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UNITY IN NATIONAL DEFENCE

SIR T. INSKIP’S

APPEAL TO THE

' OPPOSITION

BRITISH POWER  AND

COLLECTIVE SECURITY

GOVERNMENT PLANS FOR ALL
EMERGENCIES

HOUSE OF LORDS

THURSDAY, FEB. 18
The Lorp CHANCELLOR ook his seat on the
‘Woolsack at a quarter past 4 o'clock.

REGENCY BILL

The Regency Bill was considered on Report.

On Clause 2 (Regency during total incapacity
of the Sovereign),

VISCOUNT HALIFAX, Lord Privy Seal,
moved an amendment to provide that the Royal
functions should be performed by a Regent if
the persons selected for the purpose were
* satisfied by evidence that the Sovereign is for
some definite cause not available for the per-
formance of those functions.” He said that the
amendment was designed to meet the point
raised by Lord Rankeillour in Committee.

LORD RANKEILLOUR, in thanking
Viscount Halifax and the Home Secretary, said
that the words suggested covered a case which
he had not thought of, shipwreck, where the
presumption of death would be difficult,

LORD STRABOLGI said that the Oppo-
sition thought the words appropriate..

he amendment was agreed to and the
Report stage was concluded .

The Trade Marks {Amendment) Bill was

read the third time and passed.

APPEALS IN JUDICIAL
PROCEEDINGS

The LORD CHANCELLOR moved an
amendment to Standing Order No. I, regu-
iating Judicial Proceedings. to provide that in
«ppeals in which leave to appeal had been
granted under the Administration of Justice
1Appeals) Act, 1934, a certificpte from two
~ounsel to show that an appeal was substantial
zrd not frivolous was not mecessary.

The amendment was agreed to.

ROYAL ASSENT
A Royal Commission, consisting of the Lorp
CHANCELLOR, LORD MOUNT TEMPLE, and LORD

HUTCHISON, sat and signified the Royal assent
o the following Acts:—

Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Act : Beef and.

\eal Customs Duties Act: India and Burma
Existing Laws) Act: Unemployment Assist-
-nce (Temporary Provisions) {Amendment)
Act: Public Works Loans Act : Firearms Act;
Queen Anne’s Bounty (Powers) Measure.
Vﬁhcir lordships rose at 10 minutes to 5
o clock.

HOUSE OF COMMONS
Tuurspay, Fep. [§
The Sreaxcr took the Chair at a quarter
to 3 o'clock.
UNEMPLOYMENT FUND

fuse public vehicles as far as possible in prefer-
ence to private vehicles. The question of the

in the Royal parks for seat-holders in the parks
is at present under consideration.

GAS PROTECTION

“ ACADEMIC » CRITICISM

SIR N. GRATTAN-DOYLE (Newcastle,
N., U.) asked the Home Secretary whether
in view of the nature of the criticism of air-
protection plans by the Cambridge scientists
anti-war group he proposed to take any steps
to reassure the public on the efficacy of the
Government's proposals.

Mr. G. LLOYD, Under-Secretary, Home
Office (Birmingham, Ladywood, U.)—I am
advised that the experiments carried out by the
persons referred to depend on academic
assumption and have been interpreted on
purely theoretical lines. Both the experiments
themselves and the deductions made from them
are consequently open to grave criticism. The
Government's recommendations on the other
hand are based on carefully conducted experi-
ments employing actual war gases liberated
under practical conditions, and having par-
ticular regard to the circumstances jn which
gas can be discharged from aircraft. My
right hon. friend is satished that the
recommended methods of gas-proofing would
be-effective in affording a very great measure
of protection and would reduce materially the
number of casualties which might otherwise
oceur.

800 MORE MOBILE
POLICE

EDUCATION OF ROAD USERS

SIR W. BRASS (Clitheroe, U} asked the
Home Secretary whether he had any proposals
to make for more effective use of police patrols
in encouraging the observance of the highway
code by all classes of road users.

SIR J. SIMON.—Yes. Sir. I have had this
matter under cxamination for some time, in
consultation with the Secretary of State for
Scotland and the Minister of Transport, and
have formed the opinion that good results
‘would bhe achieved by angmenting the per-
sonnel available. not so much with a view to
more frequent penal action but primarily for
the purpose of inculcating 2 higher standard
of road sense and behaviour on the part of all
classes of road users; including cyclists and
pedestrians.

With the concurrence of the Chancellor of
the Exchequer. it is proposed to arrange for
an experiment, involving a substantial in-

crease in the number of partrols, to be carried
out for a limited period in a few selected areas,
including the Metropolitan Police District.
For this purpose it will. of course. be necessary
1o secure the c‘oo;;gura(innto( any police autho-
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provision of certain additional parking space -

referred to is a brokerage firm, and does not |
give financial credits.  The answer to the
second part of the question is in the negative.

Mr. STRAUSS asked if the right hon.
gentleman was aware that the whole object of
this firm was to cnable Germany to purchase
goods from the Dominions by a system of
barter financed - by this company, so that
Germany would not have to pay for the goods
which would become available, and that
thereby credit would be given to Germany for
materials which could be used for armament
purposes. Did the right hon. gentleman
intend taking any steps to prevent this ?

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN sajd that the state-
ment in his reply covered this guestion.

Mr. BELLENGER (Bassetlaw, Lab.) asked
if it would be mnecessary for the right hon.
gentleman to give approval to any loans
necessary for this purpose.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN.—I understand that
no Joans are contemplated.

BUSINESS NEXT WEEK
Mr. BALDWIN informed Mr. ATTLEE
(Limehouse, Lab.) that business for next week
would be as follows:
MoNDay.—Committee stage of Supple-
mentary Estimates beginning with Corona-
tion of his Majesty ; Colonial and Middle
Eastern Services ; Report stage of outstand-
ing Supplementary Estimates, and of the
Defence Loans Money Resolution.
TuesDay.—The adjournment of the
House will be moved for a debate on the
Report of the Gresford Colliery Disaster,
WEDNESDAY.—Second reading of the
Local Government (Financial Provisions)
Bill, and Committee stage of the necessary
Money Resolution,
THURSDAY.~—Second
Defence Loans Bilt.
FriDaY.—Private Mcmbers® Bills.

DEFENCE LOANS

LABOUR AND “PROFLIGACY
OF FINANCE”

The House went into Committee of Ways
and Means, Sik D. Herert, Chairman of
Committees (Watford, U.), in the chair, and
resumed the debate on the motion, in con-
nexion with the Defence Loans; which was
moved yesterday by the Chancellor of the
Exchequer.

Mr. ALEXANDER (Shefficld, Hillsborough,
Lab.) said that in yesterday's debate there
was a fittle in-fighting in a political sense, and
the Chancellor of the Exchequer could not
resist his usual partisan outlook on the general
political situation and indulgence in what the
Speaker had called ** the cut and thrust of
debate.” He had always understood that the

lor of the Exch was d to
be recognized by his supporters as the high
priest of capitalist finance, but he was deserv-
ing of censure for his schemes of the last five
years.

Reactions in the gilt-edged markets showed
that the right’ hon. gentleman's policy was
already having its effect. Speaking in Birming-
ha}&l on January 29 the right hon. gentleman
said:—

As I watched the figures mounting up, as

I reflect upon the growing cost and main-

tenance of this vast papoply when we have

completed it, I cannot help being impressed
by the incredible foily of civilization which
is piling these terrific burdens on the
shoulders of the nations, burdens which, if
something is not done to reduce them. are
bound to pull down the standard of living
for a generation to come.
In the light of those words he could not under-
stand the right hon. gentleman’s light boxing
and quick dancing about the ring when reply-
ing yesterday to the real case presented by
Mr. Pethick-Lawrence as to the effect of the
Government's policy on the cost of living, 1f
any member of the Labour Government had
been responsible for the proposals now being
discussed the City of London would have tried
to throw that Government out on the grounds
of profligacy of finance. (Opposition cheers.)

NO BLANK CHEQUE

He was convinced that whatever arguments
there might be for or against this rearmament

reading of the

realized when they talked ahout the defence
of the Commonwealth how seriously their
policy had undermined the feeling in the
Dominions.

There were also the Hoarc-Laval Pact and
the betrayal of the policy of sunctions. When
the Chancellor of the Exchequer asked for
£400,000,000 they could not forget June 10,
1936, and his speech about midsummer mad-
ness, and the right hon. gentleman’s revela-
tion in_advance of what he haped would be
the decision of the Cabinet on scrapping before
the other Powers knew of the policy of sanc-
tions and full retreat from the policy of full
support of the Covenant of the League.
(Opposition cheers.}

THE PRIME MINISTER’S
RESPONSIBILITY

COLLECTIVE SECURITY
FORGOTTEN

They could not let the Prime Minister escape
from his personal responsibility. (Opposition
cheers,) He understood that Mr. Baldwin was
a great student of Disraeli, who once wrote
the following passage, which probably ex-
plained 2 Jot of the attitude of the present
Prime Minister:—

Frank and explicit: That is the right Jine

1o take when you wish to conceal your own

mind and confuse the minds of others.
(Opposition Jaughter and cheers.)” There had
been a good many speeches of frankness from
the Prime Minister jn the last few years. There
was the one about the dangers of aerial war-
fare and the frank statement that the bomber
would always get through. They had heard on
November 12 his explanation with appalling
frankness of why he put the safety and security
of the country second to his desire of winning a
General Election. (Opposition cheers.) Once
Disraeli coming home from Berlin was greeted
with great applause by the country because he
said that he had come back with peace with
honour. It might be argued that the policy of
this Government had not led to entgnglements
and had kept the peace. Butin 319;,,7; that they
had lost their honour. (Opposition cheers.)

In the circumstances with which we were
faced to-day he (Mr. Alexander) admitted that
we certainly were in need of a measure of re-
armament,  He had never shut his eyes to that.
But when he looked at the basis on which this
rearmaruent programme was asked for and the
methods by which it was to be carried out he
was appalled to think what they were likely to
suffer under the leadership of a Government
like the present one while it was in operation.
It could not be claimed that this programme
was based on a system of collective security.
The First Lord of the Admiralty in May, 1936,
told an audience: — .

Certainly in the future no British Govern-
ment ought to have its hands tied. | It ought
to be able to choose the vital issues on which
it had to fight.

SIR  §. HOARE, First Lord of the
Admiralty (Chelsea, U.)—Any democracy
has got to choose the issues on which it is to
fight.

Mr. ALEXANDER, continuing. said that
taking that to its logical conclusion did not
mean working within a great scheme of collec~
tive security. It meant that this country, if it
liked; must always be the judge in its own cause
and use its arms for its own purposes.

