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The LORD CIlANCFLLOR took his scat on the 
Woolsack at 3 o'clock. 

LORD RonoRotJGlI (formerly Sir 11cnry Yanlc 
Duller Lopes) and LORD PERRY (formerly Sir 

:ival Lca;Dcwhurst Perry) took the oath 
..I- subscr,lbcd the roll. Lord Roborollgh's 

foponsOl;s, "were LORD MII.DMAY and LORI) 
CHUR$TON. and Lord Perry's sponsors were 
Lo~ ILLINGWORnl and LORD J lUTCIII,SON. 

,LORD ARNOLD called attention 10 British 
torei~n policy and to the dangers JIlhcrcnl 
therclIl, particularly in regard to the Lcaj!lIc 
.... r Nations, Hnd moved for papers. J le s<lid 

the two main features of British f()rci~n 
. _ licy were, first, that it was hased on the 
League 'Q( Nations, which meant, so wc WCI"'''; 

told, that wc would be faithrul tn 0111' obliga­
~ion~:'undcr the Covcn.l11t; and, s,"conuly, that 
It 'Was based on the commitments to udcnd 
Fl}mcc and IklgiuTll if they \ .... ·ere all;H:keu. 

The League was now 1cs ... than half a leaguc. 
J;or praclica I purposes thc League C()l1sf~tcd 
of Great Britain nnd France, and when wc 
were told that British policy was hased on 
1he League it meant in practice tll"t thcre was 
:In Anglo-Frcnch Alliancc. -This was confirmed 
oy the reciprocal ohligntiol1 entered into by 
hoth those countries to go to each other's 
a&'<jistance if either of them was attacked. 

This commitment was an exceedingly 
~crious one for Great Britain, more especially 
m view of France's Eastern alliances. Pro­
hahly· those alliances constituted the g,reate~t 
danger 10 Great llritain. As matters stoot! 
at present Great Britain mi~ht get involved 
in war if Germany took act ion in respect of 
the grievances from which Germans sulTered 
in Czechoslovakia. In that event France might 
render assistance to C7cchoslovakia and war 
would come, and Prance would then seck to 
drnw Great Britain in. 1t mi~ht he that we 
~hould become involved in another !treat Euro R 
pean war, although no real British Interest 
was at 'stn kc. 

"TRAGEDY OF THE 
LEAGUE" 

'Rut, 1eaving Czechos~ovakia aside, many 
League supporters envisaged what apparently 
Ihey regarded as a League war between Greal 
Britain, France, anu Russia on thc onc side 

,and Germany, Haly. and Japan on the other. 
It was al~st incredible that Cl combination 

.. Great )jritain, France, and Russia should 
called" collective security," thollgh actually 

ltlere could scarccly bc a worse example of 
the balance of power. 

The tragcdy of the League was that it was 
largely responsible for rccrcating in a 
dangcrolls form the balance of power, which 
it was designed to prevent. Thcrefore whcn 
we were told that there was no alternative 
hetwecn the Lcague and the pre-War condition 
of things the reply was that wc had the pre­
War condition of thing.;; now and worse, ami 
that the League was largely responsible for 

·that. 
It was nn astonishing circllmstance that 

British foreign policy continued· to be based 
on the prcsent Covenant of thc League having 
regard to thc failures of thc Lcague in nearly 
everything which it had sel out to do for 
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hetween the Governments of Great Britain and 
Fr."lncc ,Ind not hetween the two peoples. Therc 
:-.hould be complete freedom from all Con­
tinental ent<lnglcl11clll". The sca was 110 longer 
the security to Great Brit:lin it had becn ill the 
pn.'>t, owing to the rcvolutionary c.hanges in 
the air. 

France would have made a settlement with 
(iermany long ago if shc had not. ever since 
the War, thought that shc had Great Britain 
hehind her. The chief dillkuity in thc way qf 
a hetter understanding with Gcrmany would 
disappcar jf the alliancc with France was 
brought to an cnd. 

If Great Britain stood aside in another war 
and should be attacked, thc United Stale:-; 
would not be likely to sce this country and 
the British Empire go down. The risks to this 
country and the Empire of the policy he was 
advocating were small compared to those of 
the policy now being purslled, under which.H 
seelned likely that sooner or later Great 
Britain would hc drawn into another war 
nlthough no British intercsts would he 
involved. The chief duty of British statcsman­
ship was to kecp this country out of war. The 
hest way to do that was to end all her 
Continental commitments, after giving due 
noticc. -

THE CHIEf DIPLOMATIC 
ADVISER 

LORD PONSONBY'S 
QUESTIONS 

LORD I'ONSONBY said that the Govern­
ment had an ingeniolls way of bringing in 
the l.ea~ue of Nations and s<lying that they 
supported it, but at the ~ame lime thcy were 
rlllly aware that co\lcl:tive security was quitc 
impradicable. It was unrair to raise the hopes 
of ,<;,mall nations. With regard to tile German 
Colonies, 0111' Fmpire with its vast ma~~nitllde 
s\l~ge"te<l that we should tnke the initiativc in 
that matter and prevcnt what was ·at present 
a sore place rrom hecoming:; .1 gaping wound 
which might he extrcmely liilllcult to heal. 

RefcrrinQ to the recent creation or the post 
of Chief Diplomatic Adviser, the noble lord 
snid he wished to makc it quite dcar, in any 
l"l"iticism~· he had to make. that they did not 
ari<;c from any personal considerations. He 
knew well that Sir Robert Vansittart was not 
only a very popular but a very <1ble oflicial. 
bllt the c.re<ltiol1.of a new post connecteu with 
the extremcly delicate and dillkult matters 
concerning our foreign relations appeared to 
be a matter of sllch importancc that some 
elucidation of the duties connecteu'wilh it Wtl.-; 

a fit subject for questions and, jf need be, 
criticisms in Parliament. 

Ill' was not very dcar what the titlc of this 
olTicial W,IS to be. or ",,<.\s. and ""hnt cxactly 
werc his dutics. The position of Permanent 
UnderRSecrctary for Foreign AlTairs was onc 
of enormOllS responsibility. Hitherto this 
of1icial had becn the chief diplomatic adviser 
to t he Secretary of State for Foreign Al1airs. 
although no such titlc had been added t? his 
name. A serics of extremely ahle and e1111nel1t 
men had filled that important position. Wi~<H 
was goinp; to he the relationship of the Chief 
Diplol11cllic Adviser with the Permanent 
Umler-Secrctary 'I Was he to ~e. in the 
Forcign Onke or in soOle other b~11Id1l1g. l~ow 
woulct he he awarc of thc latest Hlformatloll, 
and was he going to divide his rcsponsibility 
with the Permancnt Under-Secrclary '! 1f so. 
there must he some confu-:;ion. which would 
be very unhclpful to the Foreign Secretary. 

