mayor LaGurarpia. To put that into mass production and forget it,
and then continue experimenting; but don’t disturb that production.
This is what happens, Senator: as new improvements are made in the
art of aerial warfare —naturally evervone here stops to inquire if we
have them. They take time to develop, however. The first type
always has a lot of “bugs™ in it, and it must be produced and improved.
Thus, when we talk about the latest type, you must know that it
means the latest type at the date when that plane was put into mass
production. If it is produced, but something has been developed
since that time, you must not be impatient or dissatisfied with if,
because that is the only way we can get planes produced.  Let us take
all such planes, and then as improvements come in, put the new types
into production as well, but you cannot change specifications day by
day and expect production.

Senator Byrxes. Do yvou think that as a result of the passage of this
bill we would probably inerease the producetion of planes?

Mayor LaGuagpia. I do not know. I assume we are produeing to
the maximum now.

Senator Byryes. You do not think it could be expanded?
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Mayor LaGuarpia. Tt must be expanded.

Senator Byrxes. You referred to your serviee in the House of
Representatives.  You left the House to enlist in the Air Service in
the World War, did you not?

Mayor LaGuarpra. Yes, sir,

Senator Byrxes, Did you serve abroad?

Mayor LaGuarpra. Yes; I had one two-millionth part in making
the world safe for democracy. [Laughter.] i

Senator Byryes, In what capacity did vou serve?

Mayor LaGuagpia. [ was in the Air Serviee.

Senator Byrxes. What was your rank in ity Mayor?

Mayor LaGrarpia. I went in as a lieutenant, and eame out a
major.

Senator Byexes. As a member of the Joint Commission, have you
been studying the situation having in mind the defense of the United
States, as well as of Canada?

Mayor LaGuarprs. The Board eonsists of naval, military and air
officers of the two countries who are experts, tacticians. They have
worked out the plans for a joint defense against hemispherie attack in
the north—Canada and the United States,

Senator Byrnes, That is all.

The Cratrman, Senator Harrison, have you any questions?

Senator Harrison. | have no questions.

The Cuamrmax. Mayor LaGuardia, the committee appreciates
your appearance here, and you may be excused, and we thank you for
coming,

Senator Crark of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the mayor
one further question? .

The Cuarrman. Certainly.

Senator Crark of Missouri, Mayor, Senator Barkley asked you
about Judge O'Brien. 1 have no particular brief for Judge O'Brien,
but did you not appoint him to two different judicial positions?

Mayor LaGuagrpia. Senator Clark, I have made some very excel-
lent appointments, and I think I am good, but when I make a mistake,
it is o “beaut,” and he is one of my mistakes, [Laughter.) '

Senator Crark of Missouri. There were battles in the streets of
New York during the Civil War, were there not?

Mayor LaGuarpia. Oh, ves; but LaGuardia was not mayor,

Senator Crars of Missouri. I think you will be able to protect
that city.

Mayor LaGuarpis. I think so.

The Caatrvman. The committee will take a recess until 2 o’clock.

(Thereupon, at 12 o'eloek and 25 minutes p. m., the committee
took a recess until 2 p. m.) '

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expirved, the committee reconvened at 2 p. m,
and proceeded further, as follows:

The Caaeman, May I say before any testimony is commenced
that the committee has been in constant session for 14 days, 14 work-
ing days; and it has been the rule of the committee that there be no
demonstration?

I ask the audience this afternoon to faithfully observe the request
of the committee that there be no demonstration. Things may occur
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that will provoke some laughter; and the committee understands, of
course, that human nature 18 human nature. But demonstrations

are quite a different thing. il
The committee would be compelled to insist upon the clearing of

the room if there were demonstrations. I am sure that it will not be
necessary to do that, because certainly you will observe this request
that is made by the committee.

Before the committee this afternoon is Hon. Wendell L. Willkie,
who has been invited to testify on the pending legislation.

STATEMENT OF HON. WENDELL L. WILLKIE, 1940 REPUBLICAN
CANDIDATE FOR PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES
Willkie, you may proceed with such formal

Any questions will be postpone
ement.

The CrairMAN. Mr.
statement as you have to make.
until after you have completed your formal stat

Mr. WiLLkig. 1 am appearing hefore your committee today in
response to the invitation of your chairman and the suggestion of some
of your members. 1 am glad to be here to make whatever contribu-
tion I can to the discussion of the important measure before you.
come not as an expert but as one tremendously interested, as each o
you is, in the vita issues involved.

Owing to my absence from the country, I have not been able to
follow all of the debates on the measure, but such as I have read
seem to me to provide an inspiring example of democracy at work.
This is an issue in which emotions are naturally aroused, and yet, with
few exceptions, those who have participated in the discussions, both in
Congress and throughout the country, have done so without acrimony
and without personalities. The few lapses from that high standar
have been condemned.

It is important in discussing such a measure as this, that we be
absolutely honest with ourselves. We must not hide important facts
and we must have the courage 10 draw the proper inferences from the
facts. Democracy cannot live by dodging around corners. It must
think straight and act cou rageously. Whatever 1 say today represents
my personal efforts and my honest appraisal of the situation both as to
the facts and the inferences.

American democracy has a fateful decision to make at this time.
I feel that perhaps the American people have not yet fully grasped
the extent of the ecrisis, or of their responsibility with regard to it.
There has been too much loose talk about invasions, too little frank

diseussion of the real dangers—dangers with which we are faced and
concerning which we are foreed to decide.

In general, two great alternatives lie before us. I want to outline
them briefly, because, no matter how much we may dread to choose,
a choice between them cannot be avoided.

One alternative is the suggestion that America withdraw within

herself. According to this view, we <hould build up our own defenses

and not concern ourselves with anyone beyond our shores. It is said
st navy, and the

that if we create the strongest army, the stronge
strongest air force In the world, no aggressor will ever strike at us,
and therefore we will be able to avoid war.

But I am of the opinion that this alternative will inevitably result
in the destruction of our civil liberties, the loss of our {reedom, and,

eventually, war.
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The American people, and Congress, are already committed to the
aid-to-Britain program. The opposition to the present bill, H. R.
1776, has not for the most part been based upon opposition to a policy
of Britain aid. It has accepted that policy. And we are [ortunate, I
believe, in achieving such a high degree of national unity on this
important issue.

Nevertheless, I feel an even higher degree of unity might be achieved
in the light of the broader aspects I have touched upon. T have heard
many eynical things said in this country of late. 1 have heard it
said that all this talk about liberty is just British propaganda to get us
involved in war. But I know the Ameriean people stand for liberty,
and they are neither afraid nor ashamed to stand for it.

The policy of full aid to Britain provides them with their best-
and I believe their only—chanee to defend liberty without themselves
going to war. This brings me to a consideration of the particular bill
that is before the committee.

If we are going to adopt a policy of aid to Britain, it is above all
necessary to make that aid effective. To render ineffective aid
would be disastrous. Ineffective aid would give Hitler just as good
a pretext against us as cffective aid. But if our aid s ineffective
Britain may go down.

The requirements of Britain are fairly obvious and generally known.
They divide themselves into two categories immediate requirements
and long-term requirements. ' 17

The :l;tmg-tm‘m requirements, such as airplanes, munitions, and
ships, are now very largely in course of construction in this country.
We are building them as fast as we can.  But it will be many, many
months before our efforts begin to show significant results. Our air-
craft program, for instance, will provide a little help in 1941 but it
will not begin to give Britain supremacy in the air until 1942.

The hope is that with the fulfillment of those long-term require-
ments Britain will attain a complete supremacy over Germany,
But Britain may not hold out long enough to make use of those future
materials and weapons unless certain immediate requirements are
fulfilled. And these immediate requirements have the most direct
bearing on the present bill, H. R. 1776, - .

Britain’s greatest hazard is not the bombing of her cities. |

recently visited many of the northern industrial towns. The destruc-
tion that I saw was piteous and heart-rending, but it was not primarily
a destruction of productive facilities. ) N
May 1 interject, gentlemen? If you had visited those cities, as
I have, vou would believe in the divine intervention in the daily
lives of men, because, take cities like Coventry, where blocks on blocks
of residences were destroyed, and destroyed t-mn]lJlulnl.\-'; yvet industrial
plants were left untouched, although they were the obvious targets.

The damage to Britain’s industries has so far been relatively small.

Britain’s greatest hazard is, rather, the destruction of shipping.
Britain now breathes chiefly through her northern ports. It is essen-
tial. not only that these be kept open, but that they be kept supplied
with enough shipping to meet the needs of the people and the heavy
requirements of the military procurement program. Yet since May
1940. Britain lost an average of nearly 60,000 tons of shipping per
week—almost three times her present rate of construction.

Now there have been suggestions before this committee to the effect
that the way to aid Britain is simple, to appropriate a certain number
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of billions of dollars and to turn these over to her eredit, so that she

may procure whatever she needs. A number of advantages have been

urged for this method of procedure, and many of these arguments
have great merit. )

Nevertheless, 1 do not feel that the granting of credits can provide
the effective immediate aid that I refer to. The problem is rather
the immediate disposition of certain equipment.  Much of this equip-
ment cannot be purchased at any price, beeause the owner is the United
States Government.

It would also seem that under the domestie laws at present in foree
the United States is unable to deliver such equipment to a l’)['lli}_’(‘l'l'l‘ll.r
without cumbersome and lengthy subterfuge.

For instance, take the case of destroyers. "Recently we disposed
of 50 of our “obsolescent” destroyers by trading them to Britain for
bases in this hemisphere, Britain desperately needed those de-
stroyers and a great majority of our people felt that she should have
them. Yet there is o grave question in the minds of many lawyers
concerning the interpretation of domestie law in that instance, *\-l.m}y
feel that the spirit, if not the letter, of the law was violated.

Britain needs still more destroyers; and, gentlemen of the com-
mittee, she needs them desperately.  Merchant ships are making
the crossing without nearly enough protection; in some cases 30 or
40 ships may be “protected” by only a couple of destrovers. '

If we are to aid Britain effectively, we should provide her with
from 5 to 10 destroyers a month.  We should be able to do this direetly
and swiftly rather than through the rigamarole of dubious legalistic
interpretations,

Incidentally, if we are to make more destroyers available to Britain
we should recondition them in this country in our own vards. The 50
destroyers that we delivered to the British some months ago have
proved extremely valuable.  But owing to congestion and the ;imrlago.
of mechanies, Britain found it difficult to recondition all of them at
onee,

I believe actually all of them have not as yet been reconditioned.
Their difficulty is twofold.  First, this is a war of mechanics, and their
mechanics are absorbed mueh in other endeavors; and, secondly, in
view of the required shipping and the rebuilding of their large tonnage
practically all of their slips are filled; and, therefore, it is very difficult
for them to recondition these destroyers. )

At the same time, of course, we ourselves must press on with our

destroyer program so as to replace as quickly as possible the destroyers
that we lend or lease to Britain. T understand that in 1942 we should
expect a steady flow of from 15 to 20 new destroyers per month.
_ You understand that such facts as that, gentlemen, 1 had to gather
in the last couple of days. I have only been back a couple of days,
and if I am inaccurate in any of this, it'is an inaceuracy that you can
readily check; but I believe that is what the Navy Department would
tell you, although 1 did not get that directly from them.

Destroyers are one example of the kind of thing which Britain needs
but which would be difficult or impossible to obtain through the mere
granting of credit. Another example is the long-range bomber, and
particularly the patrol bomber known as the PBY, and its various
modifieations and developments.  These bombers ean be of enormous
considerable technique in sending out airplanes and bombers and
further adding to the destruction of British shipping facilities,
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May I say that within the last few months, since the Germans have
taken possession of the whole coast of France, they have developed
considerable technique in sending out airplanes and bombers,
and further adding to the destruction of British shipping facilities.

Recently we turned over to Britain some of these patrol bombers,
together with some “flying fortresses.” But to do so we had to resort
to a ruse. The Government returned the bombers to the private
manufacturers who in turn resold them to Britain.

1 am against trying to kid along on any such basis, in one of the
most critical times that democracy has ever had to face. I am in
favor of Congress specifically, through such a bill as this, authorizing
such things.

In this regard there is one point of great importance. The decision
as to whether these bombers or other weapons ought to be kept in
this country, or whether they should be sent to protect the British
life lines, is primarily a military decision for the experts of the Army
and the Navy, and it is important, in my judgment, that this point
be established in the bill.

The same principles that apply to destroyers and big bombers apply
also to merchant shipping. Here, of course, the Maritime Cominis-
sion has been able to deliver vessels to Britain by the simple expedient
of holding auctions, which the Commission 1s entitled to do. If
Britain is the highest bidder at these auctions, she receives the ships.
But this is a cumbersome device and leads to delay. It is not the
forthright attitude that any of us wants to have the American Govern-
ment assume when democracy is the thing that is in test in the world.
It is important that we make the most effective disposition that we
possibly can of all available tonnage, and for this purpose the present
bill provides for the necessary powers.

There are various othersitems that Britain needs, but these three
will serve as examples. The point is that if we authorize our Gov-
ernment to lend or lease material of which it is in possession, we will
be able to act quickly enough, with the right things, to keep Britain
afloat. 1f, on the other hand, we provide Britain with cash only,
then our aid will be neither quick nor effective.

Such, in general, are my reasons for favoring the special powers
provided for in H. R. 1776, The powers asked for are extraordinary
to meet an extraordinary situation.

Now I am opposed to the undue concentration of power in the Chief
Executive. Let me say that I did my best to remove that power from
the present Chief Executive. | aughter.]

Personally, I would have preferred to see Congress, whether through
this bill or through others, instruct the President to lend or lease these
things. 1 would much prefer to have the impetus come from Congress
than from the Executive.

1 believe that Congress should retain all possible power. Congress,
however, for reasons of its own, which I am not eriticizing in any way,
has not acted. Therefore, I am forced to conciude that the only way
to render aid quickly enough is to pass this bill with modifications.
All modifications should seek to limit any unnecessary authority
granted in the bill. I have gone the full limit of my conscience in
supporting the foreign policy of the administration because of my great
desire to bring about national unity. I have wanted to see America
stand united before the world as the friend of all who fight for liberty;
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the despiser of all ageressors and despoilers of the demoecratic way
1t would be truly inspiring for us and for liberty loving people every-
where if this bill could be adopted with a nonpartisan and almost
unanimous vote. Many Members of Congress who believe in t-l‘:(‘
objectives of the measure are sincerely disturbed about its broad grant
of powers. 1 urge the majority to examine with these men in the

, spirit of complete candor and cooperation, every provision of the bill

to see if the bill's true objective cannot be accomplished by the
elimination, of unnecessary authority, if there be such unnecessary
authority in the bill.  You of the majority do not need the votes of the
minority to pass this bill but their approval and the approval of the
millions of Americans whom they represent will give to us the strenzth
of a united people-—a strength greater than that of armament battle-
shlgs, and airplanes. ‘

ertain very wise amendments have been adopted by the House
of Representatives—(1) fixing a time limit on the powers granted;
(2) authorizing Congress to terminate by concurrent resolution the
powers granted. '

I understand doubts are expressed about the constitutionality of
that provision. Very frankly, in the day or two I have had, I have
not had any opportunity to examine that question. :

3. Apportioning the amount unable under this bill from present
appropriations. In the brief time that 1 have had to study the bill
I cannot give you in specific language any additional amendments
but I believe that an amendment limiting the operation of the bill
to aid to England, the British Commonwealth of nations, China and
Greece, would be wise. These are the only countries presently subject
to aggression. 1 believe Congress should retain the power to pass upon
aid to any other countries which may be later subject to aggression.

Gentlemen of the majority, such a course would in my ?lltlgn.lt'rlt
bring to this bill additional votes which would lead to complete na-
tional unity, which in my judgment is so indispensable at this time.
_ There are also certain technical phrases in the bill which, in my
judgment, should be studied for possible clarification. In the brief
time I have had T have not had the time to exhaust these phases, and
I r'rll‘e}!lrelyfﬂer tlwnr; ffnr yo;n' consideration. TN
_The phrase “and for other purposes” might be dropped from the
title of the bill. Although t-hisl; is a usual form of lomflppln-zgl‘-lr:}og:
many persons are alarmed by the unusual powers granted in the bill
a{ld I believe this phrase is unnecessary and tends to increase that
amg;rsr:l.re-lts elimination cannot restriet the true objectives of the

We should bring all the votes we can to this measure, and not argue
about those things which are wnimportant. We should not grant
Eggglr?tgllu:h l_nln}-' cg;s.l-m:b the people. In my judgment America is

d to aid to Britair y 0 goe it br
it tain, and I want to see it brought about quickly

The word “facility” in section 2 (a) (2) could possibly, through a
strained construction, be construed to cover all or any section of
mdustry, including newspapers and the radio. The word obviously
:.;i‘(;t u?o;il for that purpose, but in order to eliminate fears on that
T c(‘);:safc :;: f'mn which disposes of any such possibility at least should

258107T—41—pt. 3—4
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In section 3 (a) (1) the words “or otherwise procure” are susceplible
of the same kind of strained construction, a construction which has
not disturbed me, but which 1 am sure is disturbing some. Those
words might be taken to authorize the President to go beyvond the
needs and purposes of the act. Therefore a definition of “procure”
should go into section 3 (a) (1).

