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401 Private Business

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Tuesday, 28th January, 1941.

OFFICIAL REPORT.

[Mr. SPEAKER in the Chair.]

PRIVATE BUSINESS.

Lanp DRAINAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER
BiLt,

‘“ to confirm a Provisional Order made by
the Minister of Agriculture and Fisheries
relating to a Scheme submitted by the
River Great Ouse Catchment Board under
Section 4 (i) (b) of the Land Drainage
Act, 1930,"" presented by Mr. Boulton;
read the First Time; and referred to the
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills,
and to be printed.

ORAL ANSWERS TO
QUESTIONS.

ECONOMIC WARFARE.

Enxemy EXPORTS

Mr, Mander asked the DMinister of
Economic Warfare, whether he will give
an assurance that every effort is being
made to prevent the export of German
and Italian goods.

The Minister of Economic Warfare (Mr.
Dalton): Yes, Sir. I attach great import-
ance to the prevention of enemy exports,
since the acquisition of foreign exchange
through such exports enables the enemy
to undertake many most undesirable ac-
tivities. I have reason to know that the
enemy is particularly anxious to acquire
further foreign exchange at the present
time. My hon. Friend may therefore rest
assured that His Majesty’s Government
make every effort to check such exports.

Mr. Mander: Can my right hon. Friend
give an assurance that all Departments of
the Government are whole-heartedly co-
operating with him in achieving that
object?
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Mr. Dalton: It would be quite out of
Order for me to answer that question.

Mr. McGovern: Can the right hon.
Gentleman tell us whether they are still
short of oil—the oil he has prophesied
them to be short of in the last six
months?

Mr. Dalton: Oil is not exported from
enemy countries.

UNITED STATES EXPORTS TO RUSSIA,

2. Rear-Admiral Beamish asked the
Minister of Economic Warfare what
official information he has of large quan-
tities of cotton and other goods exported
from the United States of America reach-
ing Russia and later Germany; and will
he give full details of such imports to
Russia and say whether the shipping
concerned is subject to navicerts?

Mr. Dalton: I have little evidence that
United States exports to the Soviet Union
reach Germany directly, but ample
evidence that the Soviet are exporting
Russian goods to Germany and replacing
these goods by imports from the U.S.A.
United States exports of cotton to the
Soviet Union, which are normally negli-
gible, amounted during the last quarter
of 1940 to 30,000 tons, considerably more
than recent annual imports into the
Soviet Union from all sources. Large
quantities of cotton are now being ex-
ported from the Soviet Union to Germany.

In regard to other important commodi-
ties, exports of copper and brass from
the U.S.A. to the Soviet Union rose from
small quantities before the war to 57,000
tons, and exports of wheat from negli-
gible quantities to 100,000 tons in 1940.
Exports of petroleum amounted to
114,000 tons during the first eleven
months of 1040. Both wheat and petro-
lenm are commodities of which the
Soviet Government have undertaken to
supply large quantities to Germany
under their recent trade agreements. The
value of exports of oil-drilling machinery
from the U.S.A. to the Soviet Union
during the first eigcht months of 1040 was
nearly double that of the exports during
the whole of 1938 and there were con-
siderable further shipments during the
last four months of the year. Shipments
from the United States to the Soviet

A
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[Mr. Dalton. ]
Union are not subject to navicerts since
the trade routes concerned lie outside the
navicert area.

Rear-Admiral Beamish: Can the right
hon. Gentleman say whether any repre-
sentations have been made either to the
United States or to Russia on this
matter?

Mr. Dalton: We have made it quite
clear to both countries concerned what
are our feelings in regard to this matter.
I hope that, as a result of conversations
now taking place with Washington, it
may be possible to take some steps to re-
duce this practice.

Commander Sir Archibald Southby:
Can my right hon. Friend say whether
His Majesty’s Ambassador in Moscow
holds out any hopes of being able to do
* anything about it?

Mr. Dalton: I think he is doing his best.

Mr. Thorne: Is this what business men
call commercial morality?

Viscountess Astor: Is it not true that it
is almost impossible to do anything with
the Soviet Union?

BRITISH ARMY.
MissING MEN (PAY AND ALLOWANCES).

3. Mr. Ellis Smith asked the Secretary
of State for War whether he has received
a copy of a resolution passed at the annual
meeting of the Stoke branch of the British
Legion, in which they ask for reconsidera-
tion of the policy in regard to missing
men and their pay; if so, has the matter
been considered; and what action is pro-
posed?

The Secretary of State for War (Captain
Margesson): I have received a copy of the
resolution, which is based on the mis-
apprehension that the allowances to the
dependants of missing men cease after six
months. A reply has been sent explain-
ing that allowances and allotments of pay
continue to be paid, for 17 weeks, to the
family and dependants of a missing man,
if they are in a pensionable relationship
to him. If the soldier is still missing after
17 weeks, a relative who would receive a
pension if the soldier were dead is given
an allowance at the pension rate until the
Ministry of Pensions are in a position to
give a pension.
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Mr. Rhys Davies: Will the allowance
continue in the case of a soldier who has
found his way to the unoccupied part of
France is his wife is able to provide in-
formation that he is still alive?

Captain Margesson: 1 think it would be
best in any specific case to put a Question
on the Order Paper.

Mr. Shinwell: But if a soldier is neither
presumed to be dead nor is known to be
a prisoner of war, is it not desirable that
some allowance should be made to the
dependants?