Nohody ~'JcaJized more than c.!id ~lC (L~rd 
Ponsonby) ho",; the work of the Foreign On.1Ce 
had increased in the last 40 years. and nothlllg 
would he more fatal than to duplicate senior 
ofllcials, to divide the rcsponsibility and to 
confuse the mind of the Foreign Secretary, 
and to have an ndviser Diltinp; in from he c.1;d 
not know where, with imperfect knowledge, 
making suggestions with which the Permanent 
Under·Secrctary might not agree. 

"DUPLICATE FOREIGN 
OFrICE" 

If the Chief Dirlomat.4iJ· Adviscr was going 
to be the adviser to the Government or the 
Prime M illistcr or the Cabinet that might 
involve his having an ollice elsewhcre. p~r­
haps on the oth~r side o[ the strect III 
Downing Street. Then we should have J. 

repetition of what occurred between lQlR and 
1922. when there was a sort of duplicate 
Foreign Oflice sct lip in the Prime Minister's 
h"".;:C' \Vilh cot1!iI111I"'ri (drf;ClI1 HAil111 on ,,,i!h 
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should he said to Germany: !I You have a 
perfcct right to havc a considerable portion o\" 
thc British Empire handed over to YOlf becallsc 
It will makc for greater eljuality between all." 
l.onl AnlOld alld Lord Pon<;onhy had said 
that considerable concessions ought to be 
Ill~ldc. lie (LOI:d Ccci\) could conceive o[ no 
more mischievous doclrjnc to preach than 
that. It was <111" invitation to Germany; and 
thl") net.'(kd no enCOlJranemcnt in that dirccR 
tion to put forward dcm;nds of an altogether 
cxtravagant character knowing thut their 
demands would be unacceptable and leading, 
a~ Lord Arnold stated, (0 the possibility of 
war between Germany and oursclves. That 
(orm of peace keeping t..Iid.not appeal to him. 

EVENTS IN AUSTRIA 
The situation in Austria was disquieting. 

It looked as if something in the nature of an 
ullimatum was givcn by .Germa\lY to AusHia 
that either they must put their police Hnd the 
administration of what we should call home 
affairs under the control of Ministers who 
were known ·to he favourable to the Nazi 
system or steps would be t ... kell by Germany 
ngainst Austria. There secmed to be growin~ 
up a ncw techniquc in aggr'Cssion con<.;isting 
not of di/·ecl invasion of the territory in­
volved. but of assisting some elements in that 
territory which were hostilc to the Govern­
ment of that territory, so that onc got in rad 
ilwasion while pretcnding that not fling wa.,> 
being done except lettinlJ some citilcns take 
pal'~ in local 01" national disturbances. 

Whether it wu.;; the fault o[ the Government 
or not-in many respects it was not·~British 
policy had failed "Imost completely in the 
la~t few years. No doubt tha'( policy had 
heen alwnys. to lIse a very unfortunate phrase. 
.. to kecp Ollt of war." but that was an im­
perfcct st,\tement of what should be the objcc"t 
of our policy,.to promote ","")cace. W.\r evcry­
where was n danQ;cr and disatlvantHgc. to us. 
and it was ollr bOllndcn dlllv to kecp the peace 
of the world ns far as possible. The sit\la(ioll 
was worsc thnn it was six ycars ago. In present 
circumstances hc agreed with lhc Government 
in increasinp: armamcnts, and he a~reed with 
the Primc Mini"ter and his predccessor that 
the increase or armaments was a was"1c or 
11101l~V and a delay and obstruction of social 
progress. Blit if ·other countries of Europe 
insisted (111 increasing their armaments this 
country could not remain thG onlv unarmed 
or partially unarmcd State in Europe. He 
urp:ed the nced for returning to the old League 
practice of promoting open disclIssion. 

PRIMATE AND THE LEAGUE 

FA1LURE OF ARTICLE XV[ 
The ARCIIDlSHOP of CANTERIH)RY 

said that there were many as unswerving in 
their allegiance to the principles of the Lcague 
as Lord CccH who were being driven by the 
pressure of bard facts to the conclusion thal 
it was not really possible for the League at 
the present time to fulfil al1 the purposes for 
which it was c.\csign.eu. Facts were facts. antl 
their consequences would be what they would 
be: and there werc some fClcts which were very 
diOlcult to resist. He diu· not .speak of the 
patent fact of the greatly altered position of 
the League through the defection of thc 
United Statcs, and. more recently. of 
Germany, Italy. and .Jap~ln. Since 1931 the 
defections from the League had altered its 
character_ and incvitnbly its powcr. 

Of three facts which had impressed him 
most l the 1irst was that it had come to pass, 
through cir(;lIm~tances for which we had no 
rcsponsibility, that the League had the appearR 
ance of an alliance of one set of great Powers 
in contrast to another. and it seemed, at least, 
to embody that very principle o[ a system of 
rival alliances which it was intcntled to 
supplant. 

In the !o;econu place, p(lrtly as a resl.llt of 
this, it was heyond doubt that many States 
members of the League found themselves in­
creasingly unwilling to undertake obligations 
w.hich might mean the risk of war in places 
and for purposes far removed from their vital 
or obviolls intercsts. The lhird fact was th!lt 
he was afraid th .. H evcn he. with all his zeal 
for'the League, must admit that the ctTorts 
of thc League to restrain aggression by the 
lIse of collective forcc in the way of sanctions 
under Article XVI. whether. economic or mili­
tary, had not succeeded. 1n those circum­
stanccs he felt that it was dif1ku\t to expect 
the League to proceed, at least upon the hac;is 
o( Al·tirl .... )('" 11";' f"lfil fh ....... " ...... .-.<" .... C' f ....... H.h;,,,I~ 

rc-examination of the provisions of the CoveR 
nant woulu not involve any material change 
jn its structure. 

LORD NOEL-IlUXTON said (he danger 
that impressed itself on his mind wa." that 
arising from friclion between this count!", 
antI GCrln;:llly. The Govcrnment deflnitel)' 
wishcd to comc 10 terms with Germany. and 
!lC was glad to l)(.~· a hie to support its· polky 
111 that respect. Germany had by past events 
been led to hate the League and a\l its wo 1'\..::-:; • 
and even believed us to be hostile. Thel C 
had been a chnngc in our policy since 1935. 
but that change must be proved to the German 
mind. Lord Halifax's VIsit was <I ~ood he~inR 
ning. The French Govel-nment iUld come to 
a dclinite change of front; it was now for U~ 
to cooperate with France in making a dclinilc 
and vigorous attempt to come to tcrms. . 

LORD PLYMOUTH'S REPLY 

REFORM OF THE LEAGUE 
The EARL of PLYMOUTH. Under Secre· 

tary. Foreign OOicc, said that he askcd him~ell 
whcther this country was· prcpm·ed now. 
because the League had'l not ·w(Jrkcd a<.. 
efrectively as they would 'like, and as a result 
of ' its partial failurc, to abandon all that th<. 
Lcague stood for anu the principles of inter­
national coopel"[llion which were the vcr~ 
core of the Covcnant. That would not be thl 
view oC the great mass of people in thi~ 
country. nor elsewhcre. 