CALL FOR COORDINATION

As 10 the plan for carrying out the rearma-
ment programme, he had looked in vain in the
speeches of the Minister for the Coordination
of Defence for any real evidence of coordina-
tion. We were, for example, to-day ordering
capital ships at a price unprecedenied in the
history of the building of capital ships in this
country. What sort of coordination was there
with the other Services when those ships were
ordered ? Some were ordered before the report
of the inner committee as to whether capital
ships were required had been received. There
was certainiy no evidence of scientific coordina-
tion there.

Labour members were no less lovers of their
fellow-countrymen and no less desirous -of
peace. happiness. and safety than un:one else,
and if it came to a question of defcace they
would not be backward in that regard. What
they were concerned about was what was being
done to prevent defence becoming necessary.

The Government had let the coun'ty down
hadlv Thav had the —canta-s mmmacginmiow nd

for examination ?

Mr. Alexander’s obscrvations about the effect
of the programme upon the * boom " and
upon the ** slump.” He (Sir T. Inskip) found
it difficult 10 reconcile what were apparently
Mr. Alexander's theories about the ** boom ™
with the satisfaction which was felt in every
town and county where there was any prospect
of receiving an order in connexion with the
Government's programme. I the right hon.
gentleman's theories were right they were all
like the Gadarene swine every time they invited
ta Government contractor 1o enlarge .hlS
activities within the area of their boundaries.
{Ministerial Jaughter.)

The Government had been asked what was
the reason for the very Jarge total. He would
only make one gencral observation: they never
could calculate safely upon a narrow margin.
It was quite impossible to arrive at some
mathematical figure of certainty and say,
“ That is just enough to carry us into safety
and we will ask for no more.”

1t was conceivable, as the Chancellor of the
Exchequer pointed out. that in the course of
the next five years it might be necessary to ask
for an even larger sum or for a smaller sum,
but the general magnitude of the programme
and the sum which was involved depended
upon the necessity, if we were going to be safe,
if it was worth while at all to provide for
safety, of being quite sure that we had achieved
our object. (Opposition cheers.) Mr. Pethick-
Lawrence, in a revealing phrase, declared his
opinion that the coordination of defence was
essential in safeguarding the country against a
foreign Power. Mr. Pethick-Lawrence had the
root of the matter in him—(Ministerial cheers)
—that this country must be safeguarded
against the foreign foe ;and all the talk about
the ambiguity of foreign policy fell into its
proper place when it was realized that, talk as
they might about collective security and the
pooling of forces, the task of any Government
worthy of the name was to make it certain that
no foreign foe would prevail over us.
(Ministerjal cheers.)

THE CREDIT ASSET

The Government to-day fortunately enjoyed
in the financial world an unassailable credit.
That was an asset.  Right hon. and hon. gentle-
men opposite seemed to feel some annoyance
that the present Government after five years
of sound administration could borrow without
impairing its credit whereas in their case it was
disastrous. (Ministerial cheers.) Was it to be
supposed that the Government were to wrap
that talent in a napkin and not use it ? The
right hon. gentlemen opposite knew the fate
ot those who did so—outer darkness and
gnashing of teeth. (Laughter.) .

Continuing, Sir T. Inskip said the right hon.
gentleman (Mr. Alexander) would have done
better if he had omitted the references to the
policy of the Dominion Governments. We shall
soon have an ppportunity of full meeting and
conference with the Dominions’ accredited
representatives. Let them speak through their
representatives in their own way. We do not
want to involve them in our discussions in
this House.

Mr. ALEXANDER.—You ask us to pay for
their defence.

SIR T. INSKIP.—No, we do not. We ask
this country to pay for the defence of the
Colonies and Dependencies and those parts of
the Empire from which we obtain so much of
our raw materials. They are making arrange-
ments concerning their own territory in their
own expenditure for their own defence.

The Committee will remember the criticism
that was made earlier that there was not a
word in this White Paper about the League of
Nations. If we had referred to it, would
it have satisfied right hon, gentlemen ? There
is no doubt of the intention and wish of the
Government so far as the use of the forces
which are intended to be equipped up (o their
proper strength js concerned.

COLLECTIVE AND NATIONAL
SECURITY

I have heard a great deal in this debate about

the relation of our defences to the question of

collective security. What does it mean ? 1 do
not think that collective sceurity means that we

Supposi
oS

nobody clse pu
e
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He had listened with some mystification to | will not cooperate with us ?

should abandon the duty of national security. | The Government forthwith took steps 10 ac-
into | quire a well-known engineering undertking at |

submitted in the ordinary way to the House | Does it mean that we are nol to use these forces [camci\y and a much larger potential capacity.

to defend ourselves against anybody clse who | The terms on which it will.be acquired are

The fact that we have pooled our defences |
does not diminish-—it increases—our responsi- |
bilities and our risks—the responsibitity of this
nation to itsell and to its prestige in Eurcps‘
—which is to-day infinitely greater because of
the responsibitity we have pursued in con-
nexion with the pacification of Europe. Right
hon. gentlemen opposite cannot be allowed to
say that because the collective security sysiem
has in their assumption broken down for the
time being that this country has 1o refrain
from defending itsell. It cannot refrain even
in justice to others or in relation to democrucy.
The right hon. gentleman surely cannot mean
that whether collective security is able 1o
protect this country or not this country should
abandon the task of defending itsell.

The right hon. gentleman below the gangway
(Sir A. Sinclair) assailed the Chancellor of the
Exchequer for saying that it was not in the
public interest to state in a precise way who
were the allies and who were the cnemies
against. whom this programme is directed.
Does he seriously suggest that it would have
assisted in the peace of the world if my right
hoa. friend had opened his statement about
this programme by saying thal it is directed
against nation ** X ” or nation * Y ™7 On
the whole question of the relation of this pro-
gramme to our forcign policy. though I
recognize that the hon. members opposite
would never admit that this Government has
any teal zeal or conviction in the idea of the
League of Nations, that is the ideal to which
we are working, and meanwhile we will not
neglect that which will be necessary whether
we have collective security or not.

COAST DEFENCE

The right hon. gentleman suggested that I
failed in my duiy because I had not coordinated
the staffs of the different Ministries. I was
not aware that it was one of my duties to
undertake that part of the duties which fall
upon responsible officers in the Government
service. 1 weuld have very little time left for
my other duties if that were so.

Let me invite the Commitee to_note what
is going on in the way of planning. The figures
for coast defence at home and abroad are
based upen a minute and meticulous examina-
tion of the subject. The first stage taken some
time ago was to devise the general principles
on which the coast defences of ports are to be
based, bearing in mind all the possibilities of
the maval or air attack to which the different
categories of ports might be exposed. The next
stage was to work out for each individual port
the actual defences that were required under
modern conditions, and the third stage was to
discuss with the authorities on the spot the
exact Jocation of the different forms of arma-
meats, Suppose we have completed these
plans for coast defence. Is that or is that not
an example of the coordination which the right
hon. gentleman so ardently desired ?

Let us (ake the reserves of ammunition.
Does anybody think that we are planning this
matter regarding supplies of ammunirion
regardless of other things ? The reserves of
ammunition are calculated with a view to a
possibility of an emergency which may take
place, and always with the idea that we shall
have sufficient reserves to cover the period be-
tween any outbreak of war and the time when
full production by Government and other
factories will come’into play.

CALCULATED PLANNING
AN EXHAUSTIVE REVIEW*

The organization of this form of supply is in
itself a revelation of the planning which has
been completed. Hon. members do not
realize the extent to which we have had an
elaborate and exhaustive review of the capa-
city of this country to produce armaments of
all types to meet the couniry’s needs. We!
have allotted 1o the departments the capacity
of this and that firm so that there may be no
overlapping, and no competition between de-
partments for the services of the same pro-
ducer. 1t has not been haphazard, panic
planning. but a deliberate calculation down to |
the last unit of any particular type of weapon |
or arm that is required. {

Let me give an example how 1his wor
We found a definite deficiency in the capacin
lor the nceds of the Army of a precise amouni.

being carefully considered. 11 is a response
1o the detailed consideration of the needs of
the country, and it is part of the completed
plan for moking capacity equal to demands
which any emergency, even that of collective
security, may make on us.

Why are we building Government factories
for the purpose of producing ammunition or
explosives 2 During the last War everybody
remembers that in the fever of necessity fac-
tories were designed .even up to the last day
of the War for the production of sorely needed
supplies. There is no time-in modern war,
especially when the weight of the attack will
be felt in the first few weeks, to make prepara-
tions which will 1ake 18 months or a year to
complete—(hear, hear)—so we have felt it to
be in the national interest to build factories
while we have time so that they can be avail-
able if an emergency should arise.  (Hear,
hear.} Is that an example or not of planning
and preparation ?

MAGNITUDE OF THE TASK

It is important to point out that although
the total sum stated in the White Paper indi-
cates the magnitude of the task the Government
have to undertake, it is not a balance-sheet.
The programme remains flexible. We hope it
may never be necessary, if the Government’s
policy succeeds, to extend this vast sum. The
White Paper states that medifications are pos-
sible either up or down—I hope not up—but
it does not indicate the task which the nation
must undertake. The items in the balance
sheet will be produced when these matters
come before the House.

The hon. member for East Edinburgh (Mr.
Pethick-Lawrence) said that he was not sur-
prised by what he found in the White Paper,
that he knew well the magnitude of the task,
and that he could have written with one excep-
tion evetrything contained in the White Paper.
1 8nly wish he would communicate his know-
ledge to hon. members sitting behind him.
(Ministerial cheers.) I have been asked whether
we are getting all we want as economically as
possible. There is some suspicion that a
Government department enters into a contract
a little wildly, without check and without
supervision. Not a single contract is entered
into on those terms.

Where competitive tenders are impossible
every tender and contract is subjected to an
exhaustive examination by a costings depart-
ment. It has been said that-the costings sec-
tions have not been reinforced for the purpose
of this gigantic task. That is wrong. These
branches have been recruited by the most com-
petent men who could be found. I think we
have some of the most eminent accountants in
the City of London testing the costs suggested,
examining the books of the contractors, and
relating the tenders to the costs experienced in
Government establishments, The Government
departments, with the Treasury behind them if
necessary, are jealous in protecting the tax-
payer and Parliament from any uadue exac-
noni from those engaged on Government
work.