Captain Margesson: That, again, is
another question which I should like to
see on the Paper,

Mr. Buchanan: Will the Minister say
whether, if a man is found to be alive,
the Army repay all the money due to
him during the period when payments
were stopped?

Captain Margesson: Yes, Sir,
would certainly be adjusted.

that

ConscIEnTIOUS OBJECTORS’ TREATMENT
(COURT-MARTIAL).

7. Mr. Edmund Harvey asked the
Secretary of State for War at what date
the report of the special inquiry into alle-
gations of ill-treatment of conscientious
objectors attached to the non-combatant
corps was presented; and whether he has
now considered the report and is in a posi-
tion to make a statement on the subject?

11. Mr. McGovern asked the Secretary
of State for War whether he can now
publish a complete report of the com-
mittee of inquiry into the allegations of
brutality used against conscientious objec-
tors at Liverpool; and state what action
has been taken, or is proposed to be
taken, against those responsible, and the
nature of the precautions against any
repetition of such conduct by the military?

23. Mr. Glenvil Hall asked the Secre-
tary of State for War whether he is now
in a position to publish the report of the
inquiry into the alleged ill-treatment of
conscientious objectors by the military? .

Captain Margesson: The report was re-
ceived on 28th November last. After
careful consideration, I have decided that
one officer and six non-commissioned
officers, against whom allegations have




"

405 Oral Answers
been made, should be tried by court-

- martial, and instructions have been issued

accordingly. It will be appreciafed, there-
fore, that I could not properly make any
further statement at this stage.

Mr. McGovern: Is the Minister aware
that there are still allegations of brutal
treatment, of which I will send him par-
ticulars? Will he not give a guarantee
to inquire further into those allegations,
with a view to putting an end to what is
happening, and will he also send a copy
of his reply to the hon. Member for
Shoreditch (Mr. Thurtle)? '

FuNERAL EXPENSES.

10. Sir Robert Young asked the Secre-
tary of State for War what is the amount
of funeral expenses allowed for the inter-
ment of a soldier killed, or dying, while
on service in this country; whether the
amount is a definite sum equal in all cases,
or whether, in addition, an amount is
allowed for cost of transport should the
parents decide to bury the body in their
own grave at home; and whether the
amount due to the deceased soldier is used
for the payment of such expenses direct
to the undertaker without the consent of
those who have to ;)ay the balance of
funeral arrangements?

Captain Margesson: If a soldier is buried
by the military authorities at the station
at which he dies, the whole cost is bome
by Army funds, and, if relatives wish to
attend the funeral and cannot afford the
cost of the journey, two return railway
warrants are given. If the relatives wish
the body sent home, the cost of convey-
ance, if the relatives cannot afford it, is
met from Army funds, and a sum of £710s.
less any expenses incurred by the military
authorities, for example, for the provision
of a coffin, is allowed from Army funds
towards the cost of the funeral. Any
funeral expenses in excess of this grant
constitute a charge against the soldier’s
estate, and, if they have not been paid,
are settled, in so far as the estate will
allow, by the War Office in accordance
with the provisions of the Regimental
Debts Act, 1893.

Sir R. Young: Is the right hon. and
gallant Gentleman aware that parents
resent the Army taking all a soldier’s
estate when they have to pay that large
portion of the funeral enses? They
expect in cases of that kind that the vsual
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£7 10s. should be paid by the War Office
and that the soldier's estate should be
sent to the parents to supplement their
payment?

‘Captain Margesson: 1 think that the
answer which I have given really makes
that point perfectly clear. They do re-
ceive the f7 10s., less any preliminary
expenses which may be incurred. The
expenses of travelling or conveyance
before the funeral takes place are defrayed
by the Army.

Sir R. Young: The right hon. and
gallant Gentleman has not appreciated
what I seek to ascertain. A certain amount
of the soldier’s estate is taken by the War
Office to pay part of the funeral expenses
in cases where the parents themselves are
looking after the funeral and pay a large
amount of the funeral expenses. In these
cases the parents expect that the War
Office should pay the £7 10s. and send to
them the amount of the soldier’s estate.

Captain Margesson: The Army provides
[ 10s. for the funeral expenses, and if
parents wish for the funeral to take place
at the place where the soldier died, the
full expenses are paid. It is only where
the expense involved is more than £7 10s.
that anything is taken from the soldier's
estate.

Sir R. Young: When the parents pay a
large amount of the expenses and when
they undertake the funeral, surely the
soldier’s estate should be paid to the
parents instead of being taken to appear
as an additional expenditure by the
Army?

Captain Margesson: That, of cousse,
involves a question of an increased grant
being given by the Army if the expenses
amount to over £7 1os. That would be
the only possible method.

DeEmorition AND CLEARANCE WORK
(CLOTHING AND DBATHS).

12. Mr, Ellis Smith asked the Secretary
of State for War whether he will see that
all men engaged on demolition, clearance,
etc., are provided with at least two suits
of uniform and other clothing; that they
receive a complete change of under-
clothing at least once a week; that
arrangements be made for them to use the
municipal baths which are the nearest to
their duty or depots; and will he treat
this matter as one of urgency?