Everybody, evcn the mcmbcrs of the C01l1 

mittee, most anxiolls with rc~ard to 1hdl 
position in relation to Article XVI. agreed tha: 
thiS was not the time to start tinkering will 
the Covenant. The position revealed ~\l th' 
last mceting of .the~mmillee was not a di~ 
cOUl·aging onc. 1 all sides there W<1' 

evidence of con tin led att~\I.:hment to th· 
principles of the L ugllc an<.\ to the viw 
imrort;:H1ce-of preser ·ng the co lective systen1 

HcfclTing to t he re orm of the League. \11( 
noble earl said that .the committee sct up tl 
examine the question of the application '0 

thc principles of the Covenant had adjournel 
pending directions from the Assemhly. 

The Covenant certainly tlid not impose 01 

liS any autol1l~l\ic obligation to t;:lke up arlll 
on behalf of olhcrs. In this malter wc rctaincl 
our cpmpleLc sovereignty. . Risks clear! 
c>..istcd in any situation, but the Governmenl· 
view Wi.lS that the risks of thc prcsent situati(''1 
were greatly outweighed by the r.dv<lntagt.' 
alronled by the existcnce of a system {I 

CO~)pcr<ltion between nations which the Leagll 
provided. It w<.\s unlikely in the highest uegn 
that any Government would allow itseif to t~ 
drawn into a war sllch as Lord Arnold had i 
mind by allowillp; itself to adopt a poli( 
which had not the ovcrwhelming support ( 
the people of this count,·y. . 

ISOLATION IMPRACTICABLI 
All these and all' (;ognatc questions wel 

now being examined by the Committee of 2' 
and he was therefore unable to say allY thin 
further on that point. But all wise peop 
would agree that it would be an act of supicn 
folly seriously to impair, or indced, as son 
pcople sugg:csted, to sweep away the structu 
of the League without the fullest thoug i 

and the most careful and responsible COl 
sidcratioll. Wc still helicved in the principl. 
of the League. We believed that t~l<lt 0(·gan.7 
tion, 01" an organiz<\tioll modelled 011 the iin· 
of the Lcague, could provide thc best instr' 
ment for in"ternalional cooperation and fl 
the peaceful settlemenl of dispules. Thcrefo 
wc ought to think. not once but many tiOll 
bdore wc destroyed what we shouLd find 
~~7cl~lli/i~~l.ult and. perh;\., entirely impossil' 

It was not a fair way of putting thc positi, 
to ~lIggest that British foreign poli~y '"' 
moving away from ·collc~tive security. 1: 
policy of the Government was still based \ 
the principles of thc Covenant. but in tl 
m"1ltlcr we were realists as welt as ideali~ 
an(~e realized that limitations had bcen c 
fOI'ced ...:woo us and on the League by I 
pl"cscnt~tuatiol1. ' Consequently in any pr;· 
tical application in future of these prindpl 
past expericnce mllst be taken inlu con~jdel 
tion, and must naturally influence us in (1 

actions. BUl that was no reason why 
should abandon the principles of internaliOl 
cooperation, and we llid no1 intend to aband, 
them. 

, A policy of isolalion was quite impractical 
in these· dav,,_ ... ;n!iI::.Jrm···tltv throllrrho,." 
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ever recklc:o.s. wOl1ld have committed this 
country to thc ohligati01ls or the Covcnant 
(lnder Article XVI. The po<.;ition was lln~t1tis­
faclory~ vaglle~ and dangerolls, and it became 
more and more clear that the I.cagllc, With 
Article XVI of the Covenant, would not work. 

If there were to be a pooling of forces in 
defence of collective sec'urity Great Britain 
would have to adopt conscription. Ilow many 
("If those who ~igned the so-called peace ballot 
would have done ~o ir they had realized that? 
The principles 011 which t he League was 
founded had never hecn suniciently thought 
out. The analogy sometimes drawn hetween 
the police and the Lea~~lIe had no rcal basis. 
None of the smaller nations COllligllOllS to 

, or near Germany would he willing 10 go to 
war with Germany because they knew that 
their country would be devastated. There 
was no guarantee that the League wOllld kecp 
the peace against Germany or against any 
other powerful nation. , 

Wc werc living in a era of dictators, ami 
a dictator might decide upon war, however 
great the forces against him, as the only way' 
nut of insuperable internal dilllL'ulties. When 
the Covenant of the League was signed in 
1919 the state,,>men of the time did not appe<.l1· 
10 have thought of the advent of the dictators. 
Article X VI ought to he taken Ollt of Ihe 
Covenant. If it were taken out. ,League sup­
porters <lsked "What is to happen- to the 
rule o[ law'! " 

THE RULE OF LAW 

"LITTLE [{ELATION, TO 
'REALITY" 

]n those strange days many people appeared 
10 think that there was some definite rule of 
law between nations which, if upheld, would 
make all well. In reality there W<lS no such 
rul~. The Tre~lty of Versailles was signed 
under duress, and many people thought that 
llPiHt from that it was unjust and indefensihle. 
Treaties would only be kert ir they were just 
and-right, and if the conditions which obtained 
when" they were made reJllnincd the same, 
Article VIII of the Covenant had never been 
implemented. 

The gross inequality in the ownership qf 
wealth and territory had more than anything 
else to do with internation~1 unrest. What 
had the rule of law got to do with that '! 
The talk about the rule (j'( law was 1110<.;llv 
rhetoric and had little rci<1lion to reality. W<.l" 
it not reckless and perilolls to commit thi::. 
country to a policy which might oblige liS to 
take part in a series of wars in which no real 
British interest was at stake '1 

In the ma7.C and tangle of European 
afTairs, the onc thing certain, was th,,' 
there would he no permanent peace in 
Europe without a beller understanding between 
Germany and Great Rritain, Unrortunately 
there seemed little recognition of that f<lct on 
Ihe part of France. 1I would be interesting to 
know how far Great Britain wa ... consulted by 
France when the Fnlllco-Soviel Pact was 
entered into: danger existed for Great Briuin 
because of that pact. 

A settlement of the German colonies ques­
tion was essential if there was to he a bettcr 
understanding betwcen this country and Ger­
many. If wc were in Germany's position we 
should feci exactly as she did about it. 1I must 
he intolerable to be lold th;lt she was not lit 
to have colonies; he tlollhted whether the 
treatment of nalives by France; Belgium. ,1Ild 
Portugal had been hetter 1I1<1n that of Germany. 
Great Britain should take the initiative in the 
matter sincc she had got most of I he German 
colonies, lie hoped ihat the eXI1l'ctations or 
three months ago following Lord lIalifax's 
visit were not to he once again wrecked hy 
procrastination. the vice which allowed things 
to drift and drift., Prospect" of peace in ElJrope 
would he vastly improved by the settlement of 
the question. 