QUESTION OF STAFF

The hon. member for Bishop Auckland (Mr.
Dalton) said"that he had no confidence in me
or in'my staff. If I may deal with my un-
worthy self first, that is not so important as
that he should have no confidence in the staff.
1 have stated the part I play with proper
modesty. and I hope I may say that I have
been cognizant of what is being done and that
on some occasions I may have been able to
make a small coniribution. (Hear, hear,)

The hon. member invited us to supplement
the staffs by adding

younger men and [resh-minded men from the Services

o madecnize the outlovk of the officials at present

advising hinl.

Curious ta relate, the Government had already
thought of that. (Cheers.) About a year ago,
just after 1 took office—although not the
consequence of my taking office—the Joint
Planping Commitiee which already existed
among the Chiefs of Staffl and is comprised of
men of compuaratively junior rank, received the
assistance of a number of men vounger in
years and junior in rank. and you have in that
Depurtment of the Committee of Imperial De-

; fence some of the most alert. vigorous, freshest

and most apen minds that ¢caa be found in the
Services. (Hear. hear.)

There is fortunately Not wamtine =  mend

Qo
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Mr. LAWSON (Chester-le-Street, Lab.)
asked the Minister of Labour whether he had
et received the report of the Unemployment
Insurance  Statutory Committce upon the
financial condition of the Unemployment
Fund: and, if so, whether he proposed to
publish it

Mr. E. BROWN (Leith, L.Nat.).—Yes. Sir.
The Unemployment Insnrance Statutory Com-
mitice_have presented their report upon the
condition of the Unemployment Fund at
Dzcember 31, 1936, and copies of the Report
will be available in the Vote Office at 6 p.m.
on Monday next.

STAG AND POLICE PATROL

Mr. WATKINS (Hackney, Cent.. Lab.)
asked the Home Sccretary if his attention had
been catled to a hunting incident on February 9
when a stag was chased through  West
Wycombe across a railway line into the main
strect of High Wycombe and subsequently
captured by the aid of 2 police patrol-car and
handed back to the hunt, and whether he was
prepared to consider introducing legislation
that would make all such acts of cruelty illegal.

SIR J. SIMON (Spen Valiey, L.Nat.).—I
have obtained a report from the Chief
Constable of High Wycombe which states that
two constables were on motor patrol on ‘the
main London to Oxford road and at a point
about 11 mile from West Wycombe overtook a
stag running along the centre of the road. No
hounds or huntsmen were to be seen. The
stag entered the garden of a house, jumped
through the fence, and then through a second
fence on to the railway line. It travelled to-
wards High Wycombe along the railway line
for some 500 yards and, on reaching the ruil-
way goods yard, returned to the main road.

Apparently confused by the volume of traffic
at this point the stag jumped a fence and
‘Janded in the adjoining stream, where the water
is about 18in. deep. Having crossed the stream,
it found its way into the back garden of one
of a row of houses bordering the stream and
entered a shed, where it was secured. The
animal was in 2 nervous state and bleeding
from both forelegs. After an interval of about
an hour six persons arrived with a box van,
into which the animal was Joaded. The hon.
member will therefore see that the constables
were not taking part in hunting the animal at
all

Mr. W ATKINS.—I was not suggesting that
the cofistables were responsible for hunting ;
the Berks and Bucks Staghounds were the hunt.
Will the Home Secretary consider im\:oducil}g
legislation to prevent occurrences like this,
which outrage the feelings of all decent
people 7 (Hear, hear)

SIR J. SIMON.—I have stated the facts
fully and jmpartially. Everyone can form his
own opinion. I cannot take it on myself to
add to the crowded programme of Government
legisiation.

CORONATION PROCESSION

PLANS FOR PARKING OF CARS

Mr. DAY (Southwark, Cent., Lab.) asked
the Home Secretary what arrangements had
been made by the Commissioner of Police for
the Metropolis for the parking in the West End
of motor-cars belonging to seat-holders occu-
Pying seats in the stands in the Royal parks or
otherwise, at the Coronation procession on
May 12.

SIR J. SIMON.—Under the arrangements

ated by the issi of Police
only cars provided with special windscreen
Iabels will be admitted to the Coronation area
on May 12. The means of access to each
section of the route will be designated on the
label, each section having a label of a special
colour. and setting-down places will be allotied
to cach section.

Arrangements will be made for parking to
be permitied in certain strects which will he
sign-posted.  When  the available parking
space has been filled drivers will have to pro-
ceed outside the Coronation arca by the sign-
posted routes. The available parking space
will, of course. be very limited. and it 13 to be
hoped that spectators and scat-holders will

and 1he necessity for special training will .
it impossible 10 put the full additional force
on the roads before the autumn. It is con-
templated that when the experiment is in full
opcration it will allow for an increase of about
800 men.

It is proposed. without prejudice to any per-
manent arrangement, that the cost of this ex-
perimental increase should be borne by the
Excheguer, and the necessary estimates will be
presented to the House in due course. The
Minister of Transport and mysclf arc anxious
that it should be appreciated that, while there
is, of course, no intention of relaxing the en-
forcement of the law. the experiment is
designed primarily to assist and educate the
road user and not to increase the number of
prosecutions. The effect upon accidents will
be closely watched.

In order that effective touch may be main-
tained with the progress of the experiment and
the work of the patrols generally, arrangements
are being made for the appointment of a joint
consuitative commitiee_which will consist of
representatives of the Departments concerned
and a number of chief officers of police.

SPECIAL AREAS

A BILL NEXT WEEK

Mr. BATEY (Spennymoor, Lab.) asked the
Prime Minister if he conld now state when the
Special Areas Bill would be introduced.

Mr. BALDWIN (Bewdley, U.).—I hope that
it may be possible to introduce the Bill at the
end of next week.,

THE JARROW STEELWORKS

Miss WILKINSON (Jarrow, Lab.) asked the
Prime Minister whether he was now able to
accede to the request of the Lord Mayor of
Newcastle to receive an influential deputation
from Tyneside with regard to the steelworks at
Jarrow,

Mr. BALDWIN.—I assume that the hon.
member is referring to the deputation which I
was asked to receive following a conference
held at Newcastle-on-Tyne on February 5. 1
regret that the pressure upon my time makes
it impossible for me to receive this deputation,
but [ have informed the Town Clerk of New-
castle-on-Tyne that my right hon. friend the
President of the Board of Trade would be
prepared to do so.

Miss WILKINSON asked why the Prime
Minister continually refused to hear the case
of this special area On his own suggestion
they had already exbausted all the Depart-
mental channels and the situation in steel was
now becoming so serious that Cabinet action
was obviously required.

Mr. BALDWIN,—In regard to a matter of
this sort the Board of Trade is the proper
Department to see. I would remind the hon,
lady that all Cabinet Ministers are co-equal—
though fortunately not co-eternal. (Loud
laughter.)

CORONATION SEATS

LIEUT.-COL. MOORE (Ayr Burghs, U}
asked the Lord Presideat of the Council
whether any arrangements were being made
to reserve an adequate number of Coronation
seats in Parliament Square or elsewhere which
members of Parliament might purchase for
their relatives or friends.

Mr. J. R. MAC DONALD (Scottish Uni-
versities, Nat. Lab).—As I have already
stated, it is proposed to allocate the seats in
such a manner as to provide representation of
the various aspects of the national life. The
rumber of seats to be reserved for the two
Houses of Parliament under these arrange-
meants is approximately 2,500,

GERMAN. TRADE WITH
DOMINIONS

Mr. G. STRAUSS (Lambeth. N.. Lab.)
asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer if he
was aware that the declared object of the
recently established company. entitled Co'm-
pensation Brokers, Limited, was the financing
of barter trade between Germany and the
British Dominions : and, as this involved the
granting of new credits to Germany. if his
Majesty’s Government intended taking any
action in the matter,

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN (Birmingham, Edg-
baston, U.).—I understand that the company

g, LG allicd ala mucn
cheaper rate. The Upposition had a right to
insist that, in the interest of State economy,
they should not give a blank cheque to the
Government fo  spend how they liked.
(Opposition cheers.)

Of course, it was traditional for Tories when
in office to look after their friends. {Opposi-
tion cheers.) So far as they had been able
to gather the Government had taken no steps
10 check profits. They had only to look at
the balance-sheets of some of the companies
to see the extent 1o which profits were being
made out of what the Government wouid say
was the extremity of the nation. He had
noticed that hon. members on the Government
side of the House, who quite clearly were
appalled at the prospect of this very heavy
expenditure, were inclined to say that, after
ail, it would not bc so bad because it
would put money into circulation and
attack the hard core of uncmployment.  Jf
they looked at it from that point of view, how
easy it was for the country to be misled.
He guaranteed that if some people from the
residential and rural areas were taken into
some parts of Sheffield they would have doubts
about the effects of armaments expenditure
of this kind.

The kind of expenditure which they were
asked to sanction that day. so far from being
an effective contribution towards the perma-
nent employment of the industrial worker,
would only add to the boom, and then add
to the succeeding slump. The Government
said to the workers: “ Come in and help us
with this armament programme, and eat,
drink, and be merry,” but they left out the Jast
words of the scriptural passage, “ for io-
morrow we die.”” (Opposition cheers.) « With
regard to the effects on the lives and security
of the workers at large he could find nothing
in this armament programme specially 1o
enthuse about or to praise.

This was a melancholy occasion, for the
nation was being asked to pay a bill which
represented the collective ineptitude and folly,
and in some instances the dishonesty, of the
Tory Coalition Government in foreign policy.
{Opposition cheers.) He agreed with the
statement of Mr, Dalton.in. the debate on the
previous night that in 1931 the foreign pro-
spect, not, of course, without its difficulties,
was reasonably promising. Ever since this
coalition took office in 1931—it had no claim
to be called a Natjonal Government—things
in the international sphere had gone from
bad to worse. (Opposition cheers.)

DISARMAMENT FAILURE

He knew that this country was not the only
country concernied in foreign relationships, but
the present Government were supposed to be
a Government of all the talents, and this was
the leading country at the heart of the greatest
Commonwealth in the world, and we ought to
give the greatest lead. Yet they could find
during the last few years case after cage of
the folly and ineptitude and of the political
dishonesty of the present Goverament n
foreign affairs.The more he studied the
records of the Disarmament Conference the
more he was convinced that this country had
a Jarge responsibility for the comparative
failure in the first year of the conference, and
vltimately for its final failurc. This country
was now the most vulnerable country in
Europe to air attack, and yet but for the
folly of representatives of the British/Govern-
ment at the Disarmament Conference they
could have abolished the use of the bombing
aeroplane.  ¢Ministerial cries of * No " and
Opposition cheers.)

Mr. CHURCHILL (Epping, U.).—There is
not a word of truth in that.