Az
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Capiain Margesson: Soldiers employed
on demolition and clearance work are
each provided with two suits of battle
dress, one suit of overalls, one suit of
waterproof clothing and two sets of under-
clothing. A third set of underclothing is
being authorised for men who work in
flooded craters or under conditions ol the
same kind. Arrangements are made for
the men to use the nearest municipal
baths. One bath a week is compulsory,
but the average is not less than two baths
a man a week, and some units have
daily baths.

Mr. Smith: While I appreciate that
reply, may I point out that these men are
doing great work under difficult condi-
tions, and will the right hon. and gallant
Gentleman see that they get consideration
in all these matters?

Captain Margesson: Yes, Sir.

Sir Herbert Williams: Are these men
supplied with adequate tools? I saw some

of them this morning loading broken
bricks by hand.

Captain Margesson: T will look into the
matler.

AWARDS FOR GALLANTRY.

13. Mr, Leslie asked the Secretary of
State for War whether he has any figures
to show how many of the men who have
won honours in the present war for dis-
playing conspicuous bravery and leader-
ship of men fighting against heavy odds
were drawn from the middle, lower-
middle, and working classes?

Captain Margesson: No, Sir.

Mr. Leslie: May I take it that honours
are decided upon on merit alone, irrespec-
tive of class or colour?

Captain Margesson: Certainly, Sir.
OFFICERS’ UNIFORMS.

14. Miss Ward asked the Secretary of
State for War the cost to officers of an
appropriate tropical outfit?

Captain Margesson: The cost will vary
according to the station, but, apart from
Purchase Tax, it should not be more
than £15.

Miss Ward: In cases where men have
already expended their allowance and are
likely to be sent abroad, would my right
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hon. and gallant Friend consider making
a grant for the additional expenditure on
kit ?

Captain Margesson:
another question.

That involves

15. Miss Ward asked the Secretary of
State for War whether, in view of his
promise to consider the increase in the
cost of olhicers’ uniforms owing to the
Purchase Tax, he will also consider an
increase in officers’ pay and allowances to
meet the general increase and cost of
living?

Captain Margesson: The position of the
officer is kept under review, but, regard
being had to the effect of the war on the
financial position of other members of the
community, it is not considered that there
are grounds at present for an increase in
pay and allowances.

Miss Ward: Is there not machinery of
this kind in almost every other section of
the community, and would my right hon.
and gallant Friend go further than keep-
ing the matter under review, and take
some action?

Captain Margesson: Hon. Members
must realise that these are times when
civilians and soldiers live in very much
the same conditions.

Mr. Glenvil Hall: Is the Minister aware
that a sergeant in the Royal Air Force
gets 1s8. more per day than a subultern
in the Army?

LEAVE.

17 and 19. Mr. Silkin asked the Secre-
tary of State for War (1) whether he _is
aware that men whose homes are in
London are frequently given week-end
leave, provided that they do not travel
by train; what is the reason for this re-
striction; and whether it is applied to
officers as well as men;

(2) why men on training courses, who
normally have no duties between 12 noon
on Saturday until Monday morning, are
not allowed frequent leave, especially
when they are training near their homes?

Captain Margesson: Only a limited pro-
portion of any unit can be allowed to be
absent on leave at a time, part on seven
days’ leave and part on 48 hours’ leave.
In the latter case, leave is not given to
proceed to a place more than go miles
away. This applies both to officers and
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to other ranks. Transport difficulties as
well as military considerations preclude
any relaxation of these limitations.

Mr. Silkin: Is the right hon. and gal-
lant Gentleman aware that that is all right
so long as the men do not travel by
train? Is it right that these restrictions
should be applied to soldiers while
civiians can ftravel without any such
restriction?

Captain Margesson: As my hon. Friend
knows, there are great transport difficul-
ties at the present time. I do not think
it wounld be right to let more than a cer-
tain portion of a unit be absent at the
same time. These are dangerous days,
and I do not think it possible to make
any relaxation.

BILLETING.

18. Mr. Silkin asked the Secretary of
State for War whether he is aware that
men are being billeted to sleep two or
more in one bed; and whether he will take
immediate steps to prevent this?

Captain Margesson: No such cases
have been brought to my notice. Under
the Second Schedule to the Army Act, the
requirement is a separate bed for each
officer and soldier.

Mr. Silkin: Does not the right hon. and
gallant Gentleman know that it is a
common practice for men to be billeted
sleeping two in a bed?

Captain Margesson: I can only repeat
that no such case has been brought to my
notice. If my hon. Friend will send me
particulars of cases, I will at once look
into them. As I said, it is contrary to
the Second Schedule of the Act.

Mr. Thorne: Do not married people
sleep two in a bed?

MepicAL OFFICERS (TEMPORARY
RELEASE).

21. Sir Francis Fremantle asked the
Secretary of State for War whether he will
consider the seconding of medical officers
from the Army, with arrangements for
their instant recall in case of need, to
relieve the excessive demands made on
medical practitioners by the calling up of
younger men and by the greatly increased
demand for medical attention to the civil
population during the winter months?
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Captain Margesson: Applications for
the temporary release from the Army of
medical officers to meet the needs of the
civil population have been, and will con-
tinue to be, sympathetically considered,
but it must be remembered that the Army
can ill spare their services.
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Sir F. Fremantle: Does my right hon.
and gallant Friend realise that something
like 8,000 medical officers have been
taken from civil services to the Forces,
although civil needs are greater now than
they were in normal times, because of
bombing casualties? Is he aware also
that a very large number of Army medical
officers have very little to do, while the
civil services offer a very great deal of
work that they can do?