I have not had an opportunity to exhaust the question. [n running
over it I tried to pick out certain things, and 1 talked with a great
many persons to try to find some of those seetions which were dis-
turbing to people in connection with the eranting of enlarged powers.

Let me say that I am completely sympathetie with the people who
at this time, when the very question in the world is whether democracy
can survive. look with the utmost serutiny and fear upon any enlarged
erant of powers to the Chief Executive.

There should also be some limitation—and 1 wish to qualify that
and say that I only suggest it—on the extent of the contracts the
President can make which go beyond July 1, 1943. If possible a
temporary limit of the amount intended to be authorized alhu'iug the
life of the bill should be set down, although I appreciate the great
difficulty in determining such amount. Very frankly, 1 have no con-
structive suggestion about how to arrive at the amount.

Some provision should be made—in addition to the 90-day reports—
requiring the President to frequently consult with the leaders of both
parties and presiding officers of both branches of Congress,

I think that would be very salutary, because it would give to the
American people at this time the belief that there is unity in what 1
at least think is a very, very critical moment in the history of liberty.

It might be wise in the interests of convenience and confidence, to
put all suggested amendments into one final section rather than to
scatter them throughout the bill.

I deeply sympathize with the American yeople in the great decision
they are presently called upon to make. nd 1 sympathize with and
[ respect much the Members of Congress, upon whose shoulders falls
the responsibility for decision. Their load is not made any lighter by
the reflection that their decisions at this time will influence the course
of history, perhaps for generations, and, may | say, may determine
whether or not liberty is to survive.

No man can guarantee to any of you that the policy of aid to Britain
will not involve the United States in war. It is my solemn opinion,
however—and 1 appreciate that it can only be a rationalization.
I make no claim to expertness. 1 have nothing but the power of
observation, reading, and rationalization. 1t is my solemn opinion
that provided the aid we give to Britain is effective, it offers the very
best clear chance for us to keep out of war. Hitler will make war on
us or on our friends and allies in this hemisphere when, as, and if he
chooses. That is his record. But he is far less apt to be aggressive
while Britain stands. He will be more aggressive if she falls, if there
is anything in looking to a man’s record to determine his future action.

Neither is any man able to tell you whether or not Britain can win,
Military and naval experts can help you weigh the chances on one
side or the other, but I don't believe any man knows, or can know,
There are too many intangible factors.

If Mr. Winston Churchill and My, Adolf Hitler were before this
committee now, and gave you all the facts, I do not think you could
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determine, or that a group of military experts could determine who
will win. There are too many imponderables and too many intan-
gibles. ’ '

For what it may be worth, my belief is that Germany cannot
succvssfully invade Britain. Of course, there is a material chance
that she will be able to do so. But what I have described as effective
and immediate aid of the sort which would be made possible by this
bill will in my judgment much narrow the chance of her doing so.
If her northern ports can be kept open and the supply lines can be
kept moving, if she may be permitted to breathe through that one
lung, 1 feel confident, perhaps confident because I hope for it so much
that Britain can survive the shock of the spring and summer cam-
paigns. This is also the belief in high quarters in Britain, ’

And if Britain can stand through this summer, then at least the
effects of our long-term assistance will begin to be felt.  The tide will
turn. Reinforced by our gigantic resources, Britain may be able to
achieve that effectiveness which the demoeratic peoples have tem-
porarily lost.

We must remember, in facing this issue, that it is not only the
present that is at stake.  Somewhere in this confusing world we must
find—we must build—a future for ourselves. The prospect of a
future Slll'l‘(!llll‘t]l'll by totalitarian powers; threatened by dictators
whose real desire is for conquest; betrayed by nations whose worid is
not to .h" l.l'llﬁt{"ll;‘ loaded with armaments and domestic debt, and
faced with a declining standard of living—such a future is not a future
for Americans as we have known them.

If we are to avoid such a ealamity we must now have cournge
much courage. We must bravely do the things that we know uugh;
to be done.  And we must lay the moral, intellectual, and spiritual
foundations for the kind of world we want our children to mherit
That world eannot be a closed world. Tt must be an open world.
Lt must be a world in which Americans will share with other nations
the responsibilities—and the great prospeet—of peace.

I thank you very much, gentlemen.

']:hv Cramrvan. Senator Harrison, have you any questions?

Senator Harrison. 1 have no questions to ask.’

'_I:lw CuatrMan. Senator Johnson, any questions?

Senator Jounsox of California. No questions.

The CaamrMan. Senator Connally?

Senator Conyarnny. No qlll'ﬁli()ll::L

The Cratrman. Senator Thomas is not present.  Senator Vanden-
berg, have you any questions?

_ Senator Vanoensera. I desire to ask Mr, Willkie one question of
interpretation so that I may be sure 1 fully understand him.

On page 11, Mr. Willkie, you say: ‘
tih(?{)':il!’:;:l(:‘;Ig;,t’it_ﬁ:?,\’vt;:‘ to you that the poliey of aid to Britain will not involve

Of course that is so; we can have no guaranty of our salvation under
any auspices. What I wish to know is whether you consider that
when we embrace this new policy of aid to Britain we are embracing
it all the way, regardless of consequences, to the end that we enter a
war ourselves if necessary in order to keep Britain afloat.

Mr. WirLkie. Senator Vandenberg, 1 can only give vou my judg-
ment. As I expressed it in my original statement, the odds of America
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keeping out of war come from aiding Britain. I really do not think
we have any chance of keeping out of war if we let Britain fall.

Senator Vanpexsera. 1 do not think you have quite followed my
question, You have seen these intrepid people in Britain, for whom
I share your tremendous respect, and 1 can think of nothing that
would be more eruel than to mislead them in any aspect of our ultimate
commitments. I am sure you would agree with that.

Mr. WiLnkie. Senator Vandenberg, 1 told every public official
with whom I talked in Britain that I represented nobody but myself,
that I had no authority to speak for anyone except myself, and all I
could do for them was interpret for them American publie sentiment.
I told them verv frankly that I did not believe that American public
sentiment would support any act which took them into the war.

Senator VanpeNseERrG. 1 was not suggesting that yvou were holding
yourself out with any authority over there. I was merely making
that statement as a preface to this renewal of my question, so that
there can be no doubt as to what you were testilying to. In your
view, is this all-out-aid-to-England policy, which you are recommend-
ing—a policy which, if necessary, if there is no other alternative, takes
us into the war in order to keep England afloat?

Mr. WirLLkie. There is only one body in the United States that
has the power to declare war, and if I were a Member of Congress I
never would vote in favor of a declaration of war until the American
publie sentiment, was so overwhelmingly for it that T did not think
consistently with my obligations to my constituents I could do
otherwise.

Senator Vaxpeneerg. [ think that is an excellent statement. I
am still wondering whether this policy upon which we are

Mr. Winnkie. I think I answered your question.

Senator VAxpenNserG. 1 am sorry; I do not think so.

Mr. WiLLkis. Very well.

Senator Vanpenpera. | want to know whether in your definition
of this policy—and I am not being controversial about it; I am.simply
exploring—I1 want to know whether in the final analysis our entry is
necessary to achieve this salvation which you envision. Do we go
that far ultimately, in your opinion?

Mr. WiLnkie. I do not know how to answer your question, because
you would have to state to me the conditions under which we would
go to war. If you are putting to me the question today whether I
would as a Member of Congress vote that we should go to war, 1
would vote “No.” 1 do not know how else to answer your question,
because I cannot visualize what might be true 3 years from now.

Senator Vanpexsere. It must be my inability to make myself

plain. I am merely trying to determine whether this all-out aid to.

England does finally include our entry into the war.
Mr. WinLkie. Our declaration of war? I would say, “No."”
Senator Vanpenrera. Very well. That is all.
The Caamrman. Senator Van Nuys, have you any questions?
Senator VaAn Nuys. No questions.
The Cuamman. Senator White?
Senator WriTeE. No questions.
The Caamuman, Senator Murray?
Senator Murray. No questions.
The CuatrmaN. Senator Pepper?
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Senator Peprer. No questions,

The CaAIRMAN. Senator Green?

Senator Green. No questions.

The CramrMAN. Senator Shipstead?

Senator SuirsTEAD. No questions.

The CrammMAN. Senator Barkley?

Senator Barkney. I wish to ask one question. You suggested a
moment ago, Mr. Willkie, a possible amendment for the consideration
of the committee and the Senate, limiting this aid by the terms of the
bill to England, Greece, and China.

Mr. WiLLkie. The Commonwealth of British Nations.

Senator Barkney. That is what I meant, the British Common-
wealth. That suggestion has been made and some of us have given
some thought to it. I would like to submit this situation to you,
however, and get your view about it.

First, we all know the situation in Europe particularly, leaving out
Asia for the moment, is so kaleidoscopic that it becomes almost a
day-to-day proposition. Today we are not certain whether Germany
%ﬁomg to invade Bulgaria, and if it does, what Bulgaria’s attitude

be; and whether a few days hence she will invade, through
Bulgaria, Turkey. We know that the Turkish situation is very
closely linked with that of Great Britain. What effect would the
limitation of this bill to these three nations you speak of have upon
the morale and the courage and the hope of some of these other small
mnations which may be invaded in the immediate future?

Mr. Witikie. My judgment about that is that I have such a great
desire to see this bill passed by almost unanimous vote, or as near
as that ean be obtained. If this vote is overwhelmingly in favor of
this bill which provides aid for those who are presently subject to
aggression, I cannot conceive but what Congress would act very
promptly as to other countries similarly situated in the future. I
apprectate my suggested amendment reduces the flexibility slightly;

ut here is a measure for which I am so desirous of seeing unity on
that even if the amendment reduces the flexibility a little, it is very
important to remove from minds disturbed the fear that the bill gives
the President a power to roam over the world and do as he pleases.

Senator Barkrey. You think that if Congress were called upon to
Leg?late specially in respect to Bulgaria or Turkey or any other

ation

Mr. WiLLkie. I do not want to pick the nation.

Senator BarkrLey. Or some nation so situated it could do it more
speedily?

Mr. WiLkie. Particularly if this bill passes by a near unanimous
vote. That is only my judgment.

The Cramrman. Senafor Nye?

Senator Nye. Not for the moment, Mr, Chairman.

The CrarMaN. Senator Reynolds?

Senntox.' RevynoLps. I have two questions, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Willkie, as the situation exists at this present hour you do not
think there is any possibility of the United States becoming involved
in this present war, do you—as the situation exists at this hour?

r. WiLekie. You have a couple of mad men loose in the world;
and I don’t know whom they will strike. I don’t think the passage
of this bill
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Senator Reynowns. I did not ask you that. 1 say, Mr. Willkie, as
the situation exists at this hour, is there any possibility of our becoming
involved in the war?

Mr. Wittgre. 1 would have to say, “Yes,” Senator, because I don’t
know where these fellows are going to strike. 1 have no faith in
them. But 1 see nothing in the circumstances aside from that, the
total irresponsibility of the rulers of these dictatorial states, that
eauses me to believe that we will become involved in war. All I can
do is rationalize. T cannot see any reason why they would strike at
this country and cause it to go into war mobilization and become more
effective under the circumstances. They are cruel, but they have
shown themselves to be very smart.

Senator Revyorps. If the situation continues to exist as it is as
this very hour, do you think that we are likely to become involved in
this war?

Mr. Winnkie. Well, my judgment is that if Britain collapses
tomorrow we would be in a war in a month. And I appreciate that
can be nothing more than a guess.

Senator RevyoLps. One month after?

Mr. WiLekre. That is just a guess. I do not pretend to say 1
month or 60 days: but very quickly. Let me put it that way.

Senator Reynorps. Do you actually think that if Great Britain
were to fall tonight that we would within 60 days?

Mr. WiLLkre. When you say 60 days, I am not signing a promissory
note, or anything of the kind. But I say if Britain collapses and
Germany gets possession of the British Navy, I am in great doubt
of our ability to keep out of war. I am not going to predict the day.

Senator Revyoups. Therefore, you think if she did collapse tonight,
they would thereupon attack us?

Mr. WirLkie. I think within a relatively brief period we would be
in war with Germany. And I think that because she would be the
ageressor, That is just a guess,

Senator Reynonps, Just one other question. Do you think that
the passage of this bill will take us further away from war or take us
closer to war?

Mr, Winnkie. Much further away from war.

Senator Revyorps. That is all.

The Crarrman. Senator Guffey?

Senator Gurrey. No questions,

The Crairman. Senator Gillette?

Senator Gicrerre. Mr. Chairman, I have just two or three ques-
tions.

Mr. Willkie, I note that you said in your formal statement that an
attack against liberty in one part of the world is a threat against
liberty in another part of the world.

Then vou added:

But we must not make the mistake of narrowing the entire discussion to the
cause of Britain, * * %

Our concern is broader than the welfare of any single nation:
It is that the area of freedom be as large as possible. If Britain
prevails, the enslaved democracies of Europe will revive.

You believe that, do you?

Mr., Winnkie. I do very sincerely.

g —
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Senator GruLerte. And on that statement would you predicate
vour belief that Finland would be restored? ' '

Mr. WiLLkie. Well, I think that depends so much upon the part
that America plays in this matter. If America gives effective aid to
Britain, America \}'il! dominate what happens afterward. If Ameriea
gives ineffective aid to Britain, then probably Finland will remain in
part enslaved, as will Poland, Holland, Denmark, and all of the other
democracies.

Senator GiLLerre. Laying aside the question of effective aid, vour
statement was that if Great Britain prevails, the enslaved demoeracies
of Europe will revive. : N

Mr. Witnkre. I believe that.

Senator GiLLerte, And Finland is one of them?

Mr. Winekie. No, Finland is an existing country today. T believe
that. You are saying to me, aren’t you, Senator, “Suppose the United
States does not do anything about it"'?

Senator Grrerre. Well, no. T am just going on your statement
that if Britain prevails, the enslaved democracies of Europe will revive:
and I am asking you if—in your opinion—Great Britain prc-\'ui]~'=I
Finland will be restored? I

My, Witekie. I believe Britain’s ability to prevail is substantially
dependent—maybe not to survive, but to prevail—is dependent upon
the effective aid that we give to her, And I think if we give her that
effective aid, then gentlemen such as you, Senator, will determine
whether or not these enslaved demoeracies will survive. And T think
that you will sce that they will survive. .

Senator GiLLerre. Then, your statement made there is contingent
upon another situation? ' -

Mr. WiLLkie. I say if it prevails, or if she prevails. Now, how is
she going to prevail? I did not try to put into that one sentence the
whole thing. T have said in my statement and 1 think Britain's pl-:-;
vn.q:ng’ depends upon effective aid from America.

Senator GiLLerre. As to Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania, all en-
slaved nations whose liberties have been taken away from them by
Russia, do you think if Britain prevails in this war that their libertios
can now be restored? '

Mr. WiLLkre. Britain may survive with our aid, but Britain can
only prevail with our effective aid.  And then what the United States
says about those nations surviving—and I appreciate that I have no
ability to speak for the United States. T can only put the question to
you men, or to men like you who are in positions of authority. I
believe American sentiment would require that those enslaved nations
be revived,

Senator Greierre. Then, don't you think it fair to say that vour
st-utemenft needs to be supplemented? ' y
m.\-l‘t': Winrkre. Yes; 1 '\nll supplement it. I will make it exactly
f.rrut. I do not believe England can prevail without effective aid
l‘lli‘?l'“ A}inerlcn: If America gives that effective aid, then America will

ve the power to determine whether the captured demoeracies of

urope revive. And, in my judgment, American public sentiment will
require that they be revived. 1 will supplement my statement with
that, and You may see that it is written in. )

Senator GiLLerre. Now, I will go on to the matter of effective aid.

e S —
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Reading from page 4 (a) of your statement:

If we are going to adopt the policy of aid to Britain, it is, above all, necessary
to make that aid effective. To render ineffective aid would be disastrous. In-
effective aid would give Hitler just as good a pretext against us as effective aid;
but if our aid is ineffective, Britain may go down.

Again you made Britain’s survival contingent upon effective aid
from America.

Mr. WitLkie. Certainly her prevailing.

Senator GiLLerTe. That being the case, you are willing to go to any
length on the part of America, even to war, to give that effective aid?

Mr. WiLLkiE. I have answered that question to Senator V andenberg.
[ cannot imagine anything interfering with Britain’s successfully
prevailing in tﬁis war more than if we declared war and tried to send
troops to Europe.

Senator GiLLETTE. Leaving out the question of declaring war,
what do you mean by “effective aid”’?

Mr. WiLLkie. Senator Gillette, I have outlined three things.
Effective immediate aid, in my judgment, consists in giving Britain
immediately destroyers; second, giving her all the PBY’s and bombers
that we possibly can—giving her all of the ships that we can; and
then gearing our own productive capacity to give ultimately to her as
rapidly as we can, consistent with our own defense, all of the airplanes
and other instruments necessary for her prevailing in this struggle.