Mr. ALEXANDER said that perhaps the
right hon. gentleman would demonstrate to
the House that there was no truth in the
statement.

Manchuria was the first instance of the
wavering of this country in its allegiance 10
collective security. The Stresa Conference also
had a very great influence on the armaments
position. ‘There was practical agreement there
among the representatives of the war allies
that they would not separale. and ¥etin a
few weeks they had the Anglo-German Naval
Treaty, which virtually whitewashed Hitler, for
reverting to the policy of armament based on
four times the naval strength as laid down
in the Versailles Treaty. As to Abyssinia, he
did not yet know whether the Government

OF e WOITAINE Cliasses, as well ay othgr ciasses,
behind them in supporting collectivq security.
The Labour Party by a majority of 20 10 |
came down in favour of sanctions—sanctions
properly carried through. Bur right Bp to the
time of and through the General Eleftion they
were, from all the platforms, called war-
mongers. H

Would hon. members who so charged them
have told the nation then that they pronoscd to
introduce in 1937 a loan for £dt 000,000,
making £1,500,000,000 for armamen . and to
have Ministers like the First Lorf of the
Admiralty, who was prepared to e arma-
ments for mational policy and not forkoliective
security ? (Opposition cheers.) That was the
casc that had to be answered. i

OPPOSITION TO ARI%’[S

“ STAMPEDE »

The Labour Party were prepared t? support
whatever vote might be required for vollective
security within the system of the I;cague of
Nations. They would oppose at all stages any
attempt to stampede this country inio whole-
sale armaments for use for national policy,

Mr. HENDERSON STEWART {Fife, E.,
L.Nat).—For defending your own cpuntry.

Mr. ALEXANDER replied that those in the
Labour Party had no more need to be ashamed
of how they had defended thejr country than
anyone else. (Opposition cheers.) What they
were concerned to get was the adoption of a
policy that would prevent war and; not pre-
cipitate it, Realizing what the competitive race
in armaments before 1914 brought in loss of
life, in miscry and in financial ruin to the
working classes after the War, Mr. Henderson
Stewart could hardly blame them for saying
that, when they voted for armaments to-day,
they wanted them for collective security and
not for national policy for capitalists.

Mr. HENDERSON STEWART.-Had it
not been for the fact that we were adequately.
armed in 1914 we should not be prepared to
speak at all as an independent nation.

Mr. ALEXANDER.—The hon. member's
answer seems ridiculous in the light of the
experience of the War, was that,
although we built the largest navy in the
world at that time, we had fo turn the whole
citizenship into a war camp.

{ (Mr. Alexander concluded) the Govern-
ment were trying to arm this country and
organize the defence of the Empire on a
unilateral defence basis, they were exceedingly
foolish. They had never fought a major war
yet without allies, and powerful allies. The
Labour Party would vote at any timc what
was really required for defence provision under
collective security, but they would refuse to
votc a blank cheque to the Government to
provide unlimited national armaments to be
used mainly for national policy alone.
would use all their time and energies to
rehabilitate the League and restore the confi-
dence of the people in a process which led to
international justice, without which there never

would be peace. (Opposition theers,)

SIR T. INSKIP’S REPLY

THE MARGIN OF SAFETY

SIR T. INSKIP, Minister for the Coordina-
tion of Defence (Farnham, U.), said that the
most interesting feature of the Opposition
speeches had been the complete absence of any
attack on any of the main items of (he pro-
gramme set out in the White Paper, The
programme was not attacked as a whole, nor
was it attacked in part. The only criticism
which Mr. Alexander made was that the
Government were engaged in building capital
ships at a higher cost than in 1971. The
statement that these capital ships were laid
down or wer¢ ordered before the House had had
an opportunity of considering the cost was not
accurate. Certain preparatory steps were no
doubt taken by firms that expected o have
orders. but no contract or binding ohligation
was incurred before the House had had a
perfectiy proper opportunity of lisiening to
the statement that was madq. _ Mr. Alexander |
was also inaccurate in describing the Govern-
ment’s proposals as a request for a blank
cheque.  Was he not awarc. as was wated in
the White Paper and by the Chancelar of the
Exchequer. that every single penny sought to

be expended by the Government would be
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“ What sensible advice these doctors give about

wild cigarettes! I’m not a great smoker myself,
but I'm a very careful one : and ¥ feel I can trust
my voice only to Kensitas—which is lucky, because
T happen to like them best anyway!”

Nt Thondi,

DAME SYBII, THORNDIKE,
most famous of living British tragedienpes.

In a recent independent survey, an overwhelming majority of
lawyers, doctors, lecturers, scientists, ete., who said they
smoked cigarettes, expressed their personal preference for
a mild cigarette.

- Dame Sybil Thorndike’s statement verifies the wisdom of this
preference and so do other leading artists of radio, stage, screen
and opera, whose voices are their fortunes, and who choose
KENSITAS, a mild cigarette, You, too, can have the throat
protection of KENSITAS—a mild cigarette, free of certain harsh
irritants removed by the exclusive KENSITAS Private Process.

* 84% of the doctors of England, who smoke cigarettes, as shown
by replies to a strictly independent survey, prefer a mild cigarette. <«

enSlta.S- the MILD ciga réﬁe
st whial the Docles srdmecd "
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< should be called up for service on pro- |
ion, 1t is a complete misrepresentation (o
‘Tnese that J, who am no tonger able to cluim
be even in my late middie age. am associated
h a number of respeciable  Colone!
mps.”  (Loud laughter.) The youth and
sielligence and experience of these men will
et with the approval of the most exacting
. members opposite.. {Ministerial cheers.)

"LANS FOR WAR CONTROL
The problems of defence arc guestions not
mathematics, but of the proper plans to

¢ made to deal with an infinite variety of

Feumstances. (Hear. hear.) Our experiences
{ the last year in the Eastern Mediterranean,
the Wesiern Mediterranean, in the Spanish

“volution, and in Palestine. have all had the

‘tect of helping the Joint Planning Committee

~d the Chiefs of Staffs Lo see in actual concrete

~rm emergencies for which plans must be
cvised. Nobody believes that plans once

“ude 1o meet a certain emergency are ever
kely 10 be required to meet another emer-

~ency of similar character. There come up

onstantly  for  consideration  strategical
sroblems for which plans have been devised.

. Recently a Joint Intelligence Committee has

heen formed from representatives of the three

Services, which works under the Chiefs of

suff, and we have formed a committee on

ndustrial. intelligence in foreign countries, It

'« impossible for me to disclose the nature of

e reparts we receive and the information the

Joint Intelligence Committee prepares for the

Chiefs of Staff. 1 can only give my assurance

ihat they are an immense and indispensable

id 1o the right planning which continues from
to day in connexion with these questions.
heers.) *

1 have sometimes been interested to read
‘hat no plans are being made for the higher
command in war. This has been exhaustively
osamined, and although 1 do not suggest that
he plans are final and for afl time, the plans
{or setting up a proper control in time of war
have been completed. but will be kept under
consideration. The Government may be blind
10 some things, but it is 100 much to ask any-
body to believe that after all that has been
writien about the complications of the Great
War they really have/not thought of how the
next war should befcarried on so far as the
icher command is €oncerned.

Let us take the question of sea-borne trade,

1 notable iiustration of the necessity for co-

ordination in jts-irue spirit. The Navy, the

Air Force, and even the- Army must play their

part in the protection of our sea-borne trade.

The narrow seas and their dangers have not

escaped the notice of the Staffs or myself, and

I am glad to say—although here again they

will be subject to revision in any fresh

cmergency and with every fresh discovery—
cyhaustive reporis have been prepared. The
distributton of imports of food. the diversion
of shipping from the east coast to the west
coast, the organization of ports, the prepara-
tion of inland transpost, the choice of rontes—
ladies and gentlemen—(loud laughter)—they
have ail been considered. I remember making
that mistake when 1 was much younger and

much more nervous even than I am now. 1

apologize 1o the Heuse for my mistake.

These matters and another which T was
sbout to mention—the proper defence of
vulnerable points against 2ir attack—have been |
considered, not as solved problems, but as;
plans subject to continual consideration. Let
me mention one other matter which I think |
will be of interest to the Committee. The
accumutation of reserves of raw material is
mentioned in the White Paper. E\‘er)'body_\\_iu
be aware that there are many commodities
which are absolutely essential, and the Govern-
ment have taken time by the forelock in this
matter of raw materials, and stores of those
hiave been provided.

FOOD SUPPLIES
RATIONING AND STORAGE

1 would like 1o say onc word about two |
other tapics. One is the question of feod.
Naturally this s a question ol imerest (o
e public 25 it is to the Gasernment. Conirot

wims have heen revenaead for hut lam

i mination that the democratic insiitutions of

= ; of the abil

! anywhere except that of piling up armaments.

great democracy contrasted with the authori- |
tarian States. Js just as uniled in_its deter-!

this country shall be defended 1o the mmost
1y of cvery member of this House.
(Loud Ministerial cheers.)

A NEW PERSPECTIVE

SIR F. ACLAND'S VIEW

SIR F. ACLAND (Cornwall, North, L.) said
that Sir T. Inskip had given some members
rather a new perspective of certain of the work
on which he was engaged. and the Committee
would be grateful to him. In some of the
matters which he mentioned as having come
within the purview of his Department the
Minister seemed to have broken new ground
in very valuable directions. and to have dealt
with things which they hitherto had felt were
not being adequately deait with, With regard
to the financial aspect of the problem tiwe
question was whether the emergency in which
the country found itself—which was greater
than ever before—ijustified a departure from
the general doctrine that Chancellors of the
Exchequer had so often put forward, that for
as long as possible we should pay as we went
along. The great arpument against resort to
loans was that loans tended to lessen the
control and vigilance which the House shoutd
exercise over expenditure.

One of the main reasons why the Liberal
Party hesitated so much in approving the
policy set out by the Chancellor of the
Exchequer was because they felt that the
Government had at present no really efficient
system of contro! of expenditure. It did not
seem that hitherto the Minister had made any
real attempt or had had any real power to
control, for instance, the Admiralty, which
almost’ notoriously had declined 1o assent to
any superior authority on his part. Before
the right hon.’ gentieman’s quite definite state-
ment to-day about the role of the Army on
the Continent, they had felt that the Govern-
ment had not really faced up to the question
whether, in view of the tremendous develop-
ment of the power of aircraft, it would be
possible in future that our Army should be
engaged in continental countries. It seemed
that hitherto the Minister had been engaged
with minor and secondary matters, rather than
with the essential question of what should be
the relationship of our different Services in
view of the tasks which they were now called
on to do.