FHANCO-BHrflSII ALLIANCE 
No material help could be expected rrom 

Fiance in the defence of Great Britain and the 
British Empire, UUC to the obvious ract that 
if this country was at war France would also 
he Ht war and would need all her rC<;OIJn..:cs ror 
the (Idcnee of her own Empire. The nlli<lllcc 
with France illld the coml11ilillents Belgium 
should be reviewed arresh in virw of the 
(li1n~crs involved. The i1l1iancc hnd ncvcr 
been sanctioned by the British· people; it was 

till' t'OlCl1!,1l ~t'('leltl1Y :lnu Ille t'()r~Jl!n UlllLe 
starT. That action was most undeSIrable. 

I le wanted to know what rarlicular qualifi­
cations as <ldviser Sir Robert Vansiuart 
possessed. He knew or his abilities, but 
advice ""on foreign allairs in these days was a 
matter of sllch acute importance that Sir 
Robert Vansittart's qualifications should be 
made known to the 1·louse. He (Lord 
i'onsonby) remembered the crisis of the I-Ioare­
Laval proposals, which ended in the Foreign 
Secretary himself having to be scrarpcd. 
Whatever they might think of the I-Ioare-Laval 
propos<ll<;---and he thought some of them 
might think it was rather a pity they were not 
:.\(!opted--thcy were all agreed that they were 
badly mismanaged, clumsily launched, and 
very incptly handled. Whether the Permanent 
Under-Secretary for Foreign Afrairs of tho~e 
days was responsible for this or not he d\(J 
not know, but no doubt it would not seem 
that it was checkcd sufTlciently to prevent the 
lamentable consequences that ensllcd. 

lie noticed that the Chief Diplomatic Ad­
viser, to whatever Department he was attached, 
had been made chairman or a Coordinating 
Committee for the world brO<ldci1sling of, he 
believed. information with regard to the policy 
01 hi'i Majesty's Governmcnt. That IOllkeli 
t(l him rather as if the Governmenl - were 
conscribing the Civil Service to make propa~ 
ganda for their own support, which was rather 
undesirahle, He was 110t in a position to" 
deprecate the lIse of broadcasting, but this 
Wel"> nil extremely delicate weapon to use in 
international alTairs if the Government wen.~ 
~Oillg to be responsible for what was broad­
cast. Was the Chief Diplomatic Advi.;;cr 
going to draft ·these bit"> of information 101' 
distrihution abroad. was he going to be solely 
responsible ror that'! Was it going to pa:o.'\ 
throlJ~h the C<.lhinct, was the I"'-oreign Secre­
tary to have some voice in it, and was (he 
Permanent Under-Secretary to have hi~ 
former function of adviser obliterated alto-
gether ? . 

AN UNSTABLE ELEMENT 
It scemed that the new appointment W<lS 

going to be embarrassing; he rather thought 
it wOllld be a nuisance in the Foreign Ollice. 
lie hoped that the Government were not to 
lake the further step of appointing an 
Ambassndor-at-large who was onc having an 
aeroplane at his disposal and was never to he 
found when he was wanted, (Laughter.) 
If the opinion of those responsible for foreign 
afTairs wcre taken it would be found that thcy" 
looked askance at the lInslable, unexplained 
element that had been introduced. 

War was very unlikcJy. ami the general 
horil.oll was betler than it had been. lie Iwd 
already expressed his appreciation or tile­
conduct of roreign afTairs by the presl..'llI 
Secretary of State in extremely dilTlcult. 
pUDding. and intricate circlllllstance", The 
Government ought to' take full advantage of 
the present situation 10 go forward \vith a 
constructive initiative. There were qllcstion~ 
on which the world looked to Great Britain fOJ 
initiative: the vindictive Treaty of Versaillcs 
on the subject of colonies was certainly 011(' 
011 which the Government ought to go forward 
lirst. -

He regretted that the Governmcnt had 
followed othcr:-: in rearming. <llld had thus 
vitiated their policy. If they had turned in 
the opposite dircction <lnd said that they would 
completely ahandon the barbarity of attempt­
ing tn settle intef1l<ltional disputes by \o,'eapons 
of Wtll" the clTeet would have heen vcry great. 
and he profoun.dly oelieved that others would 
have followed our example. 

LOHD CECIL'S VIEWS 
VISCOUNT CECIL said he agreed that 

some ruller explanation should be given of 
the appointment of a Chief Diplomatic 
Adviser. lie (Lord Cecil) would commend to 
I_ord Amokl a recent speech by the Foreign 
Secrenny in which he said that it'was a great 
pity that people concentrllted on the few 
failures of the League of Nations and forgot 
its many sllccesses. 

II was our duty-and it was quite certain it 
wa'i our interest-Io do our utmost to establish 
a new rlll"c of law in intern:'Hional affairs which 
wnuld preclude the use of violence in order 
tn secure poiilic<ll ohjects. to make. in fllct, 
the provi:;ions of the Kellogg Pact Cl reality that 
W,tr should not be u~cd in the pursuit of 
nntiorwi policy. 

He did no( understand <;omc o( the argu­
Illents that noble lords had used unless it 

\. ' 

that ;\rllCk~ was t!llcIHlcd. 

TilE MAIN STRUCTURE 
All this did not seem to him any rcason 

why the main structure of the Covenant sh~uld 
be changed, Of" ev.~n that Articlc XVI should 
be scrapped. That. would be a fOl"lnal, public, 
deliberate abandonmclit of the ideals for \vhich 
the League or Nations stood, and of the pllr­
poses for which it was hrought into heing, 
Our interest was not merely to keep the peace 
for ourselves but to keep the peace for the 
world: and in order that that shollld be done 
\Ve ought to kecp it as a principle that nil those 
concerned in the preservntioll of the peace of 
the world should be ready to combine when­
ever that peace was threatened. 

I-le would say, and here he agreed with Lord 
Alien of Il1Irtwood's recent IeUer to The 
Time.'), rather let lIS keep for the present, 
OeCi.1I1SC of these diITkllltics. Article XVI in the 
background. <1nl! bring Article XI inlo the 
foreground. Article Xl declared any war or 
threat ,of war, whether immediately affecting 
any member of the League or not, to he a 
malleI" of conce~'n to the whole League and 
that the' League should t<lke any action Ihat 
mil~ht be deemed to be wise and clTcctual to 
safeguard the peace of nations. 

1 here would still be 'orportnnities for 
declarations of world opinion which, if they 
could not be c(Smplete, might yet be very 
weighty lino efTective. There would be 
opportunities of making early and prompt 
dTorts at conciliation, of dealing with causes 
of dispute expressly referred to the Le'ague, 
and .(If promoting arbitration, and there would 
stili be an opportunity of carrying on· all the 
work of the League. 

If the Lea~l1e continued to make the utmost 
of Article XI it might gnlduaJly reassert its 
position and the time might' come when it 
would' he able to fulfil all the principles that 
were involved in Article XVI. He still pro­
fessed himself to be heart and soul a Leaf.!:.&.Je 
of Nations man, evcn though he thoughl that 
in some respects it was not capahle at present 
or fulfilling all its purposes. The League Iwd 
obviously encountered very rough weather. To 
take in some of its sail might he its best chance' 
of gelling through and of resuming its course 
under clearer skies. 