Mr. Rhys Davies: Is the Minister keep-
ing in touch with the Ministry of Health
on this problem?

Captain Margesson: Yes, Sir.
(GASTRO-DUODENAL DISEASE.

22. Sir F. Fremantle asked the Secre-
tary of State for War what percentage of
cases invalided from the British Expe-
ditionary Force to this country were
suffering from gastro-duodenal disease;
and whether strict instructions will be
given to recruiting boards to reject men
with a history of organic dyspepsia and
save the loss and inefficiency caused
thereby to the Army?

Captain Margesson: The percentage of
patients suffering from gastro-duodenal
disease among hospital cases invalided
from the British Expeditionary Force was
11.76. As regards the second part of the
Question, strict instructions on the point
have already been given to recruiting
medical boards.

Sir F. Fremanile: Is my right hon. and
gallant Friend aware that these instruc-
tions are not very effective, and that
these men are a very great cause of
trouble, lapse of morality and inefficiency
in the Army? Is it not a great waste of
Army effort, and should not an effort be
made to bring the facts home to recruiting
boards?

Captain Margesson: I will press the
matter in that direction.

Mr. Stephen: Will the Minister see that,
in cases where men are weeded out,
pensions will be given?
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Captain Margesson: That is a matter for
the Ministry of Pensions.

Cawmrs, CovE.

24. Mr. Stokes asked the Secretary of
State for War the reasons for keeping
secret the report on the investigation into
the cost of the Cove militia camps,
having regard to the fact that the actual
cost of the camps was between two and
three times the estimate, and that, on
11th July, the figures were promised
shortly?

Captain Margesson: 1 would refer my
hon. Friend to the answers given on 17th
December to his Question and Supple-
mentary Questions on this subject.

Mr. Stokes: Arising out of that reply,
which was completely unsatisfactory, will
the right hon. and gallant Gentleman
acquaint himsell with the fact that con-
tractors, other people who have com-
plained, and the people who were engaged
independently on the construction of these
camps, are not satisfied with the investiga-
tion that has been made; and that the
committee are not empowered to examine
evidence on oath or hear witnesses on the
evidence brought before them?

Captain Margesson: I understand that
the Select Committee has asked the War
Office to provide certain figures, in a form
which will be most useful to them in carry-
ing out their investigation. Those figures
are now being compiled, and they will be
given to the Select Committte.

Mr. Stokes: Is the right hon. and gallant
Gentleman aware that his predecessor
promised that the matter should not be
hushed up, and will he confirm that
promise?

Captain Margesson: I understand that
one of my predecessors—not my last pre-
decessor—said that he was prepared to
answer questions on the subject. I also
am fully prepared to answer questions.

SERVICE WOMEN (DEPENDANTS’
ALLOWANCES).

16. Miss Ward asked the Secretary of
State for War whether he will now make
a statement on the granting of dependants’
allowances to members of the Auxiliary
Territorial Service?
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Captain Margesson: It has been decided
to introduce, from a current date, a de-
pendants’ allowance scheme for general
service members of the Auxiliary Teritorial
Service. The scheme will follow generally
the lines of that applicable to soldiers, but
there will be some modifications to provide
for the cases of those members of the
Auxiliary Territorial Service whose rate
of pay is below the minimum rate of a
soldier. 1 am circulating details in the
OrFiciAL REPORT. Similar arrangements
will apply to the Women’s Royal Naval
Service and the Women’'s Auxiliary Air
Force.

Following are the details:

Complete scale of dependants’ allowances applic-
able fo members of the Auwxiliary Tervilorial

Service, wheve the vequisile conditions ave
Julfilled.
If the average net weekly
contribution of the Auxiliary
Territorial Service member | Rate of allow-
towards the support of the |ance (including
dependent during the six months| contributory
preceding the commencement allotment
of her service, appropriate
to member's
= T rate of pay).
5 ut did not
Baceaied. exceed.
! |
s. . | A | s. d.
5 D 9 0 | 7 6
9 o 15 © 13 ©
15 0 20 0 18 o
20 o exceptas below. 21 6

A special rate of 25s. a week (including
contributory allotment) may be granted to
a dependant living alone, or as the mem-
ber of a household having no other in-
come, if the Auxiliary Territorial Service
member’s previous net contribution had
amounted to 24s. a week, or more. Mem-
bers of the Auxiliary Territorial Service
who are in receipt of pay at less than
2s. 6d. a day will be required to contri-
bute an allotment of 8d. a day towards
any allowance which may be awarded.
Members paid at 2s. 6d. a day or more
will make the same contributory allot-
ments as soldiers on the same rates of pay.

SCOTLAND.
LicensEp PrReEmISES, GLascow (Hours or
OPENING).

32. Mr. McGovern asked the Secretary
of State for Scotland the position of licence
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holders concerning hours when premises
shall open in Glasgow, in view of the
recent Court of Session decision in which
the action of Glasgow magistrates was
overturned; and whether he will review
future decisions of magistrates to prevent
such cases arising in future?

The Secretary of State for Scotland (Mr.
Ernesi Brown): | am advised that the
permitted hours in Glasgow are now those
laid down in the proviso to Sub-section (2)
of Section 1 of the Licensing Act, 1g21.
The magistrates will have an opportunity
of reconsidering these hours at their meet-
ing in April next. I have no authority to
review the decisions of magistrates sitting
at a licensing court, 1

Mr. McGovern: Is it not the case that
if the Secretary of State for Scotland had
reviewed this decision and had pointed
out to the magistrates that they had ex-
ceeded their authority, the trouble would
never have arisen, and is it not proper to
review decisions of licensing courts?