In spite of all this talk about costing depart-
ments and costing estimates the Liberal Party
still felt that when the Government were em-
ploying private firms in work of this kind
they could not really have any efficient control
of the profits the firms would make. he
claim which these firms would all make, that
there was no guarantee of any permanence for
their staffs, premises, or men, must prevail
over any arguments which costing departments
might bring against them, and must lead to
an enormous prowth of profiteering, which
could not be checked so long as the Govern-
ment relied mainly on private firms for their
production of supply.

“DEVIL OF WAR” IN
CHARGE

The Government's loan policy ought to be
explored in connexion with the necessity -for
national unity and the probability or otherwise
of a European war. The god, or the devil,
of war had already taken charge practically
everywhere. He saw no signs of any policy

He thought that a major conflict in Europe
in the next 18 months would be extremely
difficult to avoid, and no one could possibly
tell whether we should be drawn into it or
not. The Minister's speech had not helped
to clear up what was very essential—namely,
what was the foreign policy of the Government
and on what principles it was based. 1f it was
difficult for us, it must be more difficult for
foreign countries. and that added to the likeli-
hood of our being drawn into any great oul-
break abroad that might occur. .

if war came in the form in which it must
come. with devastating suddenness, natiomal !
unity would be of vital importance (o us. The
Government were sometimes 100 much inclined |
10 feel thot beceuse they were a national unit |
renrcconied the nation. They !

v 1healmen

gentleman as to the seriousness of the position !
and the duties of his station.  (Opposition
cheers.)

If the country was in danger. it was in danger |
from Germany. and we should spend our®
money in the best possible way to save us from |
Hitler. His (the speaker'sy objection to the !
White Paper was that it was devised within '
the Jimits of the money available to make us |
sufe from every one. i

JUSTIFICATION FOR ARMS{(

Mr. LUMLEY (York, U} said it was of |
real jmportance that there should be the |
broadest possible united front. The resolu-
tion and the White Paper should make it plain
that the Government was prepared, so lon
as it seemed necessary, to rearm the country
on a formidable scale. and it would be a mater
for real regret if, in the circumstances of ta-
day, anyone were found to oppose that main
Intention.

Underlying many of the speeches of hon.
members opposite was some hostility 10 the
whole policy of rearmament. The justifica-
tion for rearmament was, first, that there were
many nations which were heavily armed, whose
armaments were more powerful, had greater
destructive power and wider range, and could
be more swiftly deployed than ever before:
and, secondly, that it was impossible to say
that all those armaments were in the hands
of peace-minded people. On the contrary,
there were those who taught to-day that war
was one of the highest of human enterprises
and looked with thinly disguised contempt on
an institution like the League of Nations.

he Labour Party demanded a forward
foreign policy and asked that the dictators
should not be allowed to get away with every-
thing to which they set their hands, but they
would not face up to the hard, unpalatable
fact that such a policy needed strength behind
it. There had been too many werds and not
enough guns about collective security. The
Government proposed to supply the guas,
and, when these were provided, then would be
ihe time to talk more freely and firmly about
collective security.

“WORLD SUICIDE PACT”

SIR S. CRIPPS ON THE
ARMS RACE

SIR S. CRIPPS (Bristol, E., Lab.) said that
they were witnessing the most magnificent sub-
scription to the-world suicide pact which had
yet been published in any coustry in the
world. The vital question was not whether
there should or should not be armaments in
any particular country, but for what purpose
and by whom those armaments were likely to
be used. The vital givisions in the world to-
day were not the divisions between nation and
nation.

For example, the armaments of Germany
might well be welcomed by this country if.
those who controlled them could be relied
upon to have a bengficent purpose for their
use. The Labour Party hated and feared those
armaments because they knew that the pur-
pose for which they would be used was both
vicious and bad. ‘It was not the arms and
the trained men that they regarded as so
sinister, but the powers that would order their
use when the appropriate moment came. They
regarded Nazism, with all that it implied in
aggressiveness. brutality, and the suppression
of freedom. as Public Enemy No. § in the
world to-day. They had no quarrel with the
peoples of Germany, and they would have no
desire or need to create great armaments
against them if they were convinced of the
pacific_intentions of their rulers. They did
not believe in Herr Hitler's protestations of
peace. Herr Hitler would no doubt express
faith in the Pax Germanica, just as right hon.
gentiemen opposite expressed their faith in the
Pax Britannica. but Huler had not yet ‘smlshcd
his imperial ambitions, whereas our ruling class
had done so.

There was no indication that the Govern-
ment had any idea of abandoning the tradi-
tional Tory outlook in foreign palicy. hg
was a policy of remaining in loose isolation. |
always ready to pick up that ally who seemed |
likely for the moment to be most useful m“
maintaining the British Imperial position.
regardless of the deeper and wider interests
of world peace as a whole. By this policy oI:
uncertainty they created an atmosphere of |
doubt which encouraged an arms race ()1r0}|g]\- !

19 1937

concessions, & >ing that what we had we held
and that any! iy who iried to change this
sitnation did ¥ w1 his peril. then he could not
regard that A~ u truly defensive ztlitude as
opposed to an zititude of offence.  Unless the
present Goveriment, or succeeding Govern-

ments, were Prepared (o tackie the economic

and territorial vuuses of war it was impossible
for ever 10 s that we were standing on the
defensive in Jiolding what we possessed.

_Here he fuund himself frankly in oppo-
siion {o some of his hon. friends. Mr.
Mander, whose whole potitical history had
been one 6 pacific intention, repeatedly
pestered the Uinvernment to give a pledge that
In no circurvances would they restore to
Germany Coi-nics that were taken from her.

: He belicved 1hat 1o be a dangerous and un.

tenable attitvide.  If we were to put ourselves
m the position of Germany to-day. with the
Polish Corrjdor, with her minorities and her
lack of colpnies and of economic opportuni-
ties—if Grea! Britain were in Qermany's place,
she would’ never accept permanent peace
until there had been some rectification of that
position.

Mr. MANDER (Wolverhampton. E., LJ
said he wished 10 make his position clear. He
agreed that so long as we and other countries
retained individual colonies Germany had a
legitimate ¢lzim; but he would get over that
by a development of the Mandates system,
placing ajl Cotonies under the internationat
control of the League,

A TRIBUNAL OF EQUITY
Mr. GARRO-JONES said that against this
policy he had no complaint, but that had not
been the burden of Mr. Mander’s appeals to
the Government that in no circumstances
should Germany's Colonies be returned to her.
Mr. McGOVERN (Glasgow, Shettleston,
LLP)~Is the hon. member in favour of
giving Colonies back to Germany ? .
Mr. GARRO-JONES said that he was in

favour vof bringing the question before a
tribunal of equity and if, as part of a general
pacificatioh, Germany was prepared to enter
into disapmament on a basis of justice all
round and a complete ‘measure of disarma-
ment, h& would give to Germany such
measures’of territorial and economic adjust-

ment asihn internationat tribunal of equity
might decide upon. If we were going into
such a tr] bunal with our minds made up, that
in no ci would we give this or
that natign any concessions then there would
be no pérmanent pacification jn the world.
‘We must remove these causes of war, whatever
they were. Without that we must go on
arming apd in the end it would mean a con-
flagratiod. A He was glad to have had the
opportunity of stating this point of view, even
though it'might cause offence in some quarters,

It wag a great mistake to leave in the
hands of one Minister problems both of supply
and strategy, 1t was impossible for one
Minister to try to bring together two jig-saw
puzzles at the same time. He was not sure
that Sir T, Inskip's learning made him the
right mar for dealing with questions of
strategy.. Sir T. Inskip had probably never
seen any military operation more important,
perhaps, than the changing of the guard in
‘Whitehall~(laughter)—and  for dealing with
questions of strategy they needed 2 man who
had had some training in such matters.

COLONEL C. KERR (Montrose, L. Nat))
said that Mr. Garro-Jones's criticism of the
Minister for Coordination of Defence was a
little hard on the right hon. gentleman, who
was the t: pe of man we wanted in that position.
It would be impossible and quite inadvisable
for such . Minister to be a soldier or a sailor,
The Government's proposals were a terrible
necessity, but they would cause no interference
with the general trade of the country, and
would he!p to reduce unemployment.

Mr. QUIBELL (Brigg, Lab.) said that what
was exercising peoples’ minds was against
whom were we arming.  Was jt Germany or
Ttaly or = combination of both ? He was not
entirely prepared to leave this country unpre-
pared tc meet any contingency that might
arise, an. he believed that his colicagues would
vote thi. expenditure if they could put their
trust in :uis Government and could ascertain
from t-- Government what the possible
dangers * cre. The Government should take
their co: age into their hands and summon
a vonfe.1ce of the Powers which, together
with the League. could muke efforts for the

the House and hearing a representative of the
party of a member who is named.

The motion was then put and carried by 231
votes to 25—majority, 206.

The SPEAKER usked Mr. McGovern 1o
leave the Chamber.

Mr. McGOVERN  rose and said:—I
accept the decision. 1 have made an honest
and sincere protest against unfair conduct.

The hon. member then left the Chamber.

Mr. MAXTON, on a point of order, said
that frequently he had seen incidents of this
kind occur in Commitice, and when the
Speaker came to the Chair an opportunity was
given for representations io be made on behall
of the hon. member concerned.. The Speaker
had denied 10 him (Mr. Maxton) an_oppor-
tunity of doing what had been permitted on
many  occasions—tcries of ** Order * and
counter cries of * Why ? ")—and he proposed
at the very earliest opportunity to place on
the paper a motion calling attention to_the
conduct of the Chairman of the Committee
in misdirecting the proceedings of the House
(Cries of ** Order.”)

The SPEAKER.—The hon. member rosc to
a point of order. He asked whether ] was in
order in doing what T did. T have refreshed
my memory. and 1 can only repeat that I was
carrying out the Orders of the House.

Mr. MAXTON.—1I have not called in ques-
tion the fact that you were obeying the Rules
of the House. 1am merely calling in question
the fact that you did not aliow to me the con-
sideration which has always been shown by
your predecessors in the Chair. (Cries of
* Order.”)

MR. ATTLEE ON A WAR
MEASURE

GOVERNMENT LACK OF PEACE
POLICY

The House again went into Committee, and

Mr. ATTLEE resumed the Defence Debate.
He said that the Chancellor of the Exchequer
took refuge in the old trick of pretending not
to understand the arguments of the Opposi-
tion, but he did not believe that the right hon.
gentleman was as dense as he made out.  The
right hon. gentleman was more interested in
making party scores than in getting support
for his loan policy. That was unfortunate,
because Sir T. Inskip tried what one might
almost cail the Baldwin touch. He appealed
strongly for unity. He wanted us to show a
united front to the world and to show con-
fidence in the Government. That was another
old trick—a confidence trick.  (Opposition
laughter and cheers.)