Senator Giuerre. I believe you stated that those were three
things that Mr. Churchill had told you would be necessary.

Mr. WiLLkie. Let’s put it the other way. I asked him, and he
confirmed them. I did not say he said it. I told him that my con-
versations and checking indicated to me that that was correct; and I
asked Mr. Churehill, and he told me it was true.

Senator GiLLETTE, You were a candidate for President last fall?

Mr. WiLekie. I was,

Senator GiLLerre. Have you changed your views?

Mr. WitLkie. Not in the slightest. As a matter of fact, in April,
prior to my nomination, I made a speech at Akron, Ohio, in which 1
called upon the Secretary of State of the United States to ask Britain
what we could do to help her.

Senator GiuLerre. Perhaps in April, prior to your nomination,
your speeches did not have the effect, Mr. Willkie.

Mr. WiLikie. They brought about my nomination. I was not
elected, but I got the nomination.

Senator Ginrerre, Well, Mr. Willkie, after you were nominated
at the convention at which you were nominated, there was a platform
adopted by the Republican convention, was there not?

Mr. WirLkige, There was, 1 believe.

Qenator GiLLerTE. As a candidate you stood on that platform,

did you not? | .
Mr. WiLLkie. Subject to the interpretations I made in the various

addresses that I made.
Senator GILLETTE. Let me read to you from the platform that you

ran on as a candidate.

The Republican Party is firmly opposed to involving this Nation in foreign
WATrS,

Mr. WiLLkte. So am i _ ]

Senator GruLerTe. But you just said to render effective aid you
would go even that distance?

F—
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Mr. WitLkre. Did 1?

Senator Gruuerre. I am asking you.

Mr. Winekie. I did not say that. I said just the reverse of that.

Senator GiLLerTE. You are not willing to go that distance?

Mr. WitLkie. I answered yon and Senator Vandenberg exactly to
that effect. My beliefs have been consistent ever since the war broke
out in Europe. 1 would give all of the effective aid I could to Britain
and I think thereby we will keep out of war. ‘

Senator GiLLerTe. Let me read this to you.

In the meantime, we shall support a Ces fens 28
B T oation 5 fie Delatsa SHovt 1o moas ap fof loat s on
national defense. We deplore explosive utterances by the President directly at
other governments which serve to imperil our peace, and we condemn all Execu-
gifvih ?33::21-3;5 l::‘[mﬁeéhl?ﬁ?t :['ll'né:‘}'; t[:sg_ght lead to war without the authorization

Mr. WinLgie. I agree to that.

Senator GiLLeTre. You still agree to that?

Mr. Winkie. Yes; I always have.

Senator GILLETTE (continuing):

Our sympathies have been profoundly sti i i i
8] _ ; ndly stirred by invasion of unoffendin
countries and by disaster to nations whose ideals most closely resemble our ow:f

You still agree to that, as we all do. [Continuing reading:]

We favor the extension to all peoples fighting for liberty, or whose il 7 i
threatened, of such aid as shall not be in violation of ini‘::r:':;l.ti)rm:l ]]q:; (:;{i?gm:?
sistent with the requirements of our own national defense.

Mr. WiLtkie. That is the very reason, Senator, I am for this bill,
with modifications, because I protested against the method of giving
the destroyers last summer, not because I did not want to see Britain

ven them, but I did not agree with the interpretation of the Attorney

eneral, and I thought our giving them was in violation of law; and
I am for this bill, with modifications, so it can be done legally.

Senator GruLerTe. But the law that you were talking about then

frohlbit:e(] the transfer of ships by the President of the United States.
t prohibited the transfer or the going into war zones of merchant
ships, did it not?

er. WirLkie. That is the very reason I am for this law. That
{)hl:!t-ionn Soets t,llmt say tlnf.t. t-helRepuincnn Party shall be bound to
he laws that then existed; as the laws of our needs are passe :
o Rl needs are passed from
htig?ator GruLerTE. You mean by that whatever laws were enacted

g{r. EIL(I;KJE. Of course.

. Senator GiLerre. You did not have reference . ticular
B et eference to that particular
GMI'. Witrkre. T did not like the interpretation of the Attorney
: etfllurnl. but when this bill is passed it is law, and 1 would assume it
1s S—le obligation of everybody in the United States to abide by it.
ﬁnator Girrerre. You interpreted this platform? '
off Ir, WILLKI_E. I made several speeches on the question of foreign
gH‘S, if that is what you are speaking of.
0 ﬂngtor GiurerTe. Do you recall whether in any of those speeches
you advocated a change in law that would authorize us to send war-
Ps O%merclmnt ships abroad?
- WiLLkie. Noj; I do not believe I did, although I did advoc
i Noj L did, wough 1 did advocalte
all-out aid to Britain. As I said to this committee, I would have

P ——
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referred if Congress had passed an act saying to the President, “You
wave got to give these things.” [ would much prefer that, because 1
have such a belief in the congressional method that I would rather
have seen it done that way than by Executive order; but 1 think the
time has arrived when there must be action.

Senator Giuuerre. Now, Mr. Willkie, the day before yesterday
Prime Minister Churchill made an address—a radio address. Have
vou read the address?

Mr. WiLLgte. I heard it over the radio.

Senator GiuLerre. You heard it over the radio. Do you recall
the statement that it was necessary for England to have immediate
material aid, including shipping, and that it was necessary to have this
material brought there to them; that all the expanded facilities of the
British shipyards would not furnish them with that shipping and that
aid without outside aid? Do you remember that?

Mr. WiLLkie. No, Senator; I do not remember the exact language
of Mr. Churchill’s speech, and I would not want to attempt to pass
on it without having it before me. [ heard it over the radio, and, of
course, 1 met Mr. Churchill on three occasions and had long conversa-
tions with him; but I can’t interpret his language. It is his expression
of his views, and if he has a reputation for any one thing, that is the
ability to express himself.

Senator GiLerTe. 1 am sure of that, and 1 have tried not to mis-
quote him.

Mr, WiLLkie. 1 do not say that you are.

Senator GiLLerTe, The effect of it was, as I have said, that they
needed shipping, that with their expanded shipyard resources and
facilities they would not enable them to supply themselves with the
shipping needed before 19427

Mr. WiLLkie. If you say he said that, I won’t doubt it at all.

Senator GiLLerte. To render effective aid in the way of merchant
vessels, if we pass this bill, it will be necessary for us, or essential for
us, to send merchant shipping?

Mr. WiLtkie. Oh, I see what you are getting at—the question of
CONVOYS,

Senator GinLerre. Oh, no; not yet. 1 will be there in a minute.
I am talking about sending our merchant ships into war zones. It
would be necessary to do that in order to get this material to them,
would it not, to be effective?

Mr. Witekie. 1 do not believe so, myself.

Senator GiLLerTe. How would you suggest that we get it to them?

Mr. Witekie. 1 think they would send their cruisers here and get
the goods out and get them over there.

Senator GiuLerre. Mr. Churchill says they have not the shipping
available.

Mr., Witkie. 1 still take my position. I can't speak for Mr.
Churchill.  That would be highly presumptuous.

Senator GruLerre. You are speaking for Mr. Willkie?

Mr. WinLkie. That is right.

Senator Grurerre. If Mr. Willkie thinks it is necessary to send
American shipping over to convoy this material, you are willing to do
that?

Mr., WiLLkie. Oh, no; I did not say that.

Senator GiLerre. You did not?
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Mr. Wintkie. When did 1 say that? It was just the reverse of
that.

Senator GiLLerTe. That is all.

The CrairMan. Senator Clark?

Senator Crark of Missourt. Mr. Willkie, yvou had already taken
your position on this bill before you went abroad, had you not?

Mr. WiLLkie. Yes; subject to modification, and T suggested, as T
recall, two or three amendments and suggested that every provision
be checked 't-n see whether there were lm‘;"‘-('.usm-— - ’

Senator Crark of Missouri. I am not on the question of amend-
ments at the moment, but the point | am getting at is that you did not
need to go on a tour of England and Ireland to make up your mind to
favor the bill? pi

Mr. Wintgie. 1 had imade up my mind on the question of lease-lend.

Senator Crark of Missourl. So announced to the publie?

Mr. Wirrkie. Yes.

Senator Crark of Missouri. That is how you got the letter from the
President to Mr. Churchill, which was referred to in the press the
other day?

Mr. Winekre. As a matter of [act, Senator Clark, so you mav have
all the facts i ‘

Senator Crark of Missouri. Well-

Mr. Winikie. If you will please listen. I was writing an article
and I wis working on a sentence about making some statement about
Britain, and there was a fact in it that I was not sure about, and I got
to thinking, “Where will I find out about that?” and I said to myself,
“Why don’t I go to England?” '

So I ealled up Mr. Hull, Secretary of State, and said, “T would like
to go to Kngland.”

He said to me, “I will call you back this afternoon and let yvou know
the pros and the cons about it.” )

I knew what he meant. He was going to ask the President whether
the President would let me go.

So he ealled me back in the afternoon and said, “It is O, K.." and 1
pru‘rm':le(l to arrange for my passage.

Senator Crark of Missourt, You had already announeed vour sup-
port of this bill at that time? ' i

Mr. WiLLkie. Subject, as I say, to the modification and check of
each provision.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Now, Mr. Willkie, I believe vou said
a moment ago that you appear here as a private citizen?

Mr. WiLLkie. That is right.

Senator Crarg of Missouri. You made it perfectly clear to the
publie officials that you talked to that under our form ‘of government
previous candidates for President oceupy no position——

Mr. WiLtkie. I made it very clear to them, and when I got over
there I_lm.d lunch with Mr. Churehill, and I said to him, “Now, Mr.
Churchill, I want you to understand my position exactly. [ am here
representing Wendell Willkie. I have no authority, no position.

ou have a system of constitutional government over here under
which the leader of the minority has a definite Government position.

occupy no such position. I represent nobody, and I could only
express to you my own personal views plus my notion of what Ameri-
can public sentiment is.” g
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Senator Crark of Missouri. That statement, of course, is to your
credit. There was a statement in the New York Times, a British
paper such as the London Times, on January 25——

r. WinLkie. Mr. Sulzberger will argue that with you.

Senator Crark of Missouri. It stated that there was a reception for
the loyal opposition of the United States, substantiating your own
statement——-

Mr. WiLLkre. Senator, that is on the old theory that somebody
always calls you by a higher title. I, too, always call a captain a major.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Now, Mr, Willkie, on your tour of
Great Britain did you learn anything as to the British desires on the
question of naval convoys, let us say?

Mr. WiLLkie. Now, when you say did T learn anything

Senator Crark of Missouri. I mean from responsible sources,

Mr. WiLLkie. You mean did I talk with anybody about it?

Senator Crark of Missouri. You talked with a great many people
about it, I know, but what I am asking you about 1s with reference to
responsible officials.

Mr. WiLLkie. Whether somebody expressed it to me first or I ex-
pressed it to them first I do not reeall, but T can tell you what the
conversation was in general. T said to various people in Britain that
in my judgment—and that is all T had—the American people would
not support the sending of convoys.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Well, was the desire expressed on the

part of the British people )
Mr. WirLkie. 1 do not recall particularly anybody expressing a

desire.

Senator Crark of Missouri. You spoke about such things?

Mr. WinLkie. I spoke my mind; yes. I usually do.

Senator Crark of Missouri. You spoke in your statement of keeping
these sea lanes open.

Mr. WiLLkie. Yes,
Senator Crark of Missouri. Suppose the British counterblockade

on the part of the Axis Powers through submarines and aerial bom-
bardment should become effective. Would you be in favor of con-
voying ships?

Mr. WiLLkie. Senator, you would have to present to me the situa-
tion at that time. My judgment is, if it is worth anything to you,
that if we begin to furnish Britain plenty of ship bottoms the situation
that you asked me to make a hypothetical answer on will never exist.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Suppose that the blockade should be-
come effective and that we slmul(F not be able to furnish them suffi-
cient merchant vessels without sending our Navy. Would you be in

i

favor of doing that?
Mr. WitLkie. Senator, you will have to ask me that question at

that time.

Senator Crarxk of Missouri. You do not wish to answer?

Mr. Winnkie. It is not a question that I ean answer.

Senator Crark of Missouri. You are a voluntary witness and you
cannot be compelled to answer,

Mr. Wirrkie. The only thing is there might be 50 factors not now
present.

Senator Crark of Missouri. You said you were in favor of turning
destroyers over to Britain at the rate of 5 or 10 2 month. Secretary
Knox said we did not have any destroyers to spare,
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Mr. WitLkie. You are asking me whether I would rely upon Secre-

ta.réy Knox?
enator Crark of Missouri. I am asking you the questi
; f ] : sing he question whether
if the naval authorities say we cannot spare them . i 1
i | s 4N hem, yo
in favor of turning them over, p you would still be

Mr. WitLkie, No. Imade that a very clear point i

1 - ¥ clear pomnt in my statement.

I say absolutely that if they can be furnished without great hazard to
the United States, then only should they be furnished. T have a great
hope that témt won’t be the answer. h

enator CLARK of Missouri. Your proposition that we s

Y i ; ¢ should tur

over 5 or 10 destroyers a month is not an expert opinion? !
thal\/l.‘;fr. WILILKIE. ]I gave no (-sx]i:rt opinion, Senator, and I have made

at very clear. 1 am just an American, with the rieht to ex 3
s xcichi ght to express my

Senator Crark of Missouri. You named that particular ficure as
being the amount we should turn over. Do you have any information
as to whether we can spare 5 or 10 destroyers a month?

Mr., WiLLkiE. Senator, if you will read my whole statement

Senator CLark of Missouri. I read your whole statement.

Mr. WinLkie. Did you see what I said about those questions that
were primarily expert questions of military and naval authorities?

Senator CLarx of Missouri. I have read that.

Mr.lWILLmE. Now, I do not pretend to be a naval expert, and if T
w;?erﬁt 1e one that was passing upon the question, I would get the advice
0 g the best naval ex erts on the question and then act accordingly,

enator CLark of Missouri. You are in favor of turning over long-
rBagtg;mb&xqul:s. tll'f your nt-herlsltgtement is correct that if Great
ted m this war we would be at war with Ge ithin
i ith Germany within 30
gr. WILéKIE. Quickly.
nator Crark of Missouri. I am not pinnin
uri. 1 g you down to an exact
nunt::bler of days. If that situation developed and we had turned over
?iu? ong-range bombers as we have, which are vital for our own
eﬁrll.sewwe wouldYbe in Il.;l unfortunate situation?
L WILLKIE. Yes; and we would be in an extremely unfort
mt.uamotu lfcwe should let Britain fail. FEGS
nator Crark of Missouri. We would be in a much } iti
s . We ' ruch better pos
we were attacked by Germany., pedy
 Mr. Witekie. I do not agree with you.
disagroee, ’
riStergntor Cragrx of Missouri. If, in spite of our aid to Great Britain,

_;l'm were to fail, we would certainly be in a very much worse
3381 ISI.TOH not to have any long-range bombers, or to have diminished

ih avy than “"%,“'”“lld be otherwise, would we not?

+ WILLKIE. Yes; but if we failed to send bombers to Engl
i e o Lee, d to ombers to England,
e esult England should collapse, we would be in & much worse
i i%n(ﬁlf)ol"v(ﬁLE\RK of lA\_Iissuuri. You simply make the assumption that
sl at you think we ought to do, Great Britain will be suc-
gir. WiLLkie, That is my judgment,

a.bo?lll:a:ﬁr glmnx of Missouri. Suppose you happened to be wrong
<Mk ‘fat. If we should denude our defenses by sending imple-

ol war to Great Britain, and Great Britain should fail in spite

That is where you and I
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of our assistance, having denuded our own defenses, we would be in
a very much more unfortunate situation.

Mr. WinLkie. 1 am still doubtful if that is true. If by sending
bombers we were to help weaken Germany, we might still be in a
stronger position than if we kept the bombers.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Suppose the Germans got our bombers
and used them against us?

Mr. Wintgie. 1f all the hazards of war go against us, we will get
whipped.

Senator CrLark of Missouri. Did not that situation exist in the
case of some bombers we had sold to France, which were later used
against Great Britain?

Mr. Wintkie. Surely.  We can only express our opinions upon our
beliefs. My belief is that if we furnish aid to Britain, the contingency
which you mention will never arise.

Senator Crark of Missouri. You are staking everything on your
belief that Great Britain will win with our assistance.

Mr. Witekie. No.

Senator CLark of Missouri. You are gambling everything on that
one card.

Mr. Winekie. No. If we keep Germany busy for the next 6
months or year, and Britain should go down, we would be in much
better shape than if we had a few extra destroyers and let Britain go
down now.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Is that true if in the meantime we had
been transferring to Great Britain 90 to 95 percent of our airplane
prod uction?

My, Wirtkie. I still believe that.