Mr. Brown: The hon. Member is asking
me to do what I have no power to do.

Restaurants (Hours oF OPENING).

33- Mr. MeGovern asked the Secretary
of State for Scotland whether he will take
steps to secure the all-night opening of
one or two restaurants, in view of the
difficulties of travel when troops and
members of the public are arriving during
the early hours of the morning and have

no proper means for securing a meal and
refreshment?

Mr. E. Brown: The hours of opening of
places for public refreshment in Scotland
are controlled by the local authorities. [
have received no representations in favour
of the all-night opening of any restau-
rants, and I have no power to take the

action suggested. The hours of opening.

of railway refreshment rooms and the pro-
vision of canteens for members of the
Services are matters for the Minister of
Tranport and for the Service Departments
respectively.

Mr. McGovern: Is the Minister aware
that trains come to Glasgow from London
during the night from 12 to 4 in the
morning and that troops and other pas-
sengers are often stranded, having no-
where to go? Could he not make strong
representations to the local authority to
see that provision is made for these men?
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Mr. Brown: I am informed that, for the
Services, there are in Glasgow from 12 to
14 hostels in the centre of the town, open
all night and providing meals and beds
for g8o men, and that more are being pro-
vided to bring that number up to 1,280.
There are six coffee stalls in the central
division, open between 1T p.m. and
3 a.m. There are no station buffets open
at night. At the Central Station, one was
opened experimentally for three weeks
from midnight to four a.m., but in that
time only seven cups of tea were sup-
plied, and the experiment was dropped.

Mr. McGovern: Is it not the Minister's
advice to the general lg)ublif: that they
should congregate round coffee stalls in
the black-out, as hundreds of people are
congregating, and that no accommodation
should be provided?

Mr. Brown: I pointed out that at the
Central Station an experiment was made
to see what the demand was, and the
facts are as T gave them.

DOMINIONS (POST-WAR
IMMIGRATION).

36. Mr. Marcus Samuel asked the Sec-
retary of State for Dominion Affairs
whether, in the consideration of post-
war problems, the Government are con-
sulting with the Dominion Governments
in order to secure their co-operation in
operating a large-scale scheme of immi-
gration?

The Under-Secretary of State for Do-
minion Affairs (Mr. Shakespeare): The
lion. Member can be assured that the
Government have this matter closely in
mind and that, like other questions of
post-war reconstruction, it will come
under review in consultation with Domi-
nion Governments as opportunity offers.

Mr. Samuel: Will they not get a move
on and make some opportunity?

LIMITATION OF SUPPLIES.

38. Mr. Liddall asked the President of
the Board of Trade whether he has con-
sidered the representations made to him
by the Lincoln Incorporated Chamber of
Commerce as to the alleged unfair man-
ner in which the quotas under the Limi-
tation of Supplies Order work as be-
tween distressed and reception areas;
and whether he has any statement fo
make?
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The President of the Board of Trade
(Mr. Lyttelton): Yes, Sir; a reply has
been sent to the Lincoln Chamber of
Commerce. Reception areas, of course,
need more supplies than other areas, and
the Limitation of Supplies Orders allow
wholesalers to divert their supplies from
one area to another within the limits of
their quota. I have seen representatives
of the textile wholesalers, who have
given an undertaking that in allocating
supplies they will take account of the
new distribution of the population.

CIVIL DEFENCE.
FIRE PREVENTION.

40. Mr. Ellis Smith asked the Secretary
of State for the Home Department what
action he proposes to take to prevent any
repetition of the fact that many firms had
neglected their legal obligations under the
Fire Watchers Order; what supervision
there was of night fire watchers; whether
it is intended to provide fire watchers
with steel helmets and other necessary
equipment as soon as possible; and
whether he will make a statement on this
matter?

The Joint Parliamentary Secretary to
the Ministry of Home Security (Mr.
Mabane): New Defence Regulations and
Orders have been made to extend and
strengthen defence against fire bombs.
The Fire Watchers Order placed the re-
sponsibility for the immediate supervision
of fire watchers on the occupier and the
responsibility for seeing that the Order
was observed on the local authority.
Arrangements have already been made
for greatly increased supplies of helmets
and other equipment to be available very
soon. My right hon. Friend would
prefer to wait until there has been time
to see how the new arrangements work
before making any detailed statement.

Mr. Smith: There are several urgent
matters arising out of this Fire Watchers
Order, and therefore I shall raise the
matter on the Adjournment at the earliest
possible opportunity.

SHELTERS.

55 Mr. Lunn asked the Home Secre-
tary what resolutions he has received
from local authorities against Circular
262 /1940, to pay for the construction or

S ¢ TR
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equipment of shelters provided after the
date of the circular, and expressing a
desire that the Government will pay the
total costs of all shelters whether erected
before or after the date of the circular;
and whether the Government are prepared
to agree to their representations?
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44. Captain Sir Ian Fraser asked the
Home Secretary whether he will reconsider
making the 100 per cent. Government re-
imbursement for shelters built by local
authorities after the issue of Home Office
Circular No. 262 /1040, on 12th October,
1940, applicable to shelters built before
that time, in order not to penalise those
local authorities who at an early stage in
the war took active steps to protect their
citizens?