But the same gang could not play the same
confidence trick twice ‘on the same victim.
This gang included the Lord President. of the
Council. - What would the Lord President have
thought in the earlier stages of his career if a
Government of which he was a member had
produced these proposals ?  (Hear. hear.)
This put a seal on the right hon. gentleman’s
career; it was the final act by which he cast
aside everything for which be stood.

Another member of the gang was the Prime
Minister, who had confessed that risks were
run because there was a question of whether
he could win an election or not. 1t was too
late to ask them to have confidence in this
Government. Their record had been one of
betrayal of everything for which they professed
to stand. Their record in foreign policy was
appalling.

“VALUABLE LESSONS”

It was extremely courageous for the Minister
for the Coordination of Defence to have re-
ferred to events in the Eastern and Western
Mediterranean and the lessons learned there.
That was reminiscent of histories of the Great
War which explained, after recounting some
appalling blunder in which 5.000 or 50,000
men had been shot down, that * valuable
lessons had been learned.”  (Opposition
cheers.)  We had Jearned some valuable
lessons in the Eastern and Western Medi-
terranean. In the Eastern Mediterranean we
had learned that the word of honour of the
Sovernment was worth nothing. We had also
Jearned that the Government were not in-
terested in the principles they used to profess
about Imperial interests. for the strategic con-

arms to the extent of £1,500,000,000 in the
next five years. and then spending more, if
necessary, which meant that the competition
would be worse and worse. The Government
were on the straight road for war and ruin.
In his speech the Minister for the Coordina-
tion of Defence had dealt only with minor
points and had not touched on the imporiant
matter of major strategy. Had it been settled
who was ultimately to.control the Air arm
and what actually were the coordinating plans.

He was not in the least sure that there was
not gross waste in this programme. He was
absolutely certain that if by any chance we sur-
vived it and what it led to we should get just the
same profiteering scandals which had followed
every  war, he  Prime Minister was
responsible for making one of the biggest
mistakes ever made by a Prime Minister
in this country, because he placed all
his reliance on things and not on people. He
was very careful to build up a great mass of
mechanism. but he had forgotten the spirit
of the people he governed. On every hand the
Government betrayed democracy. It was no
good for them to say they would do away with
tyranny when everywhere they lifted 1he
tyrant’s hand. The weakness of the arguments
of the Government was that there was no
spirit behind them other than the spirit of
feeble class Imperialism. (Loud Opposition
cheers.)

MR. BALDWIN’S REPLY

# SACRIFICES FOR DEMOCRACY »

Mr. BALDWIN, who was received with
Ministerial cheers, said he thought Mr. Attlee
was hardly fair to him in saying that he never
realized the spiritual forces of the world. He
(Mr. Baldwin) was certainly the first member
of his party who often pointed out in public
meetings the spiriteal force which animated
the early days of the Labour movement, and
he had never lost the oppartunity of pointing
out that that spirit had now been dead for
some time. (Laughter.)

It was just as well, though the situation was
serious enough, to avoid exaggeration under
the proposals before the Committee, and in
spite of the increased liabilities on the country
the Army was less and would be less than it
was in 1914. The Navy, in spite of increases
that would be proposed in the Estimates, was
far from being the great Navy in the sense
that the word was used in 1914, The great
expansion was in the air, and it was being
made, he believed. with the consent of the
whole nation. (Ministerial cheers.) Aircraft
defence was the branch which would demand
Jarge sums of money, and it was a far more
serious thing than it was at the time of the Jast
War, It was a form of defence that would
probably be increased and moved farther and
farther back as the radius of the aeroplanes
from Europe increased, -

A large sum must be spent in all kinds of
stores, partly because during the years since
the War all parties alike combined to spend
as little as was possible on the Services and to
repair the finances of the country, and also to
increase considerably the social services. But
with all that he would repeat, because his
words might go abroad, there was no thought
and no intention in this country of aggression.

SAFETY AND PEACE

They desired to put themselves into a posi-
tion 10 deter aggression, Deterrence was one
of thejr main objects, and if one believed
deterrence possible one would believe that in-
effective deterrence was worse than useless.
(Ministerial cheers.) They would mneither
assure their own safety and that of the Empire.
nor play their part in securing peace in the
world, unless they brought their forces up to
the necessary standard. That, and that alone
was what this expenditure was for. .

He believed this country now was in a posi-
tion when she could finance what they were
going to do. without risk to what she had done
and was doing for the social services, and with-
out affecting the standard of life any more
than that standard might be affected from time
to time by the rise or faii of commodities. He
agreed that the expenditure for which the
Government were asking appeared an enor-

mous expenditure. The Government contended
that it should be a temporary expenditure. that
was to say. for about a generation. The social |
services were here, he hoped, for all time. He '
hoped. indeed, that this and fuiure generations |
| might sce them improved. There was enormous !
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broken and we were members of it we migat
find ourselves in a moment in opposition to
a first class military and air Power in Europe.

Under collective securiiy, assuming  tnat
thase who were acting with us came in, the
brunt of certain fighting would always be on
this country—the brunt of naval fighting, for
one thing.

But under any form of collective security
this country would be the first to stand ihe
racket in the air, provided that the country
against whom collective security was en-
gaged was within a radius of this country
from which she could bomb us, and thereforc
for this country to enter into any security of
that kind when she was not in a position
either (o pull her full weight with the other
countries or to defend hersell satisfactorily
that would be a most dangerous thing for this
country, and it was 1o avoid that that these
proposals were put  before the Housc.
(Ministerial cheers.)

There must be no doubt if there was to be
any security of that kind. At the last election
he had said that as Prime Minister he would
never be a party to engaging again in
* sanctions " on behalf of this country until
the country was more strongly armed than it
was then. That he believed to be fundamenta
for the existence of this country, and it was
because of that they were commending these
proposals to the House.

THE TIME FOR SACRIFICE

Concluding, Mr. Baldwin said:—The
Leader of the Opposition was a little sarcastic
at my expense on account of various speeches
I have made about democracy. I have for
many years—in fact, ever since 1 became
Prime Minister—tried to make the people of
this country proud of their system, and I have
tried to make them rcalize that it is not a
system that can be preserved without sacrifice.
And the time for sacrifice is now. 1 believe
it can be preserved. and 1 believe what we are
doing will have that effect. It is a sacrifice—
but it is a sacrifice worth making.

1 saw the other day that a gentieman in the
Communist Party said this was a very good
time to be alive, to which an admirable riposte
was made by one of the right hon. gentlemen
opposite {Mr. H. Morrison}. I congratulate
him on that reply. But it is a good time to
alive to those who believed in their principles
of democracy and are prepared to make sacri-
fices for it, because they have the opportunity
now of making that sacrifice. -

For all of us who believe that spirit of
freedom to be worth something in this country
the best thing we can do now to preserve
it is to make our country strong. so that no
one who holds opposite views in thesg matters
shall ever consider it worth while to make
any wanton aggression, on this country. It
is for the safety of oursclves ‘and for our
people, and it is for that to-night that we are
going into the lobby. (Loud Ministerial cheers.)

The Cominitiee divided, and there voted : —

For the resolution .. ..o 329
Against .. .. . .. 145
Government majority .. 184

The House resumed and the resolution was
reported.

The House adjourned at 12 minutes past
11 o’clock.

PARLIAMENTARY NOTICES
HOUSE OF COMMONS
ATl
Private Members' Bills.
Parliament Act (1911) Amendment Bitl: and Registras
tion and Control of Stockbrokers Bill, second readings.

PRODUCTION OF ARMS AT
NEWCASTLE

LOSS OF OTHER PRODUCT
FEARED
FROM OUR CORRESPONDENT

NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE, Fes. 18
Scotswood. Ne tle. is to revert to the
work it undertook 20 vears ago—ihe produc-~
tion of armaments. What effect this may have
on employment when the demand for national
defence cquipment is less exacting than it is
now is concerning Tyneside industrialists. "
hoan
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the question is: “Yaere are the assgis, where
is the foo| MO T iPA
“has rationing 1§ &1 best a second Dbest. H
suestion of stgruge has excited public interest,
fut if anybady gives a moment's refiection !
to that he will sce that the very purpose of |
any plan would be defexied by a_premature i
disclosyre of the steps which the Government :
are und 1o tzke. Hon. members have,
little conception ©of the complexity or the i
expense of food storage. 1 anybody reﬁccls!
on the cost of buying, as was suggested by
Sir  Arthur  Salter, 12 months’ storage of
food, and the cost of providing siorage
facilities, he would not wonder that the pro-
gramme is sO expensive. i

Another matier to which T will refer briefly
is that of the Army. We have often been
asked what is the purpose for which the Army
is to be used. ur Regular Army is a sma
one. Opposition members will agree with me
that it must be supplied with the very best
machines, arms, and equipment we can give
jt, not only for our own safety but for the
sake of the men whom we are asking to go
into the Regular Army. Then there is the
Territorial Army. The While Paper discloses
that_plans are being made to provide the
Territorial Army with proper training equip-
ment. Jt is a small Army even when we put
the Territorials with the Regular Army.

ROLE OF THE ARMY

What is the purpose of this Army ? 1 have
been sugpected sometimes of saving that it was
to be an Army of unlimited size. Sir A. Sinclair
agked whether we were going to have an Army
to police the Empire or an Army to wage war
on a Continental scale. We are not devising
any such Army. We have this smail and, as 1
hope, well-equipped and well-trained Army,
and nobody can say what it can be necessary
for any future Government to decide. Our
Army is small enough in all conscience for the
tasks which it has to perform from time to
time. Al I can say is that we do not plan
to have an Army on the Continental model.
We plan the less on that scale because of the
paramount importance in these days of the
Air Ferce and the danger of attack from the
air. ‘We are conscious of the proper propor-
tion that must be maintained between these
Services. 1 am gratified, at any rate, that in
the course of this debate there has been no
suggestion that we are asking the country to
maintain an extravagant or expensive Army.