THE EX-GEHMAN COLONIES 

CASE FOR INQUIRY 
The MARQUESS of CREWE said he 

wished 10 know what would be tbe precise re­
lations of the new Chief Diplomatic Adviser 
to the Permanent Under-Secretary to the 
F(jreign Oflice. It was obvioys that their 
advice on particular' subjects might not be 
identical and the position of the unhappy 
Minister, instead of being cased by the new 
appointment, might become somewhilt 
conrused. 

In onc sense Lord A~nold had over-p1"<.)V~d 
his case. If it were true that there was no 
objection whatever to the union of the 
HO,OOO,OOO of Germans, presumably they 
would have considerablc control over some 
of their neighbours, <lnd what would be 
thc lot of Poland would not he easy 
to forcsee. Why was there no objection 
to the prccisely similar schemes of 
Germ,lny in t\}14'! Surely if it were then 
undesirable rrom our point of view th~H 
Germany should ohtain complete control over 
Central Europe, and presumably in a consider­
<lblc dcgree over Belgium and Holland, It 
would appear to he not less ulldesirable now. 

I-le had never concealed hi ... view that the 
complete laking over of the GCl'nlan colonies 
by Great Britain, and 10 some extent by others. 
was a radical crror of judgment. It was an 
injustice for the re<lson that the argulllcnts 
that the Gcrman colonies were misgoverned 
were greatly exaggerated. lie had better 
means than many people of knowing what the 
government of some of the colonies was. 
Allholll~h it ·was conuucted on lines different 
from those which we favoured it would be 
p;ross exaggeration to speak of it as having 
been nitol!clher bad. 

Ohviously no onc was proposing the hand­
ing back of those colonies to Germany 
('11 Mac. hut there was a strong case for 
looking. into Ihe·question to sec whether it was 
not possible to p;ive some satisf'lttion to 
GernlllllY. lie' concurred with 'practic"lIy 
everythjl1~ that the Archbishop of C:-mterhllry 
had said nbotlt the rete'1tion of Article XVI of 
the League Covenant j that was to say. that any 

7 ;, 

"'.H , .• J .,"u ".''' .... ,'' .... , .... v ._~.- --, ... 
itself from e\'ent~ on the vart of the COl 
opposite 'our own shores, and to sug~ec 
\ve should do so now would not onl~ 
revolution in policy but quite unSOlll1< 
illogical. The Gove'rnment held th'l 
existence of the Franco~Sovict Pnct· hn 
in any way increased our· legal obligati! 
France. . " 

APPEASEMENT IN EUHC 
No onc could fail to f;ympathizc wi: 

objects which Lord Arnord had in mint! 
he asked thut there should be a sett! 
with Gcrm:'lI1Y. The SeCretary of Stn 
Foreigll AIl"airs, in his speech at Birmir 
011 Saturday, s:.lid: "·W~.orreJ' frjend~1 

all, but on equal terms." What the G. 
ment had in mind was the desirability of 
ing a discussion on the possible contrih' 
which all part:cs concerned might be"a' 
l1lnke towards a !!cncral appeasemc' 
Emope. They felt that all must help, 
was quite clear that it was on~ in a sp 
reasonableness and in an atmosphere (' 
conciliation that they could hope for SllCl 

It had becn suggestcd that the solution 
colonial question would m;lke a valuabh. 
tribution towards that appeasement. I k 
say frankly that he was not in a positi 
disclIss that question in detail, and he 
only refer to Ihe words of. the com",/! 
issued in November after the vi~il (' 
French Ministers to London. It state( 
a preliminary examination had becn...,m;\ 
the colonial question in all its aspect 
that it was recog.nized that that qucstiOl 
not onc that could be considered in ISO! 
;:llld moreover that it woulCl involve a nl 
of othcr countries. It was . agreed th;\ 
subject would require much morc cXlt 
study. 

He wished to make it cle;lf that 01 

genenli question of an understanding 
"'Germany there was of course no quest t, 
our ceasing in our efforts to rcach an 11 

standing. We were pursuing those dfort 
he could say no more than repeat the <'I, 

which ·the Prime M illistcr gave to a qU! 

in the House of Commons on Fcbru<ll 
.. The question is under active considcl 
by his Majesty's GovernJUti)l. but l ha' 
statement to make at presenl:' The clT! 
which the Secretary of State referred al 

mingham applied also of course to Italy 
it was madc to all countries'.; The Govefl 1 

felt that any agreement whi~h they might 
with Italy must be a complete and COl 

hensive olle. (Hear, htfar.) Effort 
approach the matter piccenle'll werc not 
to be of mllch avail. He did n6t want \. 
anything further except th~t he was 11(1 
that it 'would h~ possiblc 10 :eliminate an) 
culties at'present standing in the -\-vay as a'; 
of good, will on' b.oth sides: 

SIR HOBERT V ANSITTAR 
DUTIES 

The reasons for the appointmcnt of 
Robert Vansittart as Chief Diplomatic AI 
were fully set out in the cOI1lHfulliqlle j, 

to the Press on January 1. He t 

Plymouth) should have thought that it 
obvious that the rapidly growing preSSl l ' 

work 011 the officials of the Foreign ( 
had seriously reduced the timc availanh 
the prolonged and careful considerati() 
questions of broad policy. If that were ~, 
need' for some orlicial who would have 
to devote to the consideration of polic\ 
place the rcsult of his reflections bcforr 
miln bearing the greatest responsibility 0 

the Secrelary of State for Foreign Affairs. 
at once apparent. ' 

lie should have thought that thcre \\ 
be general agreemcnt th~lt no better pt 
could have been found to perform 
technical Hnd highly responsible task lhal 
Robert Vansiltart. Ilis career and his q 
licutions spoke for themselves and nee(k 
emphasizing. There W;'IS no question Of 

advising any other person Ihan tbe Secr! 
of-Slate, still less of his advising the Go, 
mcnt as <l whole. lie had' a room in 
Foreign OUke. Like any olher Civil SCI 

he would be subordinate to his political 1 

and thc rcsponsibility for his 'advice, if it 
;.\oopted, would be'3ssumed by the Secreta I 
State. There was no reason .to fear that 
of t hc complications which had been sugg l 

would tak.e place. The rteccs:;ary 3ffangen 
had been made within the, oflice and they 
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pre<..ented no difficulry "" halsoever Rnd were 
worl-ing very smoothly indeed. 

LORD PONSONBY 8ske-d wherher the new 
Advi!>er would be subordinafe to the Perm,lnenl 
Undel-Secretary or be plllced "hove him. 