The Joint Parliamentary Secretary to
the Ministry of Home Security (Miss
Wilkinson): My right hon. Friend has
received a number of such representa-
tions, but he is unable to modify the deci-
sion that the concession announced in the
circular cannot be made to operate
retrospectively.

LICENSING TRADE (STATE
MANAGEMENT).

41. Mr. Thorne asked the Home Sec-
retary whether the annual report for 1940
of the State management of Carlisle-
Gretna and Cromarty has been, or will
soon be, published?

The Under-Secretary of State for the
Home Department (Mr. Peake): I am
sorry that the publication of the annual
report for the year ended 31st March,
1940, has been unavoidably delayed. It
has now gone to press and I hope that
it will be published very shortly.

DRUNKENNESS (STATISTICS).

43. Mr. R. C. Morrison asked the
Home Secretary whether he will give the
total number of proceedings, convictions,
and charges proved of drunkenness in
England and Wales for the year 1939?

Mr. Peake: Owing to the necessity of
giving priority to urgent work directly
connected with the war, the compilation
of statistics has been delayed, and it may
be some little time before these figures
are available. T will furnish them to my
hon. Friend as soon as I can.
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Mr. Morrison: Do I take it that owing

to the war they do not intend to publish
these figures this year?

Mr. Peake: No, Sir. They will be
circulated to anybody who asks for them.

Viscountess Astor: Could my hon.
Friend tell us roughly whether drunken-
ness convictions have increased or
decreased ?

Mr. Peake: I cannot say in answer to
this Question.

“ BLACK RECORD.”

46. Viscountess Astor asked the Prime
Minister whether, in view of the publica-
tion of Sir Robert Vansittart’s ** Black
Record,”” he will state the conditions
under which serving civil servants are
free to publish their political views; and,
in particular, whether they must be sub-
mitted in advance of publication?

The Prime Minister (Mr. Churehill):
Civil servants are required by the terms
of a Treasury circular, of which I am
sending a copy to my hon. Frend, to
obtain the previous consent of the head
of their Department to publication of a
book or other work the subject matter
of which is connected with their official
duties or those of other public servants,
and to submit to him in advance the ver-
sion which is to be published.

Viscountess Astor: Could the right hon.
Gentleman say whether Sir Robert Van-
sittart submitted this to anybody, if so,
to whom he submitted it, and whether
he thinks it a good plan?

The Prime Minister: Sir Robert
Vansittart, I am informed, consulted the
late Secretary of State about his broad-
casts, and the latter gave him his permis-
sion. The present publication is a reprint
of the broadcasts which have already
appeared in the Press. Lord Halifax
was aware of this development. I might
add that the varying reproductions in the
Press gave a partial impression which the
publication corrects, though the publica-
tion naturally reaches only a small part
of the public who have already heard the
broadcasts. In regard to the last part of
the Supplementary Question, I think that
it was quite proper that publication
should be made after the regular formali-
ties had been complied with, although, of
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course, it does not express any opinion
except that of the very able public ser-
vant who was responsible for it.

Viscountess Astor: Is it a new policy of
the Government that civil servants should
make political broadcasts?

Mr. Davidson: Before they are pub-
lished in the *‘ Times "?

Mr. Ellis Smith: Is it not a fact that
the gentleman has proved himself more
British than some other people?

Mr. Henry Strauss: Is it not a fact that
on the subject of Germany the views of
Sir Robert Vansittart have been proved
generally right, and that the views of the
Noble Lady have been proved almost
invariably wrong?

Mr. Speaker: That is a matter of
opinion.

Viscountess Astor: It is entirely wrong.

GREAT BRITAIN AND THE UNITED
STATES.

47. Mr. Stokes asked the Prime Minis-
ter whether he will give an assurance
that no further leases or sale of land in
the Pritish Commonwealth will be
granted or made to any foreign country
before consulting this House?

The Prime Minister: I would refer the
hon. Member to the reply given to him
by my right hon. Friend the Lord Privy
Seal on 3rd December last.

POST-WAR RECONSTRUCTION,

49. Mr. Sloan asked the Minister with-
out Portfolio whether his study of recon-
struction after the war will include the
constructive proposals of the Labour party

for national ownership of mines, trans-
port, land and banks?

The Minister without Portfolio (Mr.
Arthur Greenwood): Yes, Sir. Construc-
tive proposals from any responsible source
will be welcomed and carefully considered.

Mr. Shinwell: Is the right hon. Gentle-
man aware that it is going to be mighty
difficult to ignore the constructive pro-
posals of the Labour party after the war?

Mr. Sloan: Will the right hon. Gentle-
man keep in mind that the millions of
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[Mr. Sloan. ]
working-class workers who are regimented
in the military and industrial machine in
this fight for democracy are looking for-
ward to the complete socialisation of
industry?

NATIONAL FINANCE.

SUPPLY SERVICES.

50. Sir Waldron Smithers asked the
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he
has considered the recent report on the
Supply Services presented to Parliament
by the Select Committee on National Ex-
penditure; and, in view of the recom-
mendations therein made, what action he
proposes to take?

The Chancellor of the Excheguer (Sir
Kingsley Wood): This report is being con-
sidered by the Departments concerned,
and on a number of points action has
already been taken. I cannot yet say
what further action will be taken, but my
hon. Friend will be mindful of the recent
statement in this connection by my right
hon. Friend the Minister of Labour.