1 have been charged in the past with devoting
too much of my time to questions of supply.
1 have not attempted to deal with that except
by altusion this afternoon.. I I have devoted
too much of my time to supply it is not because
that is my major preoccupation, bug because
the speeches of the Government critics have
been largely directed to questions of supply.
I have tried this afternoon to show that the
proper balance is observed between those two
parts of -my duties; indeed, they are often
so closely related that it would be impossible
to divide them. The scale of supply must often
be conditioned by the policy for which the
forces to be equipped are required,

UNITED DEMOCRACY

Tend as [ began. Opposition members may
question the Government's allegiance to the
League of Nartions, but they have not ques-
tioned the size or the necessity for this pro-
gramme. Qther nations are watching this Com-
mittee to-day. Qther nations are not interested
in our financial questions—as to whether we
shall borrow or pay out of income-tax or super-
tax. What other nations are interested in is
in seeing what measure of unity there is in
the nation and in this Committee on this task
of making ourselves safe and of making our-
selves competent to discharge the duties of
collective security. if that day ever comes. !

1 do not know whether 1 am 00 late in|
the hope 1 express that before this debate:
ends right hon. gen:lemen opposite may make !
their _real attitude plain. They may regard |
the Government's proposals as being finan-
cially unsound—1 do not mind that. but what
I should mind is that other nations. people
abroad and in the Dominions, should have |
any illusions as to the unanimity w hich 1 believe |
exists in the nation on this question of rearm-;
ing the country, (Ministerial cheers.) Thei
Leader of the Opposition will nog s
1 hope. of szying anything
exeeeding my  duties i 1 make
kim to make plain in thi
is true of the ¢
which they repy

3 appeal o,
ddebate what 1 beliena
¢ union movement ©
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policy outside were not econonists and did not
know much about inflation and deflation. Yet
certain things were already pretty clear to them
and others were graduafly going to become
clear to them. They knew that the Govern-
ment would not part with a single farthing to
help the Distressed Areas at the time of the
bottom of the slump, but were perfectly ready
to borrow huge sums now, They would reatize
later on that borrowing tended to put up prices
in a way that taxation did not. and that the
poor man must be hit by high prices.

SIR R. ROSS {Londonderry, U.) said that
TLabour members were constantly urging the
necessity for increasing the purchasing power
of the poor yet they had heard the staggering
statement yesterday by Mr. Pethick-Lawrence
that the poor would be getting too much pur-
chasing power and would be competing against
one another. (Opposition laughtery ~ Mr.
Alexander had made the humiliating
announcement that in the view of his party
we had no hope of defending the Empire by
ourselves. Had the party opposite given up
hope of defending themselves ?

Mr. GARRO-JONES (Aberdeen, N., Lab.)
asked whether the hon. member thought that
the British Empire could fight a war in the
Pacific and in Europe, with 12,000 miles of
frontier in Australia alone. and with an jncal-
cuiable number of sea routes to protect.

SIR R. ROSS said that the British Empire
had never been faced with such a situation.
There never yet, however, had been an: occa-
sion in the history of the worid when the
Empire was not prepared to defend itself
adequately.

COL. WEDGWOQOD'S APPEAL

FOR UNITY
“THE COUNTRY IS IN
DANGER *
CCLONEL WEDGWOOD  (Newcastle-

under-Lyme, Lab.) said he believed public
opinion in this country—Conservative dnd
Labour alike—was overwhelmingly strong in
favour of the League of Nations'and collective
seeurity as the best way out. (Chéers)) The
more that was understood abroad the better.
He wanted to appeal for national unity on
this occasion. It was perfectly well under-
stood that if the Labour Party voted against
the Government that night that was not
a vote against the necessity for spending this
money on making our defences adequate. The
vote against the Government that night, in
which he (Colonel Wedgwood) would not
partake, was against the method by which the
money was-to be raised.

They were all unanimous on the question
that something had to be done 1o save the
country. (Ministerial cheers)) The -country
was in danger: something more than the
country was in danger—liberty was in danger.
(Ministerial cheers.) In these circumstances
they wanted to make not merely the biggest
sacrifice here but the biggest impression on
fareign nations. {Ministerial cheers.) This
had been spoken of as a war measure ; it was
a war measure. Just as there was unanimity
in August, 1914, so there was the same
unanimity to-day. We would not go down
before the dictatorships. (Cheers.)

He met the White Paper with general
approval qualified by doubt. He strongly
approved of rearming the Army so that it
could face its fate in the next war with the
best weapons available.  He differed from
some of his cofleagues on the means of raising
the necessary money. If they had to raise
£1.500.000.000 it should be raised by loan. He
was still an impenitent inflationist. He pre-
ferred 1o run into debt rather than to pay as he
went along. (Laughter.}

While approving these features of the pro-
posals he also wanted 10 secure unity and he
deprecated the extraordinarily foolish, partisan
speech by the Chancellor of the Exchequer
vesterday.  He could not conceive what use
ihere was for right hon. geatlemen on the
Treasury bench, o whom the country looked
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was the Prime Minisier’s young man, and he
was aping the Prime Minister’s act at the Jast
clection, when he deliberately went out 1o
deceive the people of this country about the
policy of the Government.

DISTRUST OF GOVERNMENT

The question he asked himself was whether
the provision of the £400.000,000 was going 0
benefit or enlarge the rights, or cven protect
such rights as siill survived, of the mass of
the common people in the world. 1t might be
that, with a Government which could be
trusted to defend the cause of the common
peopile, such an expenditure might be necessary
and inevitable, though it could not be sound
1o postpone the burden to future gencrations
by making it out of loan money instead of
out of taxation. But when he was asked to

trust the present Government with the
expenditure of that money, he ans“:ereyd'
without hesitation, ** Not at any price.

(Opposition cheers.)

The increased armaments that the money
would give power to control would be used
for thoroughly vicious purposes in the future,
exactly as they had been used by the Govern-
ment’s predecessors in the past. If he were
asked what should be done in face of the
Fascist menace. he would say that they should
certainly not trust the present Government in
this country, whe were far more likely to be
the allies of Fascism than of Russia or any
other working-class country. The people could
only get protection against the Fascist menace
by giving the whole of their foreign policy and
of their armed forces to some other Govern-
ment which they could trust—such as a
working-class Government, That kind of
Government would not only protect them
from the menace of Fascism, but would do
what the present Government had steadfastly
refused to do, in spite of every pressure, and
that was to initiate some rea! policy of peace
which went to the root of the causes of war,
which were economic in their origin.

Who was going to suffer most if the resolu-
tion was passed ? Certainly pot the ruling
classes. ft would be the poor housewives and
poor families who would feel the pinch, as
wages crept up far behind the rise of prices
in the next few months and years, That would
be so if the armaments werc never used. If
they were used millions of the common people
in this and other countries would perish, and
in what remained of civilization, if anything,
they would live a life of anguish and poverty
as they did after the last War. He would resist
to the Jast giving to_this Government amy
{further power for evil.

SIR R. KEYES (Portsmouth, .N., U.) said
that the opinions Colonel Wedgwood had ex-
pressed more closely resembled those of the
working-man than the views of Sir S. Cripps
and other Socialists, The sea power of Britain
had never been so low for 300 years, and an
immense effort would be necessary to resiore jt.
The Government's proposals showed that
Great Britain meant to_play her part in the
peace of the world. It would be a great thing
if the world and the totalitarian States could
be shown that-there was a united {ront in a
democratic House of Commons.

GERMANY AND COLONIES

LABOUR MEMBER ON ECONOMIC
' CAUSES OF WAR

Mr. GARRO-JONES said that Labour
members were placed in considerable and
honest difficuity. He had always disbelieved
in the wisdom and morality of competitive
armaments. 1f by reason of past blunders in
policy they were confronted by 2 deterioration
in the national situation which made them
admit that at the moment it was necessary to
strengthen our armaments, they were entitled
to say that if they supported—or abstained
from opposi increased ar . they
were entitled in so doing to reject responsibility
for the blunders in foreign policy which had
brought about the necessity for them.

It wae claimed that these were defensive
armaments. but was there not a sease in which
aclence might be the soul of offence 17 we |
were just going to stand pat an the wrarns guo,
just of unjust, making no alterations in the |

¢ this counuy, as & | of inmeliigence on the part of the right hon. ,map of the world, and making no ecenomic
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Mr. MANDER (Wolverhampton, E., L)
said tha} he was opposed to the German
coloniesibeing given back either as colonies
or mundated territories because of the ques-
tion oi {he treatment of natives and from the
point fyiew of strategy. German grievances
should e met by an extension of the mandate
system ghich should be administered inter-
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nationalfy.  Liberal members would vote
against the resolution in the conviction that
they were doing the right thing. The Govern-
ment were running away from their responsi-
bilities §y leaving the future 1o face the
financial, burdens they were imposing on the
country! If they could not get the whole of
the amount they required out of laxes they
should c‘blain it by the imposition of a capital
evy.

SIR M. SUETER (Hertford, U.) congratu-
lated thg Government on their determination
to strengthen national defence, but regretted
that theimoney allocated for battleships had
not heerg devoted to cruisers, destroyers, and
submariges. Airmen had warned the Govern-
ment that batileships were vulnerable to
bombing attack from the air, and the Com-
mittec which considered that question agreed
with them. A Minister of Supply should be
appointed to deal with such matters as skilled
labour and priority of supply, in order to
relieve Sir T. Inskip of much detailed work.

Mr. SKINE HILL (Edinburgh, N., U.)
said that' it was right that those who were in
control of the totalitarian States should realize
that our democracy was in earnest, They
should rpalize that, although we might have
been sloy in making proper preparations, we
would not have imposed on us from outside
any other form of government or other ideas,
or any attempt to interfere with this country
or the Colonies. -

A MEMBER SUSPENDED

CHAIR’S RULING QUESTIONED

‘When the DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Captain
Bourne) gelled upon Sir J. Wardlaw Milne as
the next speaker, Mr. MCGOVERN (Glasgow,
Shettleston, I.L.P.) rose and asked whether it
was proper that the Deputy Chairman and the.
Whip should negotiate for speakers to take
part in the debate. It was quite evident, he
said, that many of these speakers had nothing
to say, while others had been sitting in the
House all the evening attempting to get into
the debate.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said that the
matter was within his discretion, and again
called upon Sir J. Wardlaw Milne,

Mr. McGOVERN.—I stated that you have
done that to-night, and it is not the duty of
the Chairman.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN.—The hon.
member must withdraw that remark,

Mr. McCGOVERN.—T will not withdraw it.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN then called
upon Mr. McGovern to withdraw from the
House. which he refused to do.

The Deputy Chairman thereupon sent for
the Speuker.

When the House had resumed with the
Speaker ip the Chair, Mr. BALDWIN moved
“That Mr. McGovern be suspended from the
service of the House.”

