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My dear Qovernorr N I.

I want to thank you for your call this afternoon.

I should like to confirm a few of the points I made, and
glso to present & few additional observations. They are rather
extanded, but T hope your massive work-load will not prevent you
from reading them personally.

As I see it, the situation is as follows:

1. HNothing short of an all-out fight by the Chief Executive
personally, and by every agency of his Administration, can assure
vietory for the Seaway in the 83rd Congress. The Seaway bill must
become a "must®, not a priority "IM affair. #

Any temporizing statement to the effect that "it would be nice
to join with Canada, btut that there are some cbstacles or problams®
- any such statement would practically sutomatically assure the
dafeat of the Seaway.

2. As you know, we either jJoin with Canada in the next few
months or we close the door forever. Speed is essential, therefore,
in a White House decision coordinating the battle and directing
every agency to back the Seaway to the hilt, rather than to permit
any pussy-footing.

3« Frankly, I cannot agree with any contention for one moment
that merely because two or three of ‘he Republican Leaders on Capitol
Hill are not for the Seamay —- that such a fact should constitute
an obstacle to the Bisenhower Administration's stand.

In the first place, the splendid position of our Senate Majority
Leader, Bob Taft, is a factor of the greatest magnitude.
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In the second place, other leader's hostile stand is not neo-
essarily irrevocable. On the contrary, President Eisenhower has
already been successful, notably on the bill granting him reorgan-

ization powers, to suggest a prompt change in a House Committee
position,

Even if every single one of the Jeaders of the Congress were
against it, that would still not be a binding argument against a
pro=Seaway stand,

As a matter of fact, I think that it would be a tragic black=-
eye for the Admimdstration if it were timidly = in action, if not
in words -- to retreat from a position that has been held by every
Administration in the last three decades, Tt would be a political
black-eye. It would be a psychological black-eys, It would be a
surrender to false."unity", by surrendering principle.

Many of Mr. Truman's Congreasiomal leaders opposed the Seaway,
tut that did not prevent him from fipghting for it and from directing
his agencies to fight for it and to send their highest officials to
the Hill to back it — and not just give it "lip service,”

If Teddy Roosevalt had adopted a "letlongress-decide-all-by-
itself" attitade; we never would have had the Panama Canal; some of
his Congressional leaders were unaltarably against it,

L. I have no doubt that, as you sald, there are many Canadian
leaddrs who very definitely would prefer that they built it them-
selves,

That, however, is one phase of Canadian approach.

What you and T must think of == as T know you agréee — im our
own American national interest, basicslly. That national interest
requires that we notabandon title to this preat resouresd.

5. Speaking purely personally, I should like to recall that
when I saw President Eisenhower at the Commodore in November, I said
that I would never ask him for anything for myself. I have yet to
make & single personal request on our great President,

But this nroject means more to my stats, and, more important, it
means more to the nation than almost any other single bill which will
come up during these two years, and I feel that I have every fight to
ask with all the force and earnestness at my command that a strong
favorable stand be taken by all the Administration's oficiale, right
down the line.



Honorabls Sherman Adams - 3= March 17, 1953

It should not be assumed that the Administration can, in effect,
ignore the mtiomal need, ignore the Mid-West, ignore the Chairman
of the Foreign Relations Committee, and expect us of the Mid-West
and of the Committee to cooperate completely.on projects the White
House desires,

I speak candidly, Governor = cooperation is a two-way street.
The Mid-West's patience is not inexhaustible,

I hope, therefore, that the White House will not simply and
passively "ask" the reactions of the leaders of both Houses. I
respectfully hope the White House will stats that while it trusts
the leaders will support it, it intends to request the Seaway,
whether or not, they are unanimously in faver of it, and it in
uniformity in all of the agencles favorable reactions,

Early next week, I should like to have the opportunity of seeing
the President personally, in conjunction with M;E_uém
the House Public Works Committee and Dr. N. R. Danielian of the t

Lakes-St. Lawrence Association. ' 3 ;

Again, I thank you for your courtesy and for your consideration
of these frank, straight-from-the-shoulder views.

With kindest regards and assurances of high esteem for yourself
and for the great American whom we are both privileged to serve, I anm

(Ll 5
ot Alexander Wiley
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