The EARL of PLYMOUTH said that there 
was no qllest ion of. his being superior or 
~uhofdinute. They worked on parallel lines 
fHlher than on the ~ame trud one in front of 
the olher., 

PUBLICITY ABROAD 
It had heen announced recently by the 

Prime Minister that Sir Robert Yamitturt was 
to pre~ide over n committee whose function 
would he to coordinate: und advise on the 
work being done by various hodies enguged in 
HI iti~h publidlY llbroad. Muny mi:.co1u.:ep­
lions appeared to exist wilh recnrd 10 the 
commitlee, which hud nol yet met. It would 
not hilve uny executive functions and il would 
limit its activities to advice.' Experience ulone 
would show how wide the scope of Ihe com­
millee would he and no one would wi~h to tie 
down its <lcti.vities. But he could say what it 
"ould not do., The chuirm;m would not in IIny 
!>en~e be n propugand:t dicultor wielding 
mysterious powen., nor would the commillee 
e),.en:i~e <lny kind of control over the Pre'\s. 

The Chief Diplomatic Advi"er would. if the 
Secretary of 'state .!:oO desired, repre~ent the 
Foreign Oflice lit confcrem:l's abroad. <lod il 
was well that a man of his international repu­
tation !'.hould be uvailahle for thal purpose. 
There was no intention of Iraosforrning him 
inlO a kind of Ambassador-ht-large or con· 
ferring any !o.peci<.li mis!'.ion upon him. . Sir 
Alexander Cadogan would be the Pc:rmanent 
Under-Secrc:tary of State in as full a sense us 
any of his predecessors. 

LORD. PONSONRY asked whether' the 
Unr' "cretary would not retain hi ... room, 
whi s 10 he given to the Chief Ac..lvi.!:.er. 

Tt .... ..:.ARL of PLYMOUTH said that Lord 
Pon ... onby appeared to have some information 
which he (Lord Plymouth) had not got. 
(Laughter.) . . 

Turning 10 the situation in Austria, the 
noble earl made a statement in similar term~ 

: to· that made by Mr. Eden in the' House of 
I Commons. 

On the motion of the MARQUESS of 
, LO"'" N .. the debate wus adjourned. 
I 1 lordships rose at IJ minutes -to 
, 7 O·Clv~K. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS 
WEDNESDAY. FER. 16 

The SPEAKER took the Chair nl a Quarter to 
3 o·c1ock. 

GERMANY AND 
AUSTRIA 

MR. EDEN'S STATEMENT 
Mr. EDEN. Secreta'ry of 5tate for Forei!!:n 

down of the old bridge. Thai was done in 
defiance of Parliamentary opinion. What wc 
[Ire now dealing wilh is a River Thames over 
which there is no brid!!e---(Iaughler)-und 
London trellfie demand:. thut there should be 
onc. 

liON. MEMB£Rs.-That is your Wuierioo. 
(LRu~htcr ,) 

CARRIERS' LICENCES 
Mr; GRANT·FERRIS (St. P.ncras. U.) 

asked Ihe Minisier of 'Transport whether he 
proposed 10 avail himself of the powers given 
to him by the Road Trallic Act, 1937, to eXlend 
the period of currency of c,uriers' licenues. 

Mr. BlJRGIN.-Yes, Sir. I referred Ihis 
quet;tion 10 the Transport Advisory Council 
and am about to publish their report, which 
recommends an inc.:rea!o.e of the periods to five 
YClHS for .. A" und .. C" licences and 10 
two years for" B 'f licences, providc:d that the 
observance of the conditions of licences be 
upheld by the strongc)t possible measures, 
including. after fnir warning, sllspension and 
revocalion of licences. 1 have accepted their 
recommendations flnd shall make the nC'L"essury 
reguhHions with l:tS lillk dt::!<l)' as po~sjble. 

INDIA 
THE RESIGNATION OF THE 

TWO MINISTRIES 
Mr. WEDG\VOOD BENN (M<inchester, 

Gorton, Lilb.) asked the Under·Secretary of 
State for India whether he could make a slate­
menl on the resigt;lalion' of the Ministries in 
Bihar and the Uni ed Provjnces, 

EARL 'WINTERTON, Ch<incellor of the 
Dudly of Lancaster (1lorsham <lnd \Vonhing. 
U.), \o\ho replied. s<ljd:--;---l gleally n;gret Ihat 
Ihe Ministries in the United Provinces and 
Bihar, which since they took office in July of 
last year have admini~rered the government of 
two imporwnt Provinces with prudence Olnd 
nlOderOllion, have found il neet:ssary 10 resign. 
Trleir re:.igniltion aro,e out of the polic.,. they 
proposed 10 pLlr~ue in connexion with the 
reiea"e of so-called rolitic<.ll prbont:rs. iI 
had heen an imponunt (c:lIure of the pro­
gramme of Congress Mini~lries in all Provinces 
to ~lTlIre the re\t::i!>e of ,dl prisoner!> convicted 
of (:rimes which wele con~idered to be <lclu:.lled 
by a politicHI motive. 

The Governors of Ihe Provinces in which 
there h:tve been Coni!:ress MiniSlric~ had. a(ter 
consultation with the Governor-Gene-n.II. found 
themselves able to accept Ihe proposals of 
their Ministries for the release of a suhst,tnli,!I 
numbt:r. of such prisoners, huving salisficd 
them:.elves after examination of cach' indj­
vidualca:-.e on it!> merits, that no menace 10 the 
peace and Ir~nqllillity ot tbe Province W,IS in­
volved, 1n the United Provinccs 14 politic;t\ 
pri~oners had been reiea!'>ed in this way ,lnd in 
Bihar 15, but there remain 15 more in the 
United Provinces and 26 in Bihar, ~ome of 
whom hild been convicted of sel iOlls crimes of 
violence. / 

~~"i;~ (%.:,Wi~~I~~~G~:"~i~;7;~<~ia~:)· ~<:~:): ., GRAVEST RISK TO PEACE" 
said :-J undelstand that' the working of the The Governors 'were fully pr('pared 10 deal 
Austro·Germun agreement of July, 1936, has with the cases of Ihl: remaining prisoners on 
for !o.omc time pil!'>t. been under con~idcration the same b<!~is of individual !'>Crtlliny, hut thc 

~e~~i~I~~~~~;a;v~~~II~ll;thi:ld ~~B;~tllt~~~s~dC~ Ministers in both Provinces were ilO longet.. 

of justice, must stril-e at the '\-'er)' root of law 
llnd order in India. Even if there wefe somo 
rrovince~ in which the effects would nol imme­
diately he felt, in Ihe end the basis of good 
g{lvernment everywhere would inevil»hly be 
dangcromly impaired, The Governor-General 
flccordinCly felt hound 10 use Ihe power con­
ferred on him hy the Act and direcled the 
Governors of the Uniled 'Provinces and Bihar 
10 rcftl~ their a:.sent 10 their Mini.~lers' pro­
posul. The Mini~tries thereupon tendered tlteir 
rc!>ignation. 