MR. MAXTON'S PROTEST

Mr. MAXTON (Glasgow, Bridgeton,
LL.P.)—Mr. Speaker, I have been present on
previous occasions when the Speaker would
allow 2 debate on a motion of this kind.

The SPEAKER.—The question is to bhe put
without Jebate,
TAXTON.—I accept your ruling. Sir.
I know that to be the case, [ have
been presEnt on occasions when——(Cries of
* Qrder. order.”) I{ that is 10 be the atti-
tude there will be more : 1 am making a plea.
1 have ben present on many occasions when
the Speaker
represer:ative of the party of an hon. member.
(Renewed cries of ** Order.”)

The SPEAKER.—1 have to carry out the
Rules ¢ the House.

Mr. MAXTON.—] have scen vour pre-
decessor - the Charr carrying out the Rules of

ker has been willing ta listen to a;
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Mediterranean was tha.
not really intercsted in the defence of
democracy. We had also learned how
prescient was the Prime Minister in the famous
speech in which he told how the next war
would be a matter of killing women and
children. We had now had a full experience
in Abyssinia and Spain of what modern war
would be—both in the bombing and in the
machine-gunning of women and children. Let
hon. members read the account published in
The Times yesterday of how those gallant
Christian gentlemen who were the friends of
some hon. members opposite iurned their
machine-guns on masses of women
children fleeing from Malaga.

In a previous generation events such as that
would have caused a stir on the benches on
both sides of the House. It was one of the
hardening effects of war that such things passed
quite-unnoticed now. The present proposals
were the terrible result of six vears of National
Government. He had described this as a war
measure. The Chancellor of the Exchequer re-
sented that phrase, and said it was regretiable.
The question was not whether it was regreitable
bnt whether jt was true. Every sentence in the
White Paper contemplated war—not as a
distant possibiiity, but as a certainty.

1t was quite clear from Sir T. Inskip's speech
that what we now had was the organization of
this country permanently on a war basis. We
were 10 live with gas masks in our hands. The
Governmen; had absolutely no policy for
peace. (Opposition cheers.)

Throughout the whole of this document and
through all the speeches we had heard there
was the ominous note, “ The time is short, get
ready now.” We heard of a three-year plan
or a five-year plan, but not one word had
been said on the other side to make it plain
what was to happen at the end of that five
years. What was to be the end of that five
years—war ? (A Ministerialist: ** Security.”)
Was it going to be disarmament ; should we
be safe at the end of five years with armaments
piling up ?

\
AN ARMAMENTS RACE
No one would deny that we were in for an
armaments race at the present time. The
present Foreign Secretary, speaking in July,
1934, said that the alternative {0 an agreement
about armaments was an armaments race. We
had not got agreement ; we had an armaments
race. (Opposition cheers.) He would be glad
if the Prime Minister could give him any
instance of an armaments race that had not
ended in war. He did not believe that we
should get any safety from these armaments,
and there was no suggestion that the
armaments would make us safe. The
amoust of armaments we should want would
depend on our Jicy. Tie matter was
extended now. e were not considering the
British 1sles : we had now takea in the whole

of the British Empire.

The amount required depended on who was
on our side and who was against us. The
Chancellor of the Exchequer had discussed this
matter in extraordinary terms: in terms of
isolation. One of his (Mr. Attlee’s) colleagues
had said that there was no mention of the
League of Nations, and asked if we-should be
any happier if there had been that mention.
Certainly not, unless the idea of collective
security was expressed inside this document.
The Chancellor of the Exchequer showed quite
plainly that the Government were not con-
sidering the League at ali, and he did not think
the right hon. gentleman, te do him justice,
had ever been particularly interested in the
League. or al least not much longer than the
period just before the last election. The right
hon. gentleman made a statement in his speech
which showed quite plainly that he had no
conception of the League at all.

“THE ROAD TO RUIN?

When the Labour Government left office
the world was moving towards peace. In the
ensuing years many things had happered for
which the present Governmen had taken
credit, but there were athers for which they
must take discredit, though he would nor
claim that the whole of the present siluation
i was due to the incapacity and wickedness of
our present rulers. tLaughter) A very b
responsibility resied on the triumvizate w
had beern moving this country,
i checrs.}

All that we had in the way of policy was
going in for armament competition, buying
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It bad been suggesied by Sir A. Sinclair that
there was a division ir the Cabinet. That was
one of the most venerable forms of suggestion
in political life. (Laughter.) could tell
Sir A. Sinclair that the last division in the
. which occurred through no fauvit of
his and to his infinite regret, was when Sir A.
Sinclair left jt. (Loud laughter.)

SUPPORT FOR THE LEAGUE

Hon. members opposite had complained
that there was no mention in Mr. Chamber-
lain’s speech of the League of Nations. They
concluded from that—and it was another of
those curious. swift, illogical, political con-
clusions—{laughterr-—that  the Government
had ceased to take any interest in the League
of Nations. He did not know what possible
reason they could have for that suggestion.
He believed that there was no difference of
view in any part of the House as to the
relationship of their policy 10 the principles
of the League. The object of all parties alike
in this country had been and remained a
single one, and that was to mainlain peace.
They had sought to build vp, through the
League, an international structure for that
purpose. .

That international structure, as they all
knew, was unable at the first time to stand the
weight that it was made 10 try 10 bear, The
Government had not lost hope yet and were
indeed devoting every effort to bringing it
about, and that was a Pact to take the place
of the old Locarno Pact with the old Locarno
Powers.

1t might well be in the immediate future that
the most hopeful prospect was that of the
regional pact. It was worth everything in
Europe to-day to get a feeling of security at
any rate in one part from which that security,
if once attained, might spread to other parts
of Europe. The Government regarded
regional pacts as of the greatest importance.
The League differed from the League
originally contemplated. and the difficulties
which lay in the way of those who tried to
work for collective security in a League where
some of the most powerful and highly armed
nations- were outside were almost insuperable.

One of the most cogent causes of unrest in
Europe in the last two or three vears was due
to the want of equilibrium between the obliga-
tions and Habilities of our country and the
material strength of our country, (Hear. hear.)
Our liabilities and obligations had been so
much geater than our material strength that
we had found it much more difficult to do
what we would than we should find it in a
heayvily armed world if we had stronger
armaments,

COLLECTIVE SECURITY

Hon. members opposite had spoken about
collective security as though it would work
by itself, and as though there was some kind
of antihesis between collective security and
national security, There was no antithesis :
the two things were one. 1t was a perfect
fallacy to think that you could vote for some-
thing that was 1o ‘be spent on collective
security and that you could not vote for
something that was to be spent onr national
defence. (Hear, hear.) What they wanted 1o
get by collective security was that the forces
of order were stronger than the forces of dis-
order, and more than that. It was not merely
1o win a war, should one Break out. (An
Opposition Member.—* To win an election.”
(Opposition laughter.))

If a war broke out in Enrope it would not
be localized. 1t would run through Europe,
be the most terrible thing they could conceive,
and if the forces were fairly even there might
be a repetition of 1914, with worse horrors,

The idea of collective security was such an
overwhelming force on one side that no
aggressor could start. That would have been
the case had the League been universal. It
con'd be done to-day. but if they were to
fulft  their obligations under colleciive
security they must have power cnough to
defend themselves.

Were ihere a pact—he was not spesking
of collective security through the whole of

the  Government were

Europe—for muiual defence against aggres- |

sion between the rations of Western Furope
he hoped and helieved that such a pact
couid mainiain the peace. But if it were

developed in post-War years and the devouon
of the entire plant to armaments. It is feared
that the newer forms of industrial output may
be transferred elsewhere—to Openshaw, Man-
chester, for example,

Immediate employment at Scotswood js not
likely to be affected: jt may be increased
because of the greater output.  What may
i happen in the [uture is uppermost in the minds
of the people. Locomotive building and other
forms of engineering. now employing some
thousands of workers at Scotswood, might. it
is thought. be retained for the district by carry-
ing them on elsewhere locally. Jasrow is
mentioned as a suitable place for works of this
kind. One of the leading products i$ the Diesel
electric locomotive, which the district does not
wani 1o lose.

BY-ELECTION CANDIDATLS

COMBINED UNIVERSITIES
AND TONBRIDGE

Professor RaMssy MUIR has been invited
to stand in the Liberal interest for the scat
now vacant for the Combined English Univer-
sities. When he contested the seat in 3926
he was defeated by 343 votes. Professor Muir
has been a professor in two of the English
Universities, Liverpoal and Manchester. and
from 1933 to 1936 he was president of the
National Liberal Federation.

The Tonbridge Liberal Assaciation last
night decided to recommend {or adoption us
their candidate Mr, R. Borlase Matthews, of
East Grinstead, for the by-election in the Ton-
bridge Division caused by the death o!
Lieutenant-Colonel H. H. Spender Clay. Mr.
Borlase Matthews is well known as a consult-
ing electro-farming engineer. At the last
election _he unsuccessfully contested. the
Ashford Division

GREAT BRITAIN AND THE
SUGAR CONFERENCE

Mr. Ormsby-Gore in a wrilten Parlia-
mentary reply yesterday said that the
Government proposed to accept the invita-
tion to the Internatjonal Sugar Conference
which had been issued under the auspices
of the Bureau of the World Monetary and
Economic Conference, and that Colonia:
interests would be covered by the Unitec
Kingdom Delegation and would be one
of the primary considerations of the
Government. He added; —

1 might perhaps observe that the Otiaw:
Agreements contain no provisions on the sub-
ject of Colonial sugar, and that it is contem-
plated that any questions arising out of thosc
Agreements should be dealt with by discussion:
between the individual Governments affecte
as occasion arises rather than at the Imperiz_
Conferenc:

CIVIL LORD’S RETURN

Mr. Kenneth M. Lindsay. M.P.. Civil Lo~
of the Admiralty. arrived at Southampton -~
air yesterday from Australia in the Empir
flying-boat Centaurus. He travelled 1o Water
loo, where among those to meet him was &
Howard d’Egville. representing the Em:
Parliamentary Association, United Kingde—
branch.

NOMINATIONS FOR SHRIEVAL
ELECTION

A special meeting of the Court of Alderm:
was held at Guildhall vesterday 10 deal w:
nominations for the Shrieval election in -
City of London next June. The Lord Ma+
- {ormally nominated Mr. Deputy Chempne
!z-.nd Mr. Bracewell Smith. M.P.. explain:-
| that Colonel and Alderman R. W. Eaton.

Aldermanic candidate. was in nomination
ta matter of right

i

i N

The new Governor of Edinburgh Cav
Licutenani-General Sir Charles Grant, was ==
stalied in offive vesterday.