Sir W. Smithers: In view of their in-
ability to punish people who are guilty of
waste and extravagance, under the terms
of reference, and the limited powers of
these Committees, will the Chancellor re-
commend to the Cabinet that a more
rapid procedure be set up under a court
of law, where witnesses can be heard on
oath and the complainants represented
by counsel?

Sir K. Wood: That is an entirely dif-
ferent matter.

War DAMAGE COMPENSATION.

s1. Sir H. Williams asked the Chancel-
lor of the Exchequer whether his atten-
tion had been drawn to the complaints of
the inadequacy of the compensation, and
the delays in making payment, under
the War Damage (Compensation) Act
where property has been requisitioned in
the national interest: and what steps he
is proposing to take to remedy these com-
plaints?

Sir K. Wood: T am assured by all De-
partments that they are making every
effort to deal expeditiously with claims.
It is common practice to make a payment
on account when a settlement is delayed,
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and in particular when delay causes hard-
ship. I do not think there is any ground
for altering the basis of compensation. If
my hon. Friend has any cases in mind
I have no doubt that if he will bring them
to the notice of the Department con-
cerned, they will be promptly investi-
gated.

Laxp Sares (ProriTs).

54. Mr. Mander asked the Chancellor
of the Exchequer whether, with a view to
preventing profiteering by land specula-
tors in bombed sites, he will consider in-
troducing legislation to compel all profits
made on land sales above the 1939 value
to be handed over in full to the Treasury,
thus imposing a 100 per cent. war profit
tax.

Sir K. Wood: Under the present law, a
profit arising from sales of land may be a
revenue profit or a capital gain accord-
ing to the circumstances of the particular
case, the broad distinction being between
the carrying-on of a trade or business and
the realisation of capital assets. In the
former case the profit would be taken into
account in computing profits for the pur-
poses of the excess profits tax, and as at
present advised T am not prepared to in-
troduce extended legislation on the lines
suggested.

Mr. Mander: Is my right hon. Friend
satisfied that profiteering of this kind is
being prevented at the present time, and,
if not. will he undertake to introduce legis-
lation in the next Finance Bill with a view
to stopping it?

Sir K. Wood: 1 do not accept, in the
first place, the major premise laid down
by my hon. Friend that such profiteering
is taking place. He is asking me to in-
vestigate cerfain circumstances, and T
shall have to look into them in the light of
such information as hon. Members may be
able to give me.

Sir Hugh O’Neill: Has the right hon.
Gentleman any information as to whether
there is in fact any selling of these plots?

Sir K. Wood: That is what I have
already intimated I would like to have
information about.

Mr. Leach: Is it the Chancellor’s inten-
tion to circumscribe the definition of
‘“ capital gain "’ in his next Budget?
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Mr. Loftus: Will my right hon. Friend
make inquiries as to whether there is
speculation going on in bombed area sites
in the East End of London?

Sir K. Wood: As I have already said,
I should be glad to receive any details
with which my hon. Friends could supply
me.

ITALIAN TERRITORIES IN BRITISH
OCCUPATION (POSTAGE STAMPS).

56. Mr. Mander asked the Postmaster-
General whether he will consider the ad-
visability of overprintnig the stamps of
Italian territory now in British occupation,
as was done in the last war in the case of
German Colonies; and whether he will
bear in mind the propaganda value of pro-
visional occupation issues?

Captain Margesson: 1 have been asked
to reply, as it is likely that the matter
would fall to be dealt with in the first
place by a military administration. The
answer to both parts of the Question is
T

FOOD SUPPLIES.
Damacep Crops (HunTtING).

58. Mr. Thorne asked the Minister of
Agriculture whether he can now give any
information of the amount of damage
done by zo horses and a pack of hounds
running over fields of turnips and beans
at Faversham on 26th and 27th Decem-
ber?

The Minister of Agriculture (Mr. R. S.
Hudson): Yes, Sir. The occupier has
stated that the damage was less than f1
and, as a matter of fact, amounted to a
few shillings only.

OATMEAL.

59. Mr. Thorne asked the Parliament-
ary Secretary to the Board of Trade, as
representing the Ministry of Food, why
there is a shortage of oatmeal?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the
Board of Trade (Major Lloyd George):
There is no general shortage of oatmeal.
Certain well known brands of packeted
rolled oats may no longer be imported,
but there are ample supplies of loose oat-
meal and rolled oats. Not all grocers,
however, have been accustomed to stock
oats in these forms, and some members of
the public may have had temporary diffi-
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culty in making purchases from their usual
suppliers until the retailers had taken steps
to remedy the position.

MEAT PROCESSING.

60. Captain Plugge asked the Parlia-
mentary Secretary to the Board of Trade,
as representing the Ministry of Food, what
is the opinion of his scientific advisers
with regard to the comparative food value
of meat extracts, pressed meat, canned
meat, chilled and frozen meat; and to
what extent it would be possible at the
present time to save shipping space by
processing the greater part of the meat
before it is shipped to this country from
South America and other distant places?

Major Lloyd George: The Scientific
Adviser to the Ministry does not attach
importance to meat extracts, but he has
advised certain measures in regard to the
other forms of meat mentioned in the
Question, which will result in economies
in shipping space.

BOMBED PROPERTY (GROUND
RENTS).