Senator CLark of Missouri. Did you obtain any information in
your verious interviews as to the amounts the British needed from the
United States for supplies in 1941 and 19422

Mr. Witikie. 1 cannot give you those figures offhand. 1 talked
with various persons. 1 did not know you were going to cross-
examine me about that.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Could you give us the information in
round figures?

Mr. Winukie. No; I cannot.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Are you able to make any estimate?

Mr. Witekie. No; I would not want to guess.

Senator CLark of Missouri. Could you give us any round figures
as to the requirements for 19417

Mr. WiLnkie. I would not want to hazard a guess.

Senator Crark of Missouri. The bill as introduced in the Senate is
without limitation as to time, space, or substance.

Mr. WiLLkie. Yes; but 1 think it should have a limitation as to
time and space.

Senator CLark of Missouri. Did vyou obtain any information as
to the resources which the British had to meet these demands, either
in the way of collateral or liquid securities? )

Mr. Wirtkie. I had a lot of talks about that question. 1 do not
know how to determine that, or how anybody else could determine
it exactly.

Senator CLark of Missouri. Did you have oceasion to read the
report of the Federal Reserve Board?

=T T T —— = ST
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Mr. WitLkie. 1 read it some time ago.
benfn.m Crark of Missouri. As an expert on financial matters
were you able to form any opinion on it? b
NMr. W ILLKIE. I read it at the time.  You are asking me whether
or not | thlf:k Mr. Morgenthau is a financial expert., '
thS(;\nn‘,\t{n' E.lt‘,-\m{ ?if Missouri, I am asking you whether or not you
hink Mr. Morgenthau is a greater financial expert t Tod
) b 1 T M £
g ] n the Federal
Mr. WiLtkie. You do not want me to answer that question. 1 do
not want to indulge in personalities. .
] e ol KA : :
Senator Crark of Missouri. Are you in favor of any ceiling beine
put on the amount to be expended under this bill? ) i 3
I_.\Il:'. Winikie., Yes; as | suggested in one of my amendments. 1
think within rather appropriate limits Congress should hold the purse
st ings. I said very frankly that I could not offer you much in the
waly of a hg‘uru on that question. I agree with you on that
. h-i.llmmr (_.%._Alt}i of Missouri. You have flown” halfway around the
world to advise this committee, We would be glad to have any
advice you can give us in that matter, p
. Mr. “ mLkie. I did not fly halfway around the world to advise this
E;?fnn:.ltt.(?f». or anybody clse. Let us be fair about this. Senator
I.ﬂ.m}.:_; E“?[’NI me asking if I would appear before the committee, and
: u:ur-nr‘t r IIL to be the duty of any American citizen, when he is asked
50: appear before a committee, particularly by such a distinguished
._(IIilP-ﬂl as Senator (-:-m-gv, a_mgl before such an important committee
tu-.téns, to respond. 1 think it is one’s obligation to come, and 1 came
-..\Tnn‘t&}.r Crark of Missouri. That is entirely proper '
Mr. Wrnnkie. I had no notion that I was coi ostif !
_ ¢ s going wstify before the
committee when 1 left. il A
bgnutgr Crark of Missouri. When you left London?
l}-lr. \\11.1;1\'1}:. When T left the United States.
%(lmu‘t'{:r € l.\h‘.h'juf Missouri. I understand that
Mr. WiLLkie. I expected eventually to come back. i i
; . P : 1 baclk, irrespective
“-l:;'.tht.'t i)l'(ll(li I testified. [Laughter.] o
Senator Crark of Missouri. You di S i
o CL. Miss : id eut short your tr Surope?
Mr. Wintkie, A few days. ) P iepel
o TR o | - TR . .
L b(‘:nl%l-t;l Crark of Missouri. I am asking you whether, having
ppeared before the committee to present your views, you have any
Vuiv}rs on the subject of the ceiling. ' i
mr-ntr. t}"ILpKHI::. I say very frankly, Senator, in my principal state-
t-ivlo , that in the brief time I have had, T cannot offer you a construc-
[‘fm'smggv—sl.mn on the amount. Understand, I got off a boat day
\ r Ve N 1 . :
vy i y(.sdt-nuln_y_. and the first day was consumed in greeting my
o ds a})n : fn.mll.v. and so forth, and I have had about a day and a
g -ml(‘)l .1u:.ys. I have not anything constructive to offer on that
gSt‘:l.}lt.. am very frank about that in my statement.
mltlﬁ mnr (?L..\ RK of Missouri. IE. was testified the other day by appar-
Ship‘piﬁ ;':E:‘:o;; 6 wzt.i\r's]svsitlm I.l(rr;-:nt- Britain has some 10 pereent more
: " than she had at the beginning of the war. Dic A
anything about that? § ‘ ' o e
i; r. W ILLKIE. I do not believe that is correct.
R;‘:m{;ovx Crark of Missouri. What are the facts?
o ) lI{_.L:I\IE. I would not pretend to give you exact facts, but you
derstand that that does not state the situation. Do not take
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these figures as exact. They are approximately correct. Britain has
about 15,000,000 tons of shipping facilities, but that was about what
she needed in normal times. A great deal of that has been diverted
to bringing in war material, and so forth. So that the requirements
for ordinary shipping have to be met with a much reduced shipping
by reason of the amount diverted for other purposes. I think I am
correet in my figure, subject to check, of course, that the destruction
has been about 60,000 tons a week, and that they are able to build
about 20,000 tons. 1 think those figures are correet.

Senator Crark of Missouri. They also acquired a large amount of
shipping from other powers, did they not, such as Denmark, Sweden,
and Germany?

Mr. WiLLkie. Yes. I think they got all they could find.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Did you learn anything as to their
present situation?

Mr. WinLkie. I have tried to deseribe that in my testimony. I
think their present situation is this: I think they are doing a remark-
able job, but they have had to divert a lot of their shipping to bringing
in instruments of defense. In addition to that, by reason of their
war activities, they have to use a great many of their ships for other
purposes. Therefore they cannot build as rapidly as their productive
capacity would permit. What I am saying to you is—and it is only
personal judgment—that Britain's immediate problem is to keep these
ports open and to keep that lung breathing. That is my judgment, for
whatever it is worth.

Senator Crark of Missouri, That comes back to the question I
asked you a while ago, as to whether, if the counter-blockade should
become effective, or more effective, it would then be your idea that it
would be the duty of the United States, or to the interest of the United
States—as you choose to put it—to convoy those ships.

Mr. Wirtkie, I would measure it by many, many things at the time.
I would not say flatly now that if 2 years from now some given situation
Il_li,}qht arise, I should do such and such. I have not that much fore-
sight.

gSetmtnr Crark of Missouri. Did you obtain any information as to
the amount of British tonnage which is employed otherwise than in the
war zone, that is to say, in the Pacific and elsewhere?

Mr. WiLtkie. I have heard those figures.

Senator Crark of Missouri, It is a very large amount, is it not?

Mr. WitLkis. I think it is substantial.

Senator Crark of Missouri. It was testified yesterday by repre-
sentatives of American secamen that Great Britain was still using
much of its shipping on its own normal trade routes, and seeking to
have the United States shipping diverted to them for the purpose of
convoying. Do you know anything about that?

Mr. WitLkie. I do not believe that.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Do you know anything about it?

Mr. WiLtkie. Nothing except from discussions. I do not believe
it.
Senator Crark of Missouri. Did yvou obtain any information as to
how much foodstuffs and other materials are being transported by
British ships on long hauls from the Southern Hemisphere, instead
of on short hauls from Canada and the United States?

Mr, WiLukre. 1 believe that is slight. 1 have heard discussion of

that.
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Senator CLark of Missouri. You have not any information?

Mr. \:‘ ILLKIE. 1 have not any exact figures. 1 did not know you
were going t? ask about detailed figures on each point., ‘

Senator CrLark ol";\hssmu'l: Did you have any discussion over
t#m.'re as to whether, if the British obtained loans or gifts from the
(Iimtqﬁll E'a;..ﬁlus, they \mu]di buy the products of the American farmer?

r will they continue to buy from Argentina and other ¢ ies in

A 1 vy from Arge : 1wer countries
the Southern Hemisphere? h i

Mr. WitLkie. I would not even ask anybody a question like that

Senator Cragrk of Missouri. Do you still hold, as you did in the
campaign, that aid to Britain should be short of war? *

M, “’IL}[_.‘KIE. My views are as I have expressed them here.,

Senatn'r CrAgk of ;\ilssn_um. I am asking a specifie question,

M{I. WivLkie, 1 have tried to make very clear that my position is
exactly the same as it was long before the convention, afl during the
campaign, and ever since the election. i
. Senator CrLark of Missouri. You did use the phrase “short of war”
in the campaign, did you not?

Mr. WiLLkie. Yes.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Do vou sti i

of Miss . Do you still adhere to that view?
é-lr. WiLLkre, Yes, i
enator CLARk issouri, Where y i
ws{r”? rK of Missouri. Where do you draw the line “short of
ﬂ‘Mr'. WirLkie. 1 have tried to make it clear to you that I think
effective md‘tn Britain is almost sure to be short of war.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Would You consider that convovin
our\'islu s would be short of war? i

Mr. Winekie. I have sai r i i

e ‘jimt!-‘”‘i.i [ ;3;:\1 .H}:t_t[ to you that in my judgment—and T ex-
p i (1o British officials-—convoying ships might produce an
mcll ent which might be provoecative of war i} an attack should be
:)Igil((:it;lonul-hr;ml. I‘ltvxprv:-;f‘.(;d[ m_;r opinion very frankly to the British

s tha did not think the American public senti woul
; : : 01 ) y
permit that action. : Rt
nator Crarg of Missouri. Do vo ; i
~LARK Ol IVliss ; You econsider the opening of our
POQIE' to the British war vessels to be short of war? : B 2
otll Ir. \,\ ILLKIE, Of course, when you say “short of war" it is like any

‘;l(;:‘lfti{r;l:l'(' One N}n\:l;_nl_v :-xpnl-‘:is his judgment as to those things,

: Larx ol Missourt. That is what I am trvi ye
o B . L £ aIn irying to get you
b b ullli‘;gtii: ul“(ll‘l'”l'f lPuLsulrt-.m., tm(li many others, in the late

1Zn, use e term “short of war.” but | e o »
ahgul it ;' but I have not heard muech

Mr. WiLikie, Y 7 i

. e UI 'l ) o tg L] ™ “Worv 1 - H
Segator. 1 have certainly heard everything I said here,
Senator CLark of Missouri, Only i : i
n L. Miss : y in the last few minutes, sinee
m(‘.\n!t"o?\‘;‘] the term “short of war.” M S
AMECWILLRIE. | do not just use the s
st us rsame phrases every day F
tosj‘;vt new ones,  [Laughter.] I  day: 2oy

Senator CLark of Missouri. 1 1 ; i

3 Miss - Lhope you succeed in that, What do
Yyou f)r(':‘;‘)?nse to sulhﬁtllnl-v for the phrase “short of war? F

M WILLKIE. 1 said to you here, offective ajc Britain k
An%vnm gl 3 . effective aid to Britain keeps

Sen - i gl id v
O Gg(tl::]t‘ %ll:i\th\ u_ft .\Iﬁm}uun. Did you learn over there whether or

| & brtain atsell has ever conferred such sweepi 08
B N il d such sweeping power on

IRRIHT— #1—pt, 3——5
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Mr. Wintkie. No; I would not determine American policy by
what somebody else did.

Senator CLark of Missouri. Have you any information as to
whether Canada or Australia or New Zealand or any other British
dominion has gone to such an extent?

Mr. WirLkie. It would not have any effect on my judgment if 1
had.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Did you ever hear of it?

Mr. WiLtkie. No; I never songht to cheek it.

Senator Crark of Missouri. This bill provides, does it not, that the
President can buy any amount of supplies anywhere in the world, and
transfer them to any country he may designate?

Mr. WinLkie. Senator, I have suggested the amendments which 1
think ought to be made to the bill.  You know what the provisions of
the bill are. There is no help I can give to you in interpreting any of
the provisions of the bill.  You, T understand, are the most distin-
guished lawyer at the St. Louis bar, and for me to attempt to interpret
for you

Senator Crark of Missouri. I did not say anything of the kind.

Mr. Wittkie. 1 did not say you did; 1 did.

Senator Crark of Missouri. You are an extraordinarily skillful
lawyer, and I ask you whether this bill does not provide that the
President can buy any supplies anywhere and transfer them to any
nation he may designate.

Mr. WirLkie. After the amendments [ have suggested have been
adopted, that would not be true.

Senator CLark of Missouri. Just in what way would you limit that
authority?

Mr. WirLkie. If you want me to go back over the amendments—in
the first place, I specifically said T would limit it to the British Com-
monwealth of Nations, China, and Greeee.

Senator Crark of Missouri. You would not prohibit the power of
the President to purchase outside of the United States anywhere he
chose?

Mr. WinLkie. With the provisions in the bill, and with the amend-
ments 1 would suggest, 1 would vote for the hill if I were in your

position. ) ] -
Senator Crark of Missouri. Mr. President——[Laughter and

applause.]
Mr. Winngie. Senator, you merely speak of what should have been.

[Launghter |

Senator Crark of Missouri. No; I am really giving you consolation
in view of what happened last November. In speaking of the Presi-
dent last November, you said:

But I eannot follow the President in his eonduct of foreign affairs in this
eritieal time. There have been occasions when many of us have wondered if he
is deliberately inciting us to war.

Is that still your opinion?

Mr. WiLLkiE. Senator, if vou are going back to campaign speeches,
you know you made one in which you said [ would get us into war and
the President would not.

Senator Crark of Missouri. No; 1 did not say that.

Mr. Winnkie. You did not say he would not?

Senator CLark of Missouri. 1 said I thought you were more likely
to than the President, and 1 still think so.
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Mr. WiLLgie. You said he would not.

Senator CLark of Missouri. I think vour statement today com-
pletely demonstrates that. y S

Mr. Winnkie. You said he would not get us into war.

Senator CLarx of Missouri. No; I made no such promise for the
President.

Mr. WinLkie. As to the statement about the President, in the
courge of the campaign 1 made a great many statements uht;ul' him,
He was my opponent, you know. ' i

Senator CLark of Missouri. You would not have said anything
about your opponent you did not think was true, would you?

Mr. Winnkie. Oh, no; but oceasionally in moments of oratory in
campaigns we all expand a little bit. ' :

Senator CLark of Missouri. You are the champion of this foreign
poliey '

Mr. Winngre, Oh, no.

Senator CrLark of Missouri. And I want to know whether you have
changed your mind about it. .

Mr. WinLgie. No; I have always said | was for aid to Britain, and
I thought the President, before the campaign, was rather reckless in
his utterances about international affairs, but I do not see anv
reason of discussing it and raking up old acrimonies. But you are a
United States Senator, and yvou have a right to ask me, and 1 hesitate
to answer only beeause 1 do not want to drag over old coals. If yvou
create the inference T am afraid to answer 1 shall be glad to answer
but it is a matter of choice on my part not to go over cumpu.igr;
speeches,

Senator Crark of Missouri. You said that you believed it to be
the first duty of a President to maintain peace.

Mr. WiLLkie, Yes.

Senator Crark of Missouri. And that Mr. Roosevelt was not doing
that. You said, ““He has dabbled in inflammatory statements.” .

é‘!l'. Wirikre, That is right, and that is what I do not believe in.

Senator Crark of Missouri, You said:

But this does not mean that at a eritical period in history i
cause bitterness and confusion f()rathﬁtelqg;clelﬂfrl:dlilt:l]k]‘.]I;::I){f‘ic::;ltlzzl;?:(\??nt s

Mr. WiLikie. That is right. I hesitate to go into this, beeause I
do not want to rake over old coals. 1 was much opposed to some of
the statements the President made, and I thought they were reckless

am} inflammatory. I hesitate to say that now.  What good doesit do?
Senator Crark of Missouri. You said: = -

The President’s attacks on foreign powers have been useless and dangerous

11\11'. WirLkie, Sure; those are the words.

Senator Crark of Missouri. You continued——

Mr. WiLLkie. Mr. Chairman, I would rather, not that T have any
].IES‘IL&I]C}*, but I did not pull my punches in the enmpaign. ;

Senator CLark of Missouri. If the witness doesnoteare to answer——

Mr. WiLkie. I do not want the inference that I am afraid.

The Crarrman. Mr. Willkie has indicated that he did not eare to
g0 over it. )

Senator Crark of Missouri. I snggest that when Mr. Willkie comes
here ll-lld' presents himself as a witness—

Mr. Wittkie. Go ahead. 1 just want to register that 1 disagreed
much with some of the statements made by the President. 1 said so.

e — —_—
e e —
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I still believe it. The only object in the world I have in not discussing
it fullv is that I do not see what purpose it accomplishes.

Senator Crark of Missouri. I wish to find out your views now,
as to whether they are the same.

Mr. WiLLkie. 1f you ask me my view affirmatively, 1 will answer
any of your questions.

enator Crark of Missouri. You said:
He has courted & war for which the country is helplessly unprepared.