PLEA FOR JIIORE INfORJIIATION 
Mr. WEDGWOOD DENN.-May I ask 

the Prime Minister, tirst, ~'hether he does not 
agree that it would be very unwise not to do 
everythmg we can to avoid a' constitutional 
crisi~ in India; and,-secondly. whether, inas­
much as the respomihility for all these decisions 
rests entilely on this HOUhC, because the: 
Governors are exerci~;ng powers for which we 
are responsihle, tbe Minister will give us a full 
statement, including the statements of the Coh­
gre~s Ministers them~el\'es, and also a cata.logue 
of Ihe crimes of which Ihe!.(! prisoners were 
convicted and on ",,11;It dates '/ 

EARL WINTERTON.--Qf course, it is my 
duty. on beh.df of the Secretary of State, to 
afford ull ros~ible information to the House 
and I quite 'Ippn:ciate the point that the right 
hon. gentleman has made, but I would depre­
cute any lll1t'rnpt to anticipflle the future course 
of events. The~e M inistries have only just 
resigned, and it is ro~~ible that other Ministries 
may be formed. I should like to add~that the 
Governor-General took action himself in pur­
smmce of his own statulory duty_ 

Mr. WEDGWOOD BENN.-May I ask 
the Prime Minister whether it is not a fact 
thut this Hou!.e in the Statute deliberately 
as~umed re~pomibi1ity for these m<1l\ers? 
While I agree entirely with the noble lord that 
precipitatc <1ction might do much harm, is it 
not the duty of the'" Government to see that we, 
who have to decide, are put in pos!>ession of tbe 
fullest information from both sides '/ 

Mr. CIIAMDERLAIN.-My. right han. 
friend hus just plOmj~ed la do such a thing. 

WHITE PAPER POSSIBLE 
Miss WILKINSON (Jarrow, Lab.).-Ts it 

not a fact thut the whole situation under which' 
the~c prisoners were convicted was due to their 
ohjcction to an alien rule '/ (Ministerial cries 
of .. Oh ! It). \VeH, most of them. 

The SPEAKER.-I do not think the hon. 
memher hus the right to raist the question of 
the merits of the convictions of these prisoners. 
We cannot have a debale. 

Miss WILKINSON.-I only wanled 10 rais~ 
the point in view of the very l'x-p{lrle statement 
which has been made by the t\'linister. Is it 
not a fw::t that the change in rule-Ihe charac~ 
ter of rule-in this country makes all the 
dtlTercnce in, the allitude of these men to the 
Government? 

Mr. BEVAN (Ebbw Yale, Lab.),-\Vhen will 
thi., infollnation be given '{ 

EARL WINTERTON.-J am 50rry if J gave 
the impre!o.sion that I would not [lrro~d the 
Ilou~ lhe fullest inCormatlon. J quile <lppre­
ciale that it is my duty to do so. All I said 
was thal I would deprecate an atlempt to antici­
pate tht: futurt: course of events, Certainly 1 
shall be prepared 10 ask my noble friend to lay 
rJapers or if necessary publish a White Paper 
on the ~ubject. (l-It:'tr, heur.) 

on SUlUrday hlsl between the Au~tri<ln and content with this procedure, and proposed 10 

Germ:m Chancellors, and as a tesult a IIt:W release forthwith the whole of the remainder of 
agreement tUIS been leucht:d belween the the so..c.liled •. polilical" prisoners in their 

~eu:t~~I~e~I~~t l~l~r~~~nye?t;:~n;~~~LI~d~~~~~ ~~~;~it~~t:~e~i~hfo~~:i~g~~r~~s~hei:~uG:v~~n~~: RELATIONS WITH EIRE 
~1~;f~~li~~/~i~~'~ p~;::e~s:~l~~det~~yr~~;~a~i~~~f~~ ~~~i;fl;es~~ibi'lti\~fo~h~re~~~tf~a: a~I~I~:r~\'~ MINISTERS MEETING ON 
~~notl~r~Cf:dAil~tr:~t:~or;:,~~,~~n:enll ~~J~rSI~~)ed~ ~~c:~\~cy~ ~~Ir~~~h~:~r. '\~r~e:.~~~~II~~~~~ o}n~?(~\il: MO NDA.Y 
wilh the lmdcnaking!. reached nt .Bcrt:htes- consideralion. decidc:d that he could not ,Igree . Mr. ATfLEE (Limehouse. Lab.) asked the 
I!:lI(.kn. Tht:le is reil~on 10 believe that other 10 the il1)Olt!diole and inui:..criminale rele<l!'>e of Prime Minister whether he could say when the 
provi·· "'s 01 the agreemenl conlain under- ~t hody of legally convictcd pri!o.oners which in- meetings between Uniled Kingdom Ministers 
tuli' both Governments on n variety o( dudes dangerous terlOri!>ts ";lh vcry bad and Ministers of Eire wOllld be resumed. 
~lJbj\. ,mt until Ihe actual text o( the agree- criminal records. lie is satisfied, and Ill)' 
ment IS pubhshed 1 am not in n po~ilion 10 noble friend is in full agreement with him, th:iI Mr. CHAMBERLAIN.-Yes, Sir. As was 
make any further sll:lIcmenl. His Majesty's IH10ption of the proposal of the Mini:-.lers in announced on Junuary 19, the meetings he­
Governmc-nt ~Ire lOeunwhile clo~cly following Ihc,,(! two Proyin\.·e!. .... ould he altended hy Iht:" tween Millist(:rs .... ere~uspcndt'dpendjng a moro 
ucveloprncllls., I-:ra\'cst rbk to the peace uno Ifilnl./uillilY of detailed naminution of a numher of JlOinl~ hy 

Mr. BELLENGER.-Cun the Foreiro Indill., the ollki"bof the two Governments. The ne(:es~ 
\)t'clctary giVl' an i.ls~tu~nL:e th:lt his M.aje~ty's li is clear thal unconditional <:lcceptance of )-;ary lIat,l arc now ilvililable for JUfliJer discus­
GO'\-'ernmcnl's policy in relation 10 the jntegrity the doctrine that crimc~ of violence, if IlClualcd ~i{lns helween M ini~!crs, und it has been 
wd independt:nce o( AU"lria remains the same by a motive that C,ln he de!>Crihed as .. roliti- arfllnged that Mr. de Valera and his colleagues 
as hr led ,on the Illst occasiun the matter cat "-and thi" description might well he re- :-.hould return 10 London for a resumption of 

in this Jlou!'>e'! garded a~ covering communal activilies-need the me-Clings next Monduy, Fehruary 21. 
MI ..JEN.-Mv n."<.'ollection is that what not he suhject 10 the pcn .. dlie., pre"crihed hy the SI R R. ROSS (Londonderry, U.).-Willthe 

I !'>Ialed W:IS rllil! ·hi" Majl'sly's Govr-rnment laY' of Ihe 1.lnd and IInpo~ed 10 the tJue to\lr~ Prime Mini ... lt·r indic:'<lc.to thc 1\1inislers from 

:~t~:d~~~~~~a~di~~~~i~~~~~~i~i~· : ;;;;;:;;-;;-=-=-=-;;-;;--;;:,,::~-;:.;;;-::-::::~;;:::=;:.;;;=!;;' -"'=;;:::=~;;::::;::;;:::-"'==:;::;:.;;;=;:.;;;=;;:::== 
our.polic),._ (Cheers.), '.. ,'. 

Mr/ ·A.; lIENDERSON (Kingswin(ord', 
Lab.}.-Dnes his Majesty's Government still 
.. land by the joint dr:claration of February, 
1934, '10 the effect that they reaffirmed the 
interest of this country in the integrilY 'and 
independence of AU~lfill " 

Mr. EDEN,-ltake illhat the hon. memher 
is Jcfr-rring to the Stres" Declanllion. Th"t is 
<Iuile true. but that wu!. l\ declar.llion of three 
Governmenl~-Grcat Britain, Frunce, lInd 
IliIlr-and Italy hus not yet consulted hi~ 
Majesty's Government un the ma!!er .. 

ITALY AND A LOAN 
Mr. M. JONI:S ICutrphilly, Lah.' II.~ked the 

<;:;ecrelury of Slale for Foreign AffHirs whether, 
in reopening di)'cussions with a view to improv& 
ing the reiatiomhip between Britain OInd Italy. 
Ihe que~tion of IlIe i ... ~lle o( a 101ln 10 Italy 
would (01 rn p'lrt uf tho!>e di$.\.:u!lo~jons. I 

Mr. EDEN.-No. Sir. ::= 
AlnPOHT FOR LONDON 

In (t"ply to Mr. LHINS (l.t"i('("sler. E., Lnh.), 
\\iJu :b\...ed jf hi ... ,lltt"1l1ion had ht'en calkd to 
ilK: ~lt·pS taken hy the C(Jwt of Common 
l-OlUl~'i! 10 pluvide lill;lnciul a),~iSI;lnce 101' the 
lllpoll ill I'aillur, b,>t'x, 

l.ILur .. COL. MUIRIIJ:AD. tlJllkr·SW<' 
1:lry Illr Air (\\'l'il .... 1.1.), :-'itid that he had "t"en 
I I epol t ill I ht ' 1'1 t· ...... on I he: OIl"! IIthl ..... Ilk h. it \\ .I~ 
.!'lled. Wll~ Iwing ulhlPIt"d to linnnce I Ill' ail port 
,~'hellle ut hlillop. lie luu!t-"'Iood Ihal Ihe 
IHllpk'lilln (If the: acqlli..,ilion or I.llId wa~ no", 

,lllminefl!, ;Jlld Ihal ;1'" "001\ a~ pUldlil...e W,I" 
1II11pklnl tlwCil)' \OI])OIi1lion \o\ould P'I)(,.·l·t'd 
1I1I1 Iheir plan' fOl the dt"\"I'llljlIlH'lIt (If tlli, 
1111)(111, \\hi\.h \\,\" illtt'lHlnf to tIC iI tl'lmill;11 
'Ill' 10 ht'!p 10 IlIt"l't Ill\., Ilt"l"d" t.f Ihe inlle:;t.,illg 

,ol\lIl1e (If tlir tr>diil; 10 and floln he Me-tro-
)tlli~, lie that Ihe 

., ..... ' 

» AIRPORT fOR. LONDON 
c', In replY-iD Mr. LvbNs (Leicester. E., Lab.). 
'who asked if his attention had been called to 
the.' steps taken by the Court of Common 
Coundl 10 provide financial assistance for the 
airport at FHirlop, Essex, 
'. LIEUT.-COL. M U1RHEAD, Vrid~r-Secre­
tary for Air (Wells, V.l, said that he had seen 
a report in the Press on the method which, it was 
stated, was heing adopted to finance the airport I 

scheme at Fairlop.' He IInderstood that the 
completion of the llcquisition of land was now 
imminent, and that as soon as purchase was 
completed the City Corporation would proceed 
with their. plans for the development of this 
airport, which was int,ended to be a terminal 
one to help to meet [he needs of the increasing 
volume of air traffic to' and from the Metro~ 
polis. He was informed tha't the Corporation 

. had approved 'and .definitelY selected the site 
I and that when the London Passenger Transport 

Board had completed eXlen~ions to their line an 
electrified service 10 the City would be available 
from Fairlop st~tion. . 

WATERLOO BRIDGE' 
.;·"~rR W·. DAVISON (Kensington, S., U.l 
asked the Minister of Transport in. what 
circumstances and by what authority he had 
agrec:d to make 1\ granl from public funds to 
the London County Council IOwards the cost 
of rehuilding. Waterloo. Bridge, seeing that 
Parliament had refused to make any grant for 
this purpose. 
.' Mr. BURGIN' (Luton. L. Nat.l.-T would 
refer. my hon. friend to the reply given by 
me on December 22 last to the ri!!ht hon. 
gentleman t}le member for South Hackney 

.(Mr.· H. Morrison), when I explained the 
circumstances in. which the Government pro­
posed to approve a contribution from the' 

,Road FlInd<lOwa~ds the cost of building the 
new, 'Vaterloo Bridge. ' .. 
'. SIR W.· DAVISON."'-Is my' right hon, 
friend 'aware that in Ihat reply neither of the 
two points about which I ask in my questions 

'on, ,...th~ t paper is dealt with-namely, in 
wl~a! Circumstances and by what authority the 
MinIster of, Transport took upon himself to 
override the decision of Parliament expressed 
on. more than one occasion that no grant 

.should be made.? ,. ...., 
! .. , Mr, B~RGIN.-My. hon. friend suggests 
that Parhamcn( had come to a decision not 
to make a .contribution 10 \Valerloo Bridge. 
The .facts are that the Government came: 10 
lhe C09clu'iion not to make a grant to Waterloo 
Bridge~·' Circumstances hrwe ch~\nged and in 
the interests of highway facililies ,in London 
in general and cross~river facilities 3t Ihe site 
of Waterloo Bridge I am convinced that it is 
necessary and in the intcrests of ITame that 
Waterloo Bridge should he constructed and 
should he constrtlcled on certnin lines. To 
rclain control of the con"Olruction nnd to 
contrih~He to highway improvr-menr generally 
I '~.I~vlscd-and take the - responsibiliJy for 
advlsmg-lhat there, should he a grant ilnd 
the Government hOtve .so decided. (Chc~rs.) 
. SIR W. DAVISON,-Is. there.no ohjoct in 
Parliament on three occasIOns expressing the 
opinion. that there shol!ld be no grant made 
because ·the L.e.c. declded< 10 pull down the 
~bridge and ,hot IQ recondition it as Parliament 
~esired.'J ;~~;X~!: {~V~::'~r.-t,:',."i'; ,~ 'F.' ".j." 1<,.\" '.' ,.".' t ,,~.: : 

·"~'l·M.r.;,,';TIIORNE,:; (Plai~tow, , Lnh.) • ....:.n'is' 
Parhame.nt.;.y·, has' . .' more \. common 'scnst". 
(LBl.Igl.'ler.) :,,: :.'1 j;":':;" .•.... ',~'" .'; '. 
':' Mr:BUR'GIN:,-;Tt is' not proposed to malic 

; nny, grant, ·towards· the' CO!! of· the pulling ~ 

~il~l~(;,~ii>',. ,;" 
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