Mr., Witrkie. That is right. 1 think his inflamatory statements
were bad, but still I register my protest about dragging over these
things.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Have you changed your views about
that since?

Mr. Witrkie. Yes, I think the President has been more temperate
in his statements the last several months, I hesitate to say that, too,
because 1 see no objective when I am working for national unity in
bringing up porsnnui questions.

Senator Crark of Missouri. You continued:

He has secretly meddled in the affairs of Europe and he has even unserupu-
lously encouraged other countries to hope for more help than we are able to give.

Mr. Witnkie. There was a current report at the time that he had
made eertain promises to France about what we were going to do
which we could not fulfill. Again I protest. 1 struggled as hard as
I could to beat Franklin Roosevelt, and I tried to keep from pulling
any of my punches. He was elected President. He is my President
now. [Applause.]

The Caarrmayn. The Chair has asked that the audience not de-
monstrate. A repetition of the demonstration will cause the Chair to
clear the room immediately.

Senator CrLark of Missouri. Mr. Willkie, you further said—

The CrarrMAN. Senator Clark, let me say this to the witness, Mr,
Willkie. if vou are not disposed to go into matters about which Senator
Clark has been questioning you, it is your right to deeline to do so.

Mr. WiLnkie. If it is understood by the committee that it is not
beeanse 1 have any dread or fear of engaging in the discussion with
Senator Clark, or that I am withdrawing any previous statements, I
shall discontinue. It is simply because I do not see what value can
be accomplished by pursuing those acrimonies which were settled,
contrary to my judgment, by the Amercan electorate last November.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, does the Chair rule
that I may not pursue this line?

The CHarrMAN. No; the Chair did not so rule, but the Chair said
to Mr. Willkie, a witness, as is perfectly obvious, that if he wished
to decline to answer the questions, he might do so.

Senator Crark of Missouri. I have repeatedly said that the witness
could decline to answer any question he wanted not to answer. I
wish to ask him one more question. Did you not say:

But while he has thus been quick to tell other nations what they ought to do,
Mr. Roosevelt has been slow to take the American people into his confidence.
He has hesitated to report facts, to explain situations, or to define realistie
objectives.

Mr. Willkie, has the President taken you into his confidence now?

Mr. WitLkie. Senator Clark, I did think, and 1 still think, that
the President could have conducted foreign affairs with more candor

—w T.ry-—vf‘—_'r:,‘
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to the American people. That was a dispute and a discussion which
oceurred in the campaign. If T thought the same thine tomorrow
[ would say it again. You are asking me whether the President has
taken me into his confidence, I talked to the President about 15 or 20
minutes just before going to England, largely about generalities, the
only time I have talked to him in 4 years. i

Senator Crark of Missouri. I was not in any manner eriticizing
your right to do anything you pleased in the campaign

Mr. WILLKIE. Any time. '

Senator Crark of Missouri. Or any other time. 1 was merely
asking you what has occurred since your bit of eriticism of this foreign
policy to change your view about it. .

Mr, WiLLkie. Let us see what that eriticism was. T thought some
of the President’s remarks with reference to foreign questions were
rather reckless. There was a strong report, which I believed at the
time, that the President had promised France certain help which we
were not able to give. I believed that he had not taken the American
people enough into his confidence. The administration argued to the
contrary, and the jury voted against me on that subject, because they
did not elect me. Then you follow up and say am I in the President’s
confidence now. Not at all, except from his public declarations.

Senator CLark of Missouri. You also said in the campaign that
Mr. Roosevelt, the President, had telephoned Hitler and Mussolini.

Mr. Witrkie. Senator, I am glad you raised that question, because
I did not say that. What happened was this, and I am very glad for
an opportunity to explain just what happened. ;

I made a talk, I believe at Joliet or Peoria, I1l., which was an extem-
porancous talk, and we had a system on the train of having somub.mly
straighten out the sentences, so the speeches could be distributed to
the press. I used the word “communicated.” The checker thought
the word was “telephoned.” The speech, without my knowledge
was released. 1 corrected it as soon as it was brought to my atten-
tion; frankly said, I was mistaken about it. I have made a lot of
mistakes. All 1 try to do is, when I make a mistake, as soon as 1
discover it, to correct it, which I did that time in 2 hours. There
are a good many men here who were on my train, and you can ask
them whether that is correct or not. v ’ '

%{f:}&{g{'&k‘:’gxl{ﬁ :\I.li:‘-:-?m.l;'l_. L am not questioning your statement.
s t g cnrng?u: it just as soon as It was brought to my

ention, issued a public statement, said I misspoke myself. And
the reason I said that was because I did not want to put the blame
on somebody on the train whom I had authorized to act for me.

Senator Crark of Missouri. You said a little while ago that you
spoke of the possibility of public opinion in certain contingencies
pushing the President snd Congress into war. Do you feel any
responsibility toward molding public opinion? )

Mr. WiLLkie. 1 try to express my views. I suppose that is part
of Sthe ob]ec‘t.we of this hearing, to express one’s views.
wasﬂﬂzl)tr(ll;ii;:g:p; of E}]IF:SUIII'].' If it should appear that Great Britain
I‘ﬁSponsigﬁity iu]mT]lltlh:rﬂS going to be defeated, would you feel any

D ig public sentiment
Partic.ul‘}uﬁll‘lliﬁm'urtmmt Iﬁl gzucl-h a genorul_ _f!lll?StiH!l, as to whether on a
ol Yoﬁ Eg 't a particular time I would write an article or make

. do not want to ask me that question.
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Senator Crark of Missouri, If you do not want to answer it,

1 cannot force you to do so.

Mr. WiLLkig. You try to make it seem as though I were afraid to
answer.

Senator Crark of Missourt. You can answer or not.

Mr. WinLkie. Let us forget it.

The Cuatrman. Senator Glass, have you any questions?

Senator Guass. I should like to ask Mr. Willkie one question.
Do you still believe in the provision of the Virginia Bill 0} Rights
which provides against eruel and unusual punishment?

Mr. Winnkie. | do,sir. 1 believe in everything in the Bill of Rights,
and most things that Senator Glass is for, who almost symbolizes to
me the Virginia Bill of Rights.

The Caatrmayn. Senator Byrnes, have you any questions?

Senator Byryes. Mr., Willkie, from your conversations with the
British officials and the people, did you get the impression that they
feared an invasion this spring?

Mr. WinLkie. Senator, I can only give you my reflections.  The
British people sit with a daily apprehension that there will be an
attempt to mvade them.

Senator Byrves. Would you eare to make a statement as to whether
or not in your opinion speedy action upon this bill would give encour-
agement fo them in their efforts to repell that invasion?

Mr. WiLrkie. Senator, if you ask me merely as to opinion—and I
say I am not an expert—1 think not alone will it do that but T think
it “will give great discouragement to the Nazis, as well as giving
encouragement to the British,

Senator Byryes. That is all 1 desire to ask.

The Caatrman. Senator Connally?

Senator Coxnanty. I wish to ask Mr. Willkie one question. A
good deal of stress has been placed by some Senators in (uestioning
you as to effective and noncffective help.

Mr. WiLLkie. Yes, sir.

Senator ConyaLLy. As 1 understand your testimony, it is that
most of it is predicated upon our giving Great Britain effective help.

Mr. Wittkie. That is right. 1 think we should do one of two
things, give them no aid or give them effective aid.

Senator ConyaLLy. Exactly. There is no advantage in giving
somebody just enough aid to have them licked, is there?

Mr, WitLkie. Disadvantage, 1 think.

Senator CoxNALLY. S0 what you mean is that we should aid them,
and aid them promptly, and we should aid them enough to help them
do the job?

Mr. WinLkie. That is right.

Senator Coxnanny. There is no sense in having an army just big
enonigh to get licked?

Mr. Wirtkie. Not at all.

Senator ConyanLy. Or a navy just big enough to get licked?

Mr. WinLkie. No; and I honestly believe that if we give them that
effective aid, they will prevail. That is only a nonexpert opinion.

Senator CoNNALLY. Your testimony is that if we give them effec-
tive aid, that is, enough to enable them to do the job. then the threat
of war on the United States will be removed?

Mr. Witrkie. I think that is the only way we can keep out of war.

Dalarinnee Evdarinras
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Senator CoNNALLY. Exuctl_v_. Senator Gillette asked vou about
glm revival of these democracies which have been conquered, sub-
jugated, and enslaved by the Naz!s, and whether or not Britain's
success would cause them to be revived. Let me ask you this ques-
tion: If Britain prevails, they would have a better chance to revive
would they not, than if she failed? '

N oo YA or lo char i i i
4 Mr. WiLLKIE. M; ( !wm-g-. at 'n.H if she failed, substantial chance
if she survives, and if America gives her effective aid, Britain will aid
them to survive. _

Senator CoxnNaLLy. In other words, if we give effective aid to
Britain and she prevails, the peace naturally would be under the
control of the United States and Great Britain?

s e : ;

Mr, Wirekige. That is right, with us the dominant person if we
want to be.

Senator ConxaLvy. In the process they might have some chance to
revive? ;

Mr. Wirtgie. The only chance.

) . Y - iy 1 3

Senator ConnarLy, But with the downfall of Britain they would
have no chance of reviving? ‘

Mr. WiLrkie. That is right.

hmmtu?r CDNN.\I;L'{. The funerals would be over?

l\-lr.g\ln:mn-;. I n!:uu} is gone; the Netherlands is gone; Norway is
gone; Belgium is gone; France is gone; yet if Britain prevails 1 thi

Jelg : : , 2t svails T thin
t.he‘y will all revive, : l X
& v i 4 -~ = SR ™ . 1l
lbt ';"t?l' (_.-ONN.\J.I.:'_L May I say, Mr. Chairman and Mr. Willkie,
{."iaftt E}J‘EIIL Mr, ‘“'lllklellmsa made a very fine American statement
fore this committee. personally am very much obli i
s . v a obligec
for coming here. L s hoias
g‘;le Cramryan. Senator Reynolds desires to ask one more question.

b. ..n.fr,mr RevNoLps. Just one question, Mr. Willkie. Having

i) s:t_sr\-etl sersonally what is taking place in the British Isles and
l:‘ly}mg tal .\cd with high officials in authority and having been provided
W!tll ‘tl.le information there, do you believe that the British Empire
:mlr:t-l its population of 500,000,000 people, together with all of the aid
fl mt(zwe can give under this bill, when passed, will bring about vietory
or\l_rraaTt- Britain and defeat for Germany? .

e r. f;" ILLKIE. Yes—if 1 understand what you mean. I think if we
ﬁ:::t (: [‘.(;tll\'f'-{ aid to [;rll-mn that Britain will prevail. That is a

ter ol judgment. It is not worth any more j nt or
i \ e than judegment or

Q'n g NN 5 — .
in&‘;l(‘i;ltl?il' RI‘-_\ NoLps. In pursuance of that one question, being
vation t-;_. as I am, primarily and only in the safety and the preser-

ation of the United States of America g
é-lr. WiLLkie. As we all are,

Senator Rey - 3 we o, : i :
T w&-&:} Nlm.na. As we all are.  The one question in my mind
o rried me, and the only question, as a matter of fact, has
b ether this bill would advance us toward war or take us away
Bt ar.  And you, having answered a moment ago to the effect
1 You believed that this bill would take us further away fi 7
et it ot . d take us further away from war
oy ia‘it o nearer wa]u'. therefore 1 ask, Mr. Willkie, do you believe

Your personal opinion that if we pass this bi it will ke
e \\:m?? ] if we pass this bill that it will keep

Mr. WiLLkie. We " ; )
thab i u.m.‘.‘.hn-.‘ Well, T can only say to you that in my judgment

T —— —
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Senator Revyorps. That is all.

Mr. WiLLkie. You see, we have committed ourselves to aid to
Britain already. If aid to Britain is what is going to get us into war,
we are already in—exeept we are not giving effective aid.

The CrarrMan, Senator Johnson desires to ask a question,

Senator Jouxsox of California. How long were you in England?

Mr. WiLLkig. Just a very brief time.

Senator Jorxson of California. How long?

Mr. WinLkie. Oh, a couple of weeks.

Senator Joruxsonx of California. You were accompanied over on
your trip by certain gentlemen, were you not?

Mr. WiLLkie. Two personal friends.

Senator Joaxson of California. And their names?

Mr. WinLkie. Johin Cowles and Landon K. Thorne.

Senator Jounsox of Californin. How long would it take us to give
effective aid to England?

Mr, Winkie. Well, Senator, the military and naval experts said—
and it all turns, 1 think, on this question of immediate effective aid,
and largely around this question of shipping, bombers, and so on,
if you have them available, And without elaiming to be an expert
on it in any way, I understand that there are a great many bottoms
that we could provide fairly immediately. You can determine that
much better than I ean, of course,

Senator Joansonx of Californin. My understanding is that 90 per-
cent of the bombers that we have manufactured here have gone to
England already.

Mr. WiLLkie. Senator, I do not see what use, aside from practice,
we have immediately for them, Let's assume that we want to give
effective aid.

Senator Jounson of California, That is what 1 am examining you
about.

Mr. WiLLkie. Yes.

Senator Jounsox of California. The effective aid you said was as
to the bombers?

Mr. WiLLkie. Yes.

Senator Jouxsox of California. Well, we will omit that, because
ou probably are not familiar with the number of bombers that we
wve given already.

Mr. WiLLkie, Not specifically, but I am generally.  Take bombers,
for instance; you have them in the United States today. Except for
training there is no use for them. If you start with the assumption
that 1 do, that you should give effective aid, T should give them to
them to the very limit, short of those we need for training.

Senator Jouxsonx of California. How long would it take effective
aid to be given by us?

Mr. Winekie. 1 think in two respeets we can begin to give effective
aid at once.

Senator Joungox of California. That is in respect of what?

Mr. WiLLgie. Destroyers and bombers, and I believe—although
if you say it is not true 1 will not dispute you, of course, about the
bombers. My impression is that there are some bombers available,
If you say 1 am absolutely wrong about that, T will accept your word.

Senator Jounsoxn of California. No; I will not say so, because, by
singular coincidence, all of our information regarding the bombers
and other things that are given to England is a little confused.

e e el A . Ministerio d :
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Now, what next did you say besides bombers?

Mr., WiLLkie. Destroyers. :

Senator Jounson of California. We are manufacturing destroyers
at the rate of about 5 to 15 a month, did you say? '

Mr. Winekie. That is my information. But you can get the
information, B

Senator Jounsox of California. It is no greater then that, is it?

Mr. WitLkie. Fifteen to twenty, I thought. I believe that is
oorrect.l. You grint_le?’len have the ability to get that information. I
can only get such information as I am able to get. T may be wron
about that; but you can check that. L ' o

Senator Jounsox of California. You say here in your statement

Mr. WinLkie. 1 say 1 would send them 5 or 10. But don’t I also
say 15 or 20 are being manufactured. Whatever the figure, 1 put
it down, )

Senator Jounsox of California. You say you understand in 1942
we are expecting 15 to 20 new destroyers per month?

Mr. WiLLkie, Yes.

Senator Jounson of California. That is 19429

Mr. WiLLkie, Yes,

Senator Jounsox of California. Now, immediate relief and what
otlﬁtl"as ct?

. Winekie. 1 would give them some destrovers, Now, I und
: : Vers, ; er-

stand that they are available and they are being manufactured pres-
ently. There are available considerable bottoms, ships, and so forth.

%{enat&r Joanstix ofd Cuhl’m(’in.ull. They have been buying ships.

Mr. Wittkie. I understand, but they have been doing it thro
thge indirect process, Senator, . o
nator Jounsox of California. How long will it take us to
those ships to them? 3 e

Mr. WiLtkie. You can correct me on this if I am incorrect, but I
?1?2:“ ull;mm I8 excess slu[;pmg available now; plus the fact, 1 helieve,
we have got our production geared up so that we are completir
cm:ft.mn Shllnp]’: within 6 months. i
our ability to determine that is greater than mine, | i
it iy @ e, but I believe
Senator Jornsox of California. No; my ability to determine it is nil.
Mr. WiLrkie. You are a member of the United States Senate and
you can ask the Federal Government for any information, and I can’t.
Sena.tc:r Jorxson of California. Well, if T do I cannot get replies.
Mr. WiLLkie. I can only give you the information I have.
Senator Jouxson of California. It would take 6 months or so for
those ships?
i sé:ffmllfﬁm" Ih}:-liir\!ro we haw]- s;:lm(- available immediately. There
e shipping bottoms available immediately. They are bein
turned out right along. ) ’ i
. As I said in my opening statement, if Britain can survive the
g;zp(tlmt? m\r_n.su'gl. then the problem of immediate effective aid
ISts of getting bottoms to them. My information is that there
bottoms available now. - e
ator Jonnsox of California. The reason why I ask
] : 2 L. - reas v I ask these ques-
tions is that you spoke of the immedate need for the passage of this

Mr. WiLLkis, Yes, sir.
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Mr. Jounson of California. I think I ean assure you that there is
no immediate aid that we could give to Great Britain.

Mr. WiLLkie. I respectfully, and with deference to the fact that
you may have information that I do not have, cannot agree with you
on that. I think there are bottoms available. The mformation I
got is that there are some bombers available and I think there are
some destroyers available.

Senator Jounsox of California. Well, let it go at that and I shall
aceept vour view of it until I can furnish you with that.

Mr, Wicekie. It is all based on information, of course.

Senator derxson of California, Information received?

Mr. Winpkie. “Information please,” Senator.

Senator Jouxson of California. I am getting at, if I can, what is the
earliest date on which we could furnish the immedinte requirements?

Mr. Winekie. 1 think immediately.

Senator Jonxson of California. Immediately?

Mr. Winekie. I think we could begin immediately, and I think we
could build up very rapidly.

Senator Jounsox of California. Oh, Yes; you can build up rapidly.

Mr. WiLnkie. Immediately; the sum of ecach of these things
available. I base that on all the information 1 have, and it is all the
information I do have, so I can’t go beyond that.

Senator Jonxson of California. It would take some time even to
ship over some of the things?

Mr, Wittkie. You can get a bomber over there in a couple of days.
I came back in 3 days.

Senator Jonnson of California. You came back in a bomber?

Mr. WiLekie. Noj; but I eame back in an airplane.  They fly only
half as fast as a bomber and the bombers fly direet.

Senator Jounsox of California. Now, 1 asked you that solely
because 1 wanted to bring out the question of the immediate necessity
for the passage of this bill. There is nobody who wants to delay and
nobody that I know of who will delay.

Mr. WiLLkie. Of course not.

Senator Jounson of California. But there is a disposition to shove
it on us and pass it immediately.

Mr. Wirnkie. Well, Senator, nobody in America believes stronger
than 1 do that there should be the right of debate to determine a
question and that that should be preserved in America, and I am not
here as a witness urging that debate should be eliminated by the
United States Senate.

Senator Jornson of California. I understood you to urge speed on
several different occasions.

Mr. Wirnkie. Yes; speed within the limits of adequate debate in
the United States Senate. 1 know you would be the last to use
obstructive tactics. I am not saying to you that this bill should not
be debated. It would be highly presumptuous to say such a thing,

Senator Joaxson of California. You think that?

Mr. Winnkie. Yes. I think every measure should be debated. 1
think that is what we have a United States Senate for and why we
have men like you to debate.

Senator Jouxson of California. There was a newspaper article that
Secretary Hull sent you a telegram to appear before this committee
and it was on an oecasion when you were with Winston Churchill.

e = Ministerio !!e'Relagiones-Exteriores,——-'—— s
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Mr. WiLkie. That is not correct, Senator.  What happened was
that Mr. Hershall Johnson, of the American Embassy, brought to me
a cablegram which said, in effect, this: That Senator George, chair-
man of the Foreign Relations Committee, had asked whether or not T
could appear before this committee; that you wanted to close your
hearings by the 10th; and put the question to me, was I willing to
testify and eould I appear here by the 10th.

That was through Secretary Hull, through the American Embassy
with a request through Senator George. .
Isn’t that correct, Senator George?

details. :

The CratrMaN. Yes; that is entirely corréet.

Senator Jouxsox of California. There is no reflection upon anybody.

Mr. WitLkie. No; I just wanted to give yvou the facts. . )

Senator Jounsox of California. I thought it might be pertinent to
something yvou testified to before, as to your coming over here.

My, WiLtkie. No, si. I was down to Dover the day that wire
came, and somebody ealled me and told me there was a eable, and the
phone connection was not very good, and I got it that night when 1
returned from Dover.

Senator Jounsox of California. You made a statement with refer-
ence to the cracked dear old isolationists.

Mr, Winekie. T did not mean to erack anybody.

Senator Jounson of California. You know I fought this fight out
once concerning isolationism, and I do not like to refer to myself
and to the things that enter my history; but on several different
occasions on the fioor of the Senate I defined what an isolationist was
and then afterward I let the derisive application of the name be
scm_rded_ to us, because, having corrected it a half dozen times, I
thought it was just as well to let it go. :

Do vou recall the President’s speech at Chautauqua?
t.iﬁ?:[r' Wisekie. When was that, Senator? 1 have a vague recollec-

Sgnatng' Jonxson of California. He began that speech by telling
what an isolationist was, and he said it is a man who does not want
war i a foreign country, and the interventionist is a man who does
want war in a foreign country.

Now, I have no objection to that designation and that deseription
and we let it ride; but now you come in and you talk about isolationists
and hiding in the ground and dirt and doing various things that are
,ﬁ_!_rrlble and reprehensible; and I wanted to call vour attention to the
fact that here is one isolationist who has no other thought than to

eep his country out of war.

- T gILJKIE. So do 1, :

_oenator Jounson of California. And on that he is willin
and willing to stand with anybody on earth, i
h)aMr Winkie. Senator, let me say of you _that any man, whatever
__hbll?o_sltrlon, would admire your stand. You will never trace any
Public statement to me, in a campaign speech or otherwise, that deals
I personalities, except where there is a particular issue of that kind,
never indulge in personalities or attempt to deseribe people. 1 try
1 .--m-akﬁ) m%' st,atmut'r} t-g‘ n]nft.lu-ir merits.
_Senator Jonnsox of California. Well, you and I agree on one thin
anyway. Whether we agree on this whole bill, whether we acceﬁt:

That is my recollection of the
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its genesis, or whether we aceept the various individuals who had a
part in its preparation—and none of whom would admit it—

Senator Barkery. Oh, go ahead.

Senator Jornsox of California. He takes.umbrage in what I said,
and I do not wish him to.

Senator Barkrey. No; I do not. Go ahead.

Senator Jounson of California. I was going to correct it if I was
in error in relation to it.

But do you realize the endeavor that I made with Secretary Hull
and with one other gentleman to find out where this bill came from
and who wrote it?

Senator Barkney. Yes; I recall that you asked Secretary Hull
whether he wrote it and Secretary Stimson whether he wrote it, and
they said they did not.

Senator Jonnson of California. Yes.

Senator Barkrey. That does not mean it was not written.

Senator Jornson of California. Well, it might be prima facie
evidence of the way in which it was written.

Senator BarkLey. All right.

The Cratryman. May the Chair suggest that perhaps the witness,
Mr. Willkie, may not be interested in the controversy of the Senators.

Senator Jorxson of California. That is quite so.

Mr. WiLekie. 1 have quarreled with the way a lot of bills were
written, Senator, if that is the point.

Senator Jonxson of California. Yes; and the way this bill was
written. It is a famous bill and will be famous hereafter.

I have been trying not to be controversial with Mr. Willkie in
relation to these matters.

Mr. Witkre. Well, all I am trying to do is express my views,
Senator, and 1 respect your views and everybody else’s.

Senator Jorxson of California. Of course, and you have a right
to express your views, and I demand the same right to express my
VIews.

Mr. Wittkre. Yes; and I would fight for that right for you.

Senator Jouxson of California. We would both fight for the right
of the other fellow, even though our views might disagree.

Mr. Winekie. That is right.

Senator Jouxsox of California. We would be like Voltaire? Was
it he who said that?

Mr. WiLnkie. Voltaire; that is right.

Senator Jornson of California. The respect in which I disagree
with you in relation to this bill is that you accept it with the few in-
stances in which you say you think it ought to be amended, and 1
cannot accept it because it is a dictatorial bill and it furnishes us a
dictator in this country, and T do not wish, in a war that we carry on
with any other country, to lose our freedom at home.

Mr. WiLrkie. Senator, I am apprehensive of every grant of power
to an Executive: but when I contemplate, within the limits of my
own judgment, that if flexibility of action is not given here, the Nazis
may not be stopped, I find myself in the position of having to make
a choice within the limits of my own vision. I wish I did not have to

face that alternative, because no man in this country looks with more

dread upon Executive authority than I do.
Senator Jornson of California. And I take it no man would look
with more dread upon a war in which this country should be engaged.
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Mr. WirLkie. That is right.
what it is.
Senator Jounson of California. That is what ivi
N of C i at I am striving to pre-
vent, and I am striving in the same way to give aid to Brita%n inp;al?t-
fashion which will be most effective, but I cannot give “all out” aid
to Britain and feel that in that fashion we are going right into war
mﬁ alI“the horrors of war. ;
r. WiLLkie. I greatly respect your judgment. W,
{ Ig Y. mt, ¢ do not de
at all in our ultimate desires. The difference in our ju(!gmt!ngtiﬂ&;;
to how to bl:mg that about; that is all, '
%enator (rL.\ssl. Mr. Cllmirmun, may I ask a question?
we were to have a dictator over here, would you r‘ X t
i lﬁmeivma.de dict%tor than Hitler? ; b
r. WiLLkie. Yes, sir; but I am depending on men lik
‘ { RIS b n like vou to se
that freedom of the press, freedom of speech, and all those 'ty-hinu's ::g
prﬁg f(i; us, an tQitL we do not get a dictator here 5
wtor Barkrey., Mr. Chairman, ma ¢ Mr. Willki
_quggtmn? y I ask Mr. Willkie one
~ We often hear the expression that we have oi i
: xp « » have given aid to England.
The fact is that everything England has obtained from this coglult-r('_ly
E&q been paid for in cash on the barrel head, and that the transfer of
e 50 destroyers to England was compensated for by bases which
were obtz_zlriof_l, which in my judgment are infinitely more valuable to
us than the 50 destroyers.  Have we as a nation, or as a people, up
to this hour, undergone any hardship or any sacrifice, or made ,any
contribution which is at all commensurate with what you think is the
d : er ":'{"hwh o.\'lstss today in our country? . L
r. Winekie. Sir, if I thought we had rendered effective ai
date, and we had a method of r i s R o 2
1 : endering effective aid w is bi
1 guld be fighting this bill, : i
nator BarkrLey. But up to now we hav ibuti
A e made ont
at all, and rendered no aid. 8 20 comntmon
%. :lni;.xm. 1 wu}:ld not want to say that.
ator Barkrey. Except that which has been paid for by E
Mr. WIIJ;KIE. I believe that is correet. i
IS&anatiog Prpper. Mr. Chairman, 1 should like to ask a question.
& r. Willkie, in your opinion is it not more consistent with the
‘democratic process to follow vour suggestion and let the Congress come
out and declare the nuuuna-i_ policy about aid to England as this bill
Pproposes, rather than have Congress acquiesee in the Executive doin
ewliat the country expects to be done in the crisis? &
B Ar. “flll:LKIE. Yes, sir. I think this bill, with the modifications
| est, is a declaration of policy by Congress. I think that polic
shgou d be t;;nlnn the power of Congress to declare 4
cnator Pepper. Might we not say as a co " i
~ Senatc 2 Ny rollary that in
E_gpmlon it would be very heartening to the morale of the harfl-prg:s)rj
;i Et;mocrpmcs to see the people’s representatives—not just the people"s
Lxecutive—come out with this clear-cut declaration of national

- Mr. WiLkie. Yes, sir. T wish to suppl i
_ 1 es, Sir plement that answer, ;
true. It will also give discouragement to the dictators an(?rthu'tril;atthl:
reason why I also make the plea here for trying to reconcile differences
so that when it goes out to Britain, when it seeps into Germany, the ;
may know that here is a substantially united people that is doi,ng 1ty

]

I went through one of them. I know

- policy?

i e == e S —— {
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and not a divided people. That is the very roﬁon 1 lurlgsagiu::; 3‘;211:
Jorit; ield all you can, and be as tole S
members of the majority to yie £ hass It AR
o satls » fear of the grant of too much po v examining
o e g e i I would like to have it said
il wi tiny, beeause 1 would like
the bill with the utmost seru ; = i el
i ital in Ge : that, not the Democratic Party,
in Britain and in Germany 7 ! A
i | epresentatives of all the peop
tic President, but the represen ; . .
Rf:l]:a?irlathis policy. That is the very reason IYum ut‘g:r:ﬁ,;qtfll:i. l:ab[;ff'
\ i jon ¢ rt of the majority. You can pass Us g
and consideration on the pa . T Ll ol
it is better for you not to win here alone 1f ; u ¢ soncile so
E?t;.ll:v l:‘li}f)F(vtring views. You will do much better if you make this a
united eause. o M. Willkie
.nator Peprer. Thank you, Ar. de. it
%‘lﬂ CrATRMAN. Senator N_wl. tl_l(&‘lhypu desire &l(t) :ﬁlj{ {ﬂ‘c ;)l:'l:::l::}lmk-
Jens ‘ 1. Ve Mr. Chairman. £ » expense of G
Senator Nye. Very briefly, : 0. Ab e A
i 8 jittee’s time and NMr. VWil
sry few moments of the comn . : i
lt!i‘frtlgwa Iv:l?:)uld like to call attention to the comments ﬂi"q a ul:dl’n ;f(;it:_
mentator, Mr. Morrow, on the Columbia chain, last Sunday
noon foll’c-wing Winston Churchill’s address. [Rvn.dm‘g.] ol
- ht we are told that Wendell Willkie, when he u.rm-edtj[:‘ Nllf:“—(}(;;ri’l:!ﬁl
Tumlﬁb.t ho had heard no talk of Ameriea bocoming an active a Sl
Pu"_l-(ftll % !\‘va.e in this country. That is in some ways :-ur[:rllal:;g‘. g roi;.lv.n s
::g:t}LW’ll:;‘k here and who are not gl!illk[l}:laték‘ Imch‘alﬂéll_i; _\'t!ﬁ?ll"lr;:r(. i-‘{f.e iﬁall'al] -
i 3 itte re he h talk of that very thing. > sh i.! i
of it k%t;:l:l-nl"llltncnl:rax‘t.t[;g’;%:!gt.nmlt:i:atnn to what M,n '('nr\-‘m, }\'ho was recently
320?)1*3&(1) for his work in journalism, says in today’s Spectator:

. 5 KRG
Then, quoting Mr. Garvin: : e
B ’w face the facts, that by ourselves and without A:z]erl:]at?;l\xuulcl not
pullutth:'lc?ugh {he submarine peril in this war any more than in th .

' Torrow ded:
Then Mr. Morrow procecc . -
There you have the next item on the agenda after the 1?mcsn§le n\fhtchihl;tl,ltéa?ﬁlﬁt
bill “'A'T\:niricmz warghips to convoy war 'Jinnt.q?al to Bt;:ﬁ:::iﬁﬂ u’f‘her{: oy
fone Wik eonting an active ally, but 1v seems GOWOBHIL, 3
:‘:":3‘&‘;- 1} lt;:ilhfhi‘ltl?;nlln-ﬁ* about America becoming an active ally.
Upon your return, Mr. Willkie, did you assert Lhuﬁ _3.;0u had not
huar’{)l over there any talk of our lm-.onlnng an nlct:‘:*::lati it';mld grh s
i hat 18 correct; and my judgme 3
v WiLLkige. That is correct; and m) : ! _.
uf’l};(l :ld by the comments of some radio r.-onm'nmiutor.i n'll*l:l\:u; 1‘:131;111;.‘1:
Tected b G ] g Gl g Ao I .
ik A t what was going on in \ i
be like trying to find ou ping o Aasiation Ry et
} ) othy Thompson the )
o eyiads utnt 'mglt,ltE (l;:zlitf‘l'l]g{::t' tw'hut J\lllll;l'i(fll thought. What
1 go crazy trymg o, b Am / b S
:ﬁ:ﬂl radio commentator may say does not affect my judgment i

s“%al:-:t:fti-lr Nye. Coming directly to the question, you yourself did

meounter any such views! e | e
lmiltrm\({'!l;l.:.mr T did not. I talked to every member of the British

i < y v to 75 of the principal industrialists
g 11 ml"\tl-?:i‘fuzl“t::ull:{lnnb:l?t:d:‘a of men wlul1 worked in shops alll‘_]!
- Englﬁllf nd I 1.1(-.\'1-1' heard one person suggest that A]Ill-‘t‘!(‘.:‘l shou d
{M-ml:;h;l::llaxcti\'t= ally and belligerent in this war. ]l lmtml ‘1::?1131
(“\‘;)?:LH the hope that we \‘vmild _l:s’g)ritt-i'nl' :lfm’(]"ll‘uu In:ightéﬂb.nusj 'riuL-—
: ced to everybody 1 ain. : ' :
j t’lhll‘:'i {.llt;i];'l:%liiii;tr;itt I}l' some in the Uml-m'l.ptnt.vsf\\hﬁ: hiull S;t(ll
just | Eu‘- [ only express my opinion on the basis ()'f"lillll:' ti-a s 1 had.
ﬂJl:’:‘:l:(*.lta:11‘.01' Nye. Your answer is very direct, Mr. Willkie.

say
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One further question. In September or October you asserted :

The battle of America is a battle for liberty. It belongs right here at home,

Do you still feel the same way?

Mr. Witkie. That is what we are doing her
whether America is going to preserve itself—in
only express my judgment.

gcnutor Nye. Was that what you meant at that time?

Mr. Wintkie. What I meant at that time was that I wanted
ica to become effective. '

Senator Nye. In the same vein, at about the same
remarked:

I believe we should keep out of war at ail hazards.

Mr. Winekie. Yes; and I think this bill provides the method of

keeping out of war.
Senator Nyu. You stated further:

We are being edged foward war by

an administration ich i <
e ied. which is alike careless

I think you have already discussed your present views on that
score.

Mr, WiLLkre. Yes, sir.

Senator Nye. One more assertion of yours, that of October 30:
On the basis of his—

That is, Roosevelt’s—

Bast performance with pledges to the
v April 1941, if he is elected.

Mr. WiLLkie. You ask me whether or not
Senator Nye. Do you still agree
Mr. WiLLkie. It might be. It was a bit of campaign oratory.

[Laughter]. am very glad you read my speeches. | 3
President said he did not. [Laughter.) B SRS Necstien. e

Senator Nye. That is all.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Mr.,
one more question, if I may,

The Cuamrman. Proceed,

Senator Crark of Missouri. Mr. Willkie, a while ago, in response
to a question by some Senator, you expressed vour belief that with
the assistance of the United States | L

es England would prevai
Mr. WiLLkie. That is just a ju:lgme%lt. Mt
Senator Crark of Missouri. | understand.

t of S
éspressing your own opinion. I should like to ask ?&?Jb{iuyg})r::;g
{g}::jr opinion about this: Do you think it is possible for England to
Fra.r?(:ee :\['{lgi.;wy{mBsizqh a way as to dictate the reestablishment of
i of’t,he c(il;zixt(i[,mncz';gmm, and countries like that, without an inva-
Mr. WiLkie, Oh, yes.
Senator CrLark of Missouri,
conquer Germany from the air?
r. WiLikie, Ob, certainly, 1 think, Senator
ought; I do not want to qualify
urnish effective aid to Britain, which will kee
an by gving to her this equipment
mvasion, as soon as Britain et

people, you may expeet we will be at war

I said that?
that that might be the case?

Chairman, I should like to ask

Do you mean to say it is possible to

and it is only a

Y as an expert on it—I think if" we

] Jkeep the channels open,
, I Britain is able to resist the
S superiority in the air this thing will

905

¢ today—determining
my judgment., I can

Amer-

time you

ar




I only know what the British
shon—that the
I think that is

begin to crumble. I cannot prove it.
think about it. 1 only know what is talked in Li
people of France are 95 percent discontented now.
true of the other democracies.

Senator Jorxson of California. You are going to have this country

keep out of war by going into war.

Mr. WitLkie. I did not say that at all.  Senator Clark’s (uestion

is predicated on Britain.
enator Crark of Missouri. Yes.

Mr. Winrkre, 1 think as soon as Britain gets su yeriorvity in the air,
the continental situation will erumble very rapid{y. That is just a
judgment.

Senator Crark of Missouri. Let me ask you whether you base that
judgment on a revoll in Germany and among the continental powers,
or whether you believe a military victory can actually be won from

the air? ) . s 1
Mr. WinLkie. Senator, what I think about it is this: The British

eople are united, almost beyond belief. They are a free people.
?t-hink millions of them would die before they would give up that
island. I think enslaved people will not do that, and when the going
gets tough they will force this bunch of robbers to give up. That is
what 1 t-[f\in.k. I do not think enslaved people have the spirit to fight
under these cireumstances. That is just a judgment.

Senator Cuark of Missouri, No one can question the wonderful
heroism and spirit of the British people; but have yvou ever heard any
military expert express the opinion that a military vietory could
actually be won in the air without invasion? The Germans have not
been able to do it with great air superiority.

Mr, Winukie. 1 say they are ﬁg&lting against free people, and not
against discontented areas.

Senator CLark of Missouri. Has any war eve
men back on the ground?

Mr. Wirekie, There nev
use of airplanes.

Senator CLark of Missouri. That is all.

¢ been won without

or was n war before where there was real

Whe i i
b il:tglmfﬁﬂgl'ng testimony before the Senate Foreign Relatio
Cathrine .Clniltis I‘J’J‘;é?m% %ia_nn Mmﬁla}: February 10, 1941 ‘J\Iil::
th ;A wirman, Women’s National Committe
St ona p ) s National te
o 11;;;. ;. Ij-] ‘l%;;el tg‘mIgede?;?u;s csl’::llh;;fu“ m['_. '.}\!'as aranted 1.101'&1?:5151;(1:111“}$
| ; y ‘man ol that committee, to insert
:;;))py of the German Ena%lmg Act of March 23, 1933 i]'tlii -'10 ' .
f’eﬁnng on page 819, GRS SR,
ollowing 1s copy of the above law for permitted insertion:

193. Tar i : b)
Law 1o Compar taE Crisis o PropLe Axp Stare, Marcn 24 1933 15
ATE, M. .
bug:iliu%s“‘:il ;ZSD 01333{,:;;].25\:'[ I]{{“ivhxt-ag._ elected a few davs
i i vnr]t'n::(ti)'f i fire that appeared to be of incendiary orim:
bt iRl 16 i_hilur government (which had cor ks et
became the legal base T .J with dictatorial powers for 4 vears "['l{-]‘ e mlw e
TR o for .1ulrl.n.-ure [‘mlhiea! acts of the National .éiegm_.}]mg o
Gt and in ‘_k\“‘l[;}aﬁi-e:r]'tlw fo lowing law which, with the {.:f o
e thehmconst-itmiun o 1e determination that the requirements f iy hiog
; 7 1ave been complied with, is heraby [)r:;lll‘t.lllg:,ltf?!’]i _la.n's shiug:

after the Reichstag

ARTICLE 1

hati 1 5 t
5 ¢an e ¢én b |
th 1al b i L
ona }!1“ 5 i be ¢ act (' IH e national ¢ ])111 L as we I as n aceor Illn('f.‘
“m tlle pl(]cedt"(‘ es lﬂll]lbh[‘d in the C(N!S“tllllll“. .

ARTICLE 2

u@?oﬁa?:;ggrm;s;;naf-.t.(}d by the national eabine
Re‘ . ey do not affect the positi
ichstat as such. The powers of the !iuichp?:rlg?

t may dm'_iat_n from the con-
n of the Reichstag and the
dent remain untouched.,

ARTICLE 3

The national laws e p i
% ) ws enacted by the national cabinet are ¢ ‘od by
:;lecigggclﬁlflcd ll“ the Rmch'ﬁg‘t?setzhlﬂtt. Tll(_:: il;\{)r:g:?udh} e anelod
» upon the day following their publieation v o ﬁt' e i v

ARTICLE 4

Treaties of the Reich wit i
e ich with foreign states which : ;
egislation do not require the consent of the b:ijdc;e ]]?at:ti;?p:::‘ilr:;miﬁ Oligli”}ht‘?““l
i slation.

The national i i
I cabinet issues t et
treaties, ssues the necessary provisions for the execution of these
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ik

h The Cramman. The committee will take a recess now until 10:30 Wy
. o’clock tomorrow morning, and will convene in the regular committee onTXisri?T 1057, 1t Turthor basome,day of its publicat 3
p » 1937; it further becomes invalid ifpaxe]gf;:é:ft rf:t?;::lm::bii?;?lﬁ .’"
A 1 1

room in the Capitol in executive session at that time.
Mr. Willkie, the committee desires to thank you for your appearance
and for your testimony given here today.
Mr. WiLLkie. Senator, let me thank you and each member of the
committee for the very great courtesy and privilege you have ac-
corded me. You have been very courteous to me, and I appreciate it.
The Crarrman. We have been very happy to have you.
(Thereupon, at 5 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m., the hearings were
closed, and the committee took a recess until Wednesday, February

12, 1941, at 10:30 a. m.)

replaced by another,

The following statement

X . of John T. F i i
E:gn;xgétg,eg,a;gzz)l (f}fytt]e] St}:eet.N W; Washirlnygt]::ﬁ.nlf).uée ::‘;13?;‘1:3 tﬁc;ms
page § he,a.rings: ; e hearings, was ordered entered ’into the re-a:‘ogil1

Ge ;
ntlemen of the committee, the British Empire has in this country now, as

far as any figures furnished
Bt b rea o 2h e ootg us show, over $4,000,000,000 in dollar assets. The

This estimate is based upon th
e fi i y
Henry Morgenthau to the !Eouse sngu Srg:t:pggfgsl;) Asfggfgaégngxfﬁ}?tzgwury

288197—41—pt, 3—8
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The Federal Reserve Board put Britain's Empire resources in the United States
when the war started at $7,115,000,000. They belonged to Empire divisions as
follows:

Hodted Kmpdom - - oo o e o e e 34, 860, 000, 000
CRIAIR: e e e e e 1, 570, 000, 000
Other Empire countries. . .. - - . e B L 6835, 000, 000

s e e e e o e e e e 7, 115, 000, 000

These assets have been dissipated in part. Aceording to Mr. Morgenthau,
$2,316,000,000 of them have been used by the United Kingdom and by other
Empire countries (excluding Canada) to meet payments here,  This is not strictly
true, since $775,000,000 of this sum was withdrawn by Britain from the United
States to meet bills in other parts of its Empire—hoping to get the United States
to foot its bills later while using the funds withdrawn from here to pay cash for
purchases in its own Empire. However that sum—3$2,316,000,000—has been
used up. In addition, T estimate that Canada has also used up about $350,000,000
of its assets. The consumption of British assets here then would be:

By el oo s T s e o e e eeo- %350, 000, 000

By United Kingdom and other Empire countries_ ... 2, 314, 000, 000
“otal S s R e 2, 666, 000, 000

This would leave here at the present time—
Total asactas, Beps. 1, 1989 o e 87, 115, 000, 000
Liquidated up to Jan, X, 1941 - - o oo oo ceccce e e aemn= 2, 666,000,000
Balance still here_ . - - .. . _._-__ mwa s e eeee 0 240000000

Allowances could be made for differences in valuation and for items not dis-
closed by the Seeretary, which might change this total somewhat. But if the
figures which have been furnished us are true, it should be a fair figure—unless some
means has been found to prodently withdraw still fruther sums from the eountry
in order to perfect Britain's “poverty''—for the purposes of its argument.

Mr. Morgenthau deelared that the Empire, exeluding Canada, must meet here
this vear on orders already placed $1,464,000,000. This is not true. The
British Empire, exeluding Canada, must meet a deficit here this year on orders
already placed of $597,000,000. The Seeretary arrives at his figure i)_}."mcluc_lmg
among Ilrilain's bills here over a billion dollars in sums due not here but in various
parts of her Empire. Here again the Secretary accepts this proposal without
question, puts it down as a charge against Britain's assets here, and lops another
billion off her available assets in America,

To this $597,000,000, of course, must be added what Canada may have to pay.
That has not been disclosed. )

The whole tenor of the Secretary's statements to the House and Senate eom-
mittees leaves no room to doubt that the Secretary was completely under the
dominion of a desire not to throw light on this subject for the benefit of Congress
but to make as strong a case as possible for the British Empire.

But over and above all this, there ought not be any controversy as to what the
assets of the British Empire in the United States are. = The Federal Reserve Board
was able to make a report substantially correct of the assets of 1hq Empire in the
United States as of September 1, 1939. Why cannot it and the Treasury do the
same thing as of January 1, 1941, and just hand plain, simple figures to the United
States Congress? Mr. Morgenthau talks about the secret figures \\:inch he has
locked up in his safe. There need be nothing so secret about them. T'he Depart-
ment of Commerce has them on record most of the time, It makes estimates of
these foreign investments here from time to time. The Department of Com-
merce, the Treasury, and the Federal Reserve Board can, if they wish, give com-
pletely reliable figures to the Congress as to just how much assets }-h? British Em-
pire has in America at the present time. They refuse to do \:t Eﬁau;e they
apparently are determined not to assist the United States Congress with the facts,
It is a rather strange speetacle to find Congress groping in the _df:!‘k about these
important figures while the Treasury Department and the British Treas iry col-
laborate to fix up a statement to serve British interests. 3 ;

I offer the following series of facts based entirely on Secretary Morgenthau’s
own figures and those of the Federal Reserve Board and the I)l’[-'ﬂftinﬁnt of Com-
merce in support of these statements. First I reconstruct the E‘Fﬂ C‘m‘??t IUf the
British Empire’s needs here this vear from Mr, Morgenthau's hgures; ine uding
only those figures which belong in this table.

e =TT — e " v i ¥y

R ek T - - —
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TasrLe L—Estimaled expenditures by the British Empire (excluding Canada and
Newfoundland) in the United States, and estimated expenditures by the United
States in the British Empire (exeluding Canada end Newfoundland) from Jan. 1
1941 to Jan. 1, 1942

Britlsh expenditures:
A. United Kinzdom payments to be made on total pur-
chases from the United States;

1. Bums to be paid doring 141 on orders placed
beforeJan. ), MY ___ .. . ___ ... . %

2, Imports from the United States not purehased

throagh the British Purchusing Commission,
largely un private acconnts...... . = 280, 0, TN

IMatal 2 s P
B. Purchinses by Empire countries, excluding United
Kingdom, Canadm, and Newfoundland, from the
United States daring 1941;

1. 274, 000, 000

1. Commuodity imports - ey S G M AL (M), (M)
2. Payments for shipping, tourist expenditures,
interess, ote. . oo L. B & T, (00
s e o Mool o "8 e ) ey . 48, 000, 000

wehsses In the United
States S L

British receipts fram Ual

A. Dollar roceipts from United Kingdom from United
Statos:

L United Kinedom exports of merchandise to

Julted States = e 16, 000, (00
i from United States to United

Toatnl dollar requivements for 4l transactions ans

&1, 802, (6N, 000

ited Stagps:

2 Net

King i on shipping, tourist expenditures,
Interest payments. L i : 15 000, 000
'r'llrll = . . 2 180, 000, GO0
B. Dallnr receipts by Empire countries (exeluding Can-
wdn and Newfoundlamd):
1. Commodity exports_ ___ a . T4, D00, 000
2, Australlan gold exports to Unfted States t 76, 60, D00
3. South Afriean gold exports. eee e oeoeeeeee .. 480, N, 000
10 ) L L e i e . & LA, OO, D00
Total British receipts from the United States. . ... ... .. 1, 205, (00, 00

Total estimated deficit of British Empire (excluding Canada and Now-
foundland) in the United States during 140, ... . b 07, 000, 000

According to these figures, the British Government will have to meet bills
amounting to $587,000,000 in the United States in 1941, These figures eannot
be questioned, of course, since they are the figures supplied by the British Govern-
ment itself.

Now let us see what the assets are in the United States that the British Empire
(excluding Canada nad Newfoundland) have, which can be converted into dollars,
Aceording to the Federal Reserve Board bulletin, issue of January 1941, page 9,
the British Empire, exclusive of Canada and Newfoundland, had at the end of
August 1939, total gold and dollar resources in the United States as follows:

eiter RIapRem - o T e e &4, 860, 000, 000
Other Britigh Bmplte-cecr st e oina sy - 7 11 (835, 000, 000
R e T e———. B, 545, 000,000

A break-down of these assets may be given as follows:

United King- | Other British
dom Empire

Central gold reserves. .......... - -~ | §2, 000, D00, 000 #520, 000, D00

Dollar balanees. . 505, 000, 000 100, 000, 000
Market securities .. _____ 1, (80, 000, 000 50, 000, 009
Direct investments. ... _...... 1, 185, 000, 000 15, 000, 000

b 1 T R 4, 560, 000, 000 685, 000, 000

. There is no serious dispute about the aceuracy of these figures. Some differences
in estimates of the market value of securities appears in the British Government,
statements. These we can take note of later.
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Mr. Morgenthau presented t t
these assets had been used up between Se
1940, in table 111, at page 12 of his testimony be
follows:

o the Senate a statement of the manner in which
ptember 1, 1939, and December 31,
fore the Senate committee, as

: 3 . e Fioi scluding
stimated gold and dollar expenditures mad’recmp!s of Brilish Fmp:rr_r(, erelu
{ i Cglnn‘da and Newfoundland, from Sept. 1, 1939, to Dec. 31, 1940

sartment of Commerce, and the Federal Reserve Board

(Compiled by the bt ooy i Uei by the British Treasury)

from data furnishec
[In millions of United States dallars]

jold and dollar expenditures: = X
o A.nl’ayluent:s t!,}: the United States by United Kingdom:

1. On British Government orders in the United
States:

Goods delivered .o oo ccce e eeeeee e $660
Advance payments_ - coooo-n 570
Capital assistanee . - ———ocenn .1 50 81,990
9. For other merchandise imports from the United i
Sta.tes--.-..--____‘.t' ...................... 705
3. For shipping, interest, etc.: .
Shﬁ?piné disbursements_ .. - -~ ——-—-- $125
Interest and dividends. .- S b
Miscellaneous (chiefly film royalties).. 24 b
— $2,282
B. Pavments to the United States by Empire countries, ex-
éiudin; the United Kingdom and Canada and New-
foundland:
1. For commodity imports_ - - - - 435
2. For shipping, interest, ete.:
Interest and dividends .-~ $4g
Shipping (Meb) - - - o cccmccmmmemam == e -
e 483
. Payments by Empire countries, excluding Canada and
G E‘i“\':l\,\.'ft)uuclIrml:l, pto areas out’side the United States
requiring gold or dollars: ) . )
(i. Pa%xﬁents by Empire countries (chiefly the U_mtr-d_
Kingdom) to areas outside the United States
and Canada and Newfoundland requiring gold 40
ordollars. e e I
2. Gold payments by Empire countries o Canada 225
Newfoundland (net) . - -~ el
——— 775
D. Withdrawal of capital:
1. By Americans and others, through sale of free 208
sterling to American importers___ . ------
2. By repayment of outstanding export credits as 200
“required by our Neutrality Act. .- oz
3. By liquidation of forward exchange position in 6
T [ Ty R SR R L et ey O L
— 735
E. Residual—Miscellaneous items and errors of estimation. - ———-- 71
Total gold and dollar requirements for all transactions. - - ——-- 4, 346
Gold and dollar receipts: o o )
= A. Receipts from United States by the United Kingdom: sy
1. From merchand'gsc ez_(porti ____________________
2. From interest, shipping, etc.: _
Interest and dividends. - —---------- “gg
Shipping earnings_ - - ——--- ==-  on
Remittances from insurance companies- 140
345
= = - =g

M
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Estimaled gold and dollar expendilures and receipts aof British Empire, exciuding;
Canada and Newfoundland, from Sept. 1, 1838, to Dee. 32, 1840—Continued

[In millions of United Btates dollars]

Gold and dollar receipts—Continued.
B. Receipts from United States by Empire countries, exclud-
ing the United Kingdom and Canada:
1. From merchandise exports. . .- - ______ $640
2. From tourist travel, remittances, ete___________ 30

—  §670

C. Dollar receipts by Empire countries, excluding Canada from areas
outaide the United BEates . . o o i ececsemsa——= 50
D. Receipts from sale of gold (new production and dishoarding) ____ 965

Total gold and dollar receipts by Empire countries, exeluding
Y v I Ml 13 s B TN R R 2, 030
Total drain on gold and dollar resources of British Empire,
excluding Canada, and Newfoundland, Sept. 1, 1939, to
srta g e e S B e o 2, 316
Total gold and dollar requirements for all transactions______ 4, 346

Attention must be called to this table. It will be seen that the British Govern-
ment, during 1939, was withdrawing enormous sums from the United States to
make payments for its purchases in other Empire countries. For instance, item
C contains two interesting exhibits. C 1 shows that Empire countries drew
$550,000,000 out of the United States to pay bills outside the United States and
Canada. Also C 2 shows that Empire countries withdrew $225,000,000 to pay
Empire country bills in Canada. In other words, the dollar resources of the
British Empire here during 1940 were depleted by $775,000,000 to pay bills of the
British Empire mostly within the British Empire itself. The British Empire,
knowing that it would require heavy balances in the United States in 1941,
nevertheless drew $775,000,000 out of the United States to meet bills in gold and
dollars within the Empire which did not have to be met in gold and dollars, but
which eould have been met by Empire eredits.

Up to now I have given figures merely covering transactions between the
Empire and the United States, excluding Canada and Newfoundland. I have
excluded Canada and Newfoundland merely because for some unknown reason
the Secretary of the Treasury excluded them. Certainly there cannot be any

uestion about the fact that Canada is a part of the British Empire. Because of

‘anada’s home in this continent as our nearest neighbor, our feelings toward her
may be somewhat warmer than to other portions of the Empire. But no man,
maicing up & balance sheet of Empire assets and liabilities or Empire transactions
with the anit(-d States, has any right to arbitrarily exclude Canada. In order to

ive us a picture of the Empire resourees in this country, all of the resources of the

smpire must. be included. The Seeretary of the Treasury, had he been moved
solely by a desire to give unbiased information to the Congress, would have done
this. Congress in its judgment might then determine whether it would make any
distinetion between Canada and the United Kingdom or any other part of the
British Empire in the handling of its finances. The Secretary of the Treasury,
however, has seen fit to exclude Canada and he has done this obviously for the
same reason that he has taken other liberties with these figures—for the purpose
of making as good a case as he could for the British Empire, in spite of the fact that
he is making a report to the American Congress as a confidential agent of the
American Government.

September 1, 1939, the Federal Reserve Board treating the whole subject
objectively and not as an advoeate for aid to Britain, furnished a statistician’s
report and not a lawyer's brief, and reported that British dollar assets in the
United States were $7,115,000,000. These were broken down as follows:

Whed Minpdom: o s e e e R £4, 860, 000, 000
Other British Empive. . ____ . 685, 000, 000
(45577, N I ) S T I T R 1, 570, 000, 000

How much of these Canadian assets were used up to January 1, 1941, it is not
possible to say with accuracy, since the Seeretary chose not to give any figures
on this subject. This is all the more remarkable since he did choose to give
a lot of figures on the transactions between Canada and all other parts of the
British Empire, which is something the Congress is not in any sense interested
in and did not ask for.

e
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We can only estimate the condition of Canada’s assets here. From September
1, 1939, to December 31, 1940, Canada’s expenditures in the United States were
roughly $925,000,000. Her receipts from the United States on merchandise
shipments were $563,000,000. The deficit she has been called on to meet, there-
fore, is $362,000,000. (These figures are based on the foreign-trade figures of the
Bureau of Foreign and Domestie Commeree of the Department of Commerce
They are estimated for December 1940.)

These figures do not include other items such as interest, dividends, tourist
expenditures passing to and from Canada to the United States. It is probable
that these would reduce this amount somewhat. Nor do these figures include
gold shipments to the United States for Canada’s account. Gold shipments from
Canada into the United States in 1940 alone were enormous—$2,279,390,125 in
the first 10 months of 1940. Of course the bulk of this represented transshipment
of gold from Europe for the account of many countries. But cerlainly some of it
represented Canadian gold. It is a fair estimate that Canada has not been ealled
on since September 1, 1939, to care for a deficit larger than $350,000,000 in the
United States.

We have scen shove that Canada had $1,570,000,000 of dollar sssets in this
country in September 1939, If she was called on to meet her deficit in this
country through the liguidation of any part of those dollar assets, then she should
still have here not less than $1,220,000,000 in dollar assets.

To reeapitulate, therefore, British Empire dollar assets here as of January 1,
1941, compared with September 1, 1939, should be as follows:

Total British Empire dollar assets in the United States Sept. 1,
1939, including the United Kingdom, Canada, and all other
Empire COUNtries - — -« -mevsmcmmmmm—ocmmmmmmaa s — == 57, 115, 000, 000
Deficit met by gold or dollars:
(Gl By Casagdi. . o eere _.—- %350, 000, 000

(h) By the United States and other Empire
_ 2, 316, 000, 000

iyt s DR SRS
— — 2, 6666, 000, 000
Balance of assets still available in the United States_ .. 4, 449, 000, 000

Save for the Canadian figures, which are made up from estimates based on
Department of Commerce trade reports, these figures do not differ greatly from
Mr, Morgenthau’s, They merely seem to differ, because M. Morgenthau has
chosen to arrange his figures differently in order to bolster the brief he was making
for aid to Britain.

The following analysis of Mr. Morgenthau's figures will prove this:

First 1 reproduce Mr. Morgenthau's table No. I, which is supposed to show
dollar receipts and expendifures of British Empire (excluding Canada) for 1941,
I reproduce this in order to call attention to certain features of it which are most

important.

Estimated dollar expenditures and receipts of British Empire, excl uding Canada, from
January 1, 1941, to January 1, 1942

[In millions of U, 8. dollars]
Dollar expenditures:
A. United Kingdom payments to be made on total purchases from
the United States:
1. Sums to be paid during 1941 on orders placed before Jan. 1,
1941 (in addition $119,000,000 will fall due after Jan. 1,

L S S et e S1L2TA
2. Imports from United States not purchased through the
British Purchasing Commission, largely on private
TR0 1] et S = 280
i 1 S e S ek detiSns NIEEGE
B. Purchases by empire countries (exeluding United Kingdom and
Canada) from United States during 1941:
1. Commodity imports. ________ .- e 333
2. Payments for shipping, tourist expenditure, interest pay-
manta) B e memmmesseeaeno s 5
i 7\ T e T 338
. - . R
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Estimated dollar expenditures and recei iti. ]
s of British Empire, ex 1 la
Janvary 1, 1841, to January 1, 19-{;2—‘*”00,111-&:1?0(3@ Eia; from

[In millions of U, 8. dollare]

Do]ls:r e;pendit-ures—Cu ntinued.
". Purchases by empire eountries, exeluding C
r v i s, exeluding Canada, from : -
wili‘ Llll;‘ L-;ntmi hlamtus requiring gold or dollars: kg
- durchases by empire countries (chiefly United Kingdom)
1 i ries 1y ! dor
from areas outside the United States and ('nrla;tﬁaur'lelri

quiring dollars_____
2. Payments by empire countries (chiefly United Kin; .
yime A rie: efly United
to Canada and Nm\‘fuundlmuif-_. o r_lmft _h_:ln‘g_(fmm 880
Mot So e BB = o _ SEOIC 1 F
_____________ e 3L
Total dollar requirements for all transactions_____ =3_-f5
Dollar receipts: R
A. Dollar receipts by United Kingdom from United States:
1) s\_fllf'(,‘f] Kingdom exports of merchandise to United States 165
2.1 (:t balance from United States to United Kingdom on
shipping tourist expenditures, interest payments, ete____ 15
otal g e, 18_6
B. Dollar receipts by empi i i :
8 5 b pire countries (e ; -
15 ummqr_]i*. ¥ exports_ _ _!.'lt? _(l.:'.tf‘l_l{d_lfl.g_(.“allmla). 5
v R ;‘\llh! ralian gold exports to United States.__________ = b
3. South Africanexports of gold________________ -1;3
Total. o e N I 115
C. Canadian assistance to United Kingdom_________ :__‘)Ea

Fotal dollar receipts by empire countries, oxcl[lﬁir;é _(‘_a_narim . 1,555

Total dolls fieit wi i y i
JI b .o ar rh ﬁut Vj\_lt_l_l _(EOIIII'U“IES other than Canada during i

Toval dollar deficit with (‘a'm:'ﬁl_a-{'!lir_-i_ﬁg'1941 ______________ 620
o’ n{ :ﬁijlll:;{u? ‘5 ;lle-l'}(nltuf {31'1 (_ié-il} 'I'?IAu_pire, excluding Canada, L
_______________ Sp— " )

other than Canada during 1941____ Y 3,019

I called attention to the first portion of this table enti o i
!fi;nn .2 }_Ierc-‘ M'r. Morgenthau introduces an el(:;i(é?nt r‘:gilﬂf th??l?]n”r?'
urchases by Empire countries excluding Canada from areas outside 1 a[? iteq
States requiring gold or dollars.” The total is $1,127, 000 000 (:l‘l.]{('a .n:tod
t'ha.t dt_:rmg this ,\‘enr‘hnglur_ld proposes to pay certain i)ills'fur ;)lll'l’."]m«:[‘q l: md('aimf
E }:slmous par:t.s of the Empire in various other parts of the Empire, In (;tﬁc: ?\' cd) ;
hese are strietly mt-or-l:.m‘].nre transactions and have nothing whateve g
with the purchases by the Empire in the United States. Some of these r;.r t]? -2
%mnliglxag lggde by the United Kingdom and by other dominions and Pg]Lr:mﬂﬁﬁs
,ada x?. Some of them are purchases made by England and various dominio .
:i:n colonies outside of Canada. They are all, however, purchases whiel uns
prp:re can itself finance within its own limits. Purchases made by th lf'l i 1:13
lftg:)ifﬂ;.?: ‘:HE (I.l?[t:i.:da h'r[t‘;'e to}brla plg‘ld in Canadian dollars in Canada. (‘ﬁﬁads':[igca

» @, 1e whole lkmpire is at war— i Tnited Ki
fﬁle ‘illl'{'hE_I.S(.‘ of these materials in _Car:nada pmdﬁ?e;ﬁgﬁh t(hgn[ég:;t;‘zini‘;:;rg{mm‘
or Canadian- ]_r]dllfh"l(‘ﬂ. There is nothing to prevent the financing of S{Epm
purchases within Canada with Canadian eredits. It is a simple mafter -ﬁse
sa{ﬁe th‘mg is true of purchases in other parts of the Empire. According 1o tl s
t?ith(:'i E:{g‘las}nrli)]_nggum's, m_ﬂplte of the gravity of her needs in this ('Olﬁ"l.l:‘)\' : 1;3
and t;ﬂl‘:‘ec"tl’liyag'augé{t}-?otuf?::; i‘}ilil[]f :’\c:?i px?inguishing e ﬁéﬂ;\tr:
se those assets t Y bills withi wmpire—bhills whi al

handled through internal credits. Then‘ni“:c}['u(;::n }I;:}zllglt:;[ ﬂl:ll.lnl: t‘t‘ hw—’]\] e
Government to pay that mueh in bills for her within the I:'n‘ii.ed ..‘i:,ai-cgwﬂ'f‘%g

Total receipts and deficit on operations with all cuuntrius_
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American Government has no money to pay these bills. To do so it will have to
borrow the money from its banks, so that we are actually in the position of England
ingisting on paying bills within her Empire with dollar assets withdrawn from this
al':uulnr_\' while she asks the American Government to go into debt to pay her bills
1eT€,

In any event, the Secretary of the Treasury has no right to toss this sum of
$1,127,000,000 into this account as an unavoidable drain upon England’s dollar
assets in America for the purpose of making England’s position look more grave
than it really is from a financial view,

When this item of $1,127,000,000 is removed from this table, as it should be,
and a corresponding item under “Dollar receipts, €, Canadian assistance to the
United Kingdom, $260,000,000" is removed, we have a figure which corresponds
with that figure given by me in my table 1, namely a total estimated deficit of
the British Empire during 1941, excluding Canada, of $597,000,000 and not
$1,464,000,000 as given by Mr. Morgenthau.

Canada is doing a thriving business on this war with the other parts of the
Empire. According to a table furnished by Mr. Morgenthau (p. 15 of tyvpe-
written transeript) Canada, from September 1, 1939, to September 1, 1940, sold
to the United Kingdom and other Empire countries goods to the amount of
$930,000,000. Against this were payments due by Canada to Empire countries
of $375,000,000, leaving the balance in favor of Canada with the rest of the
Empire at 5555,000,000.

Moreover the United Kingdom has enormous assets in Canada, as it has in
the United States. It owns, according to Mr., Morgenthau (p. 19 of typewritten
transeript) £481,000,000 or $1,924,000,000 in investments in Canada. These
ean be turned into Canadian dollars to pay Empire eredits in Canada if Canada
is unwilling to do what England asks the United States to do, namely extend to
her eredit for work actually done in Canada.

Mr. Morgenthau has furnished a list of United Kingdom investments outside
the United States which amount to 3,868,000 pounds or $15,472,000,000. Of
course some of this is in countries where perhaps the values have diminished
enormously, There is, for instance, about $800,000,000 in China which England
may never see again, However, among all these vast assets there are certainly
several billion which England can use with which to pay her bills. In South
America alone she has, according to Mr. Morgenthau, over $4,000,000,000 in
assets. Secretary Morgenthan says these eannot be used beecause they cannot
be converted into dollars, He tells the committee, for instanece, that a property
in the Argentine would first have to be sold in the Argentine for pesos and that it
would be impossible to convert these pesos into dollars. Of eourse this is abso-
lutely untrue. It is entirely possible for the British Government to sell certain of
these properties in South Ameriea to American investors who would be glad to
take some of them and the whole transaction could be earried on, so far as the
money was concerned, in the United States and in dollars,

Let me say here again that the questions which the House and Senate com-
mittees wished to have answered by the Seeretary were: What are the dollar
assets of the British Empire in the United States? How many dollars is the
British Empire going to require to pay its bills in the United States? The See-
retary could have made a straightforward, plain, simple statement of these facts,
Instead he gives first a statement of the assets of the United Kingdom only,
utterly ignoring the more than $2,000,000,000 belonging to the rest of the Empire,
as if the Empire were not at war as well as the United Kingdom. Then he gives
a statement of the dollar requiremenws of the British Government in the United
States and here he includes the United Kingdom and other Empire countries but
excludes Canada and he imports into this statement not only the sums of money
which England will require to meet her payments in the United States but over
a billion dollars which she will require in other places. He gives no accounting
whatever of Canada's assets here or of her requirements here, but he does give a
statement of Canada’s transactions with the rest of the Empire, which the com-
mittee could have gotten along very well without. In short, it would be difficult
to imagine how the Secretary could have proceeded to more thoroughly obscure
and confuse the subject upon whieh he was expected to throw light.

X
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