61. Mr. Glenvil Hall asked the
Attorney-General whether he will intro-
duce legislation similar in effect to the
Landlord and Tenant Act, 1939, to help
leaseholders whose property has been
rendered unusable by enemy action but
who at present continue fully liable to
their ground landlords for rent where
such is payable?

The Attorney-General (Sir Donald
Somervell): The hon. Member will be
aware of the special provisions in the
Landlord and Tenant (War Damage) Act,
1030, dealing with the case in which the
property which has suffered war damage
is held on a ground lease. The Govern-
ment are at present considering whether,
in the light of experience, these provisions
provide a satisfactory solution of the
difficulties which confront eround land-
lords and their tenants in these cases or
require modification.

Mr. Hall: But surely it does not need
any thought to realise that it is grossly
unfair on a tenant if he has to go on pay-
ing ground rent after having sustained a
loss running into hundreds of pounds?

The Attorney-General: That may be,
but it might also be unfair to the land-
lord.
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NIGHT BOMBING RAIDS.

63. Mr. Sorensen asked the Secretary of
State for Air whether he will inform the
House approximately when and where the
first night air-bombing raid took place
during the present war, respectively, on
Great Britain, France and Germany?

The Under-Secretary of State for Air
(Captain Harold Balfour): The first British
raid on German territory was the attack
on the seaplane base on the Island of Sylt
on the night of 18th-1gth March, 1940.
The first German attack on British soil
was carried ott on the night of 16th
March, 1940, when bombs were dropped
on the Orkneys, causing civilian casunal-
ties, Omne of the first acts in the German
oflensive in the West was at attack on
the town and harbour of Calais in the
early morning of 1oth May, causing
numerous civilian casualties. This was
followed by German attacks on aero-
dromes and communications in France on
succeeding nights. The Royal Air Force
began attacks on military lines of com-
munication in Western Germany on 11th
May, 1040, and on the following nights
and days.

POTASH ORDER

64. Mr. Wootton-Davies asked the
Minister of Supply whether, for the guid-
ance of small traders, he will issue a
popular explanation of the newly-issued
Caustic Potash and Carbonate of Potash
Order, 1941 (No. 55)7?

The Joint Parliamentary Secretary to
the Ministry of Supply (Mr. Harold Mae-
millan): I am sending my hon. Friend
a copy of the notice which was circulated
to the trade Press at the time when the
Order was made. 1 think he will find that
this affords sufficient guidance to traders
in these materials.

LOCAL AUTHORITIES
(APPOINTMENTS).

67. Mr. Sorensen asked the Minister of
Health, under what authority public
authorities inquire of applicants for tem-
porary or permanent positions in their
service, and who are women or above or
below the age for military service, what
their personal views may be on religion,
politics, or war, in view of the fact that
such irrelevant personal questions are, in
fact, being asked?
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The Parliamentary Secretary te the
Ministry of Health (Miss Horsbrugh): It
is withing the competence of a local autho-
rity to decide what inquiries should be
made before making appointments to its
staff, and my right hon. Friend has no
authority to intervene.

Mr. Soremsen: Does the hon. Lady
agree that it is entirely undesirable for
public bodies to ask elderly people what
their personal views may be, seeing that
they have no relevance?

Miss Horsbrugh: 1 stated that my right
hon. Friend has no power over the
employing authority to determine what
questions shall be asked when these
appointments are made. They must be
left to do so as they think best.

Mr. Sorensen: Will the hon. Lady see
that some recommendation is made to
these local authorities on the subject?

WIDOWS' AND ORPHANS'
PENSIONS.

68. Mr. Glenvil Hall asked the Minister
of Health, whether he is aware that the
present allowances under the Insurance
Acts for a widow with children are in-
adequate to meet requirements owing to
the rise in the cost of living, and are, in
any case below those now allowed else-
where by the Government for women with
children; and what steps he proposes to
take in the matter?

Miss Horsbrugh: The present combined
health insurance and pensions contribp-
tion contains no margin which would
enable any of the statutory benefits pro-
vided under those schemes to be
improved. =~ These contributions were
increased as recently as July last in order
to lower the age at which a woman be-
comes entitled to an old age pension,
and, if any further increase in contribu-
tions were found possible, my right hon.
Friend is not satisfied that the first claim
on any such additional money should be
for the purpose which the hon. Member
has in mind.

Mr. Hall: Surely the hon. Lady realises
that a widow with children—in one case
in my constituency, with six children—
cannot bring them up on 30s. a week?
Does she imagine that that is possible,
and is it not time that something was
done?
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Miss Horsbrugh: There are a good
many cases, as the hon. Member will
agree, which have to be taken into con-
sideration, as I have indicated in the
answer.

ARMORIAL BEARINGS DUTY.

69. Mr. Brooke asked the Minister of
Health which steps are taken to prevent
the Armorial Bearings Duty, in so far as it
is payable by everyone who uses a signet
ring or a piece of household silver bearing
a crest, from being an unfair tax, in the
sense that good citizens who know about
it will pay it, but a much greater number
who do not like paying, or do not know
that they have to pay, can permanently
evade it with impunity?

Miss Horsbrugh: The responsibility for
the collection of this duty lies with the
local authorities concerned. The money
it yields is used for the relief of rates, and
this fact would appear to be an induce-
ment to them to do whatever is practic-
able to get the tax properly paid.

Mr. Brooke: Surely the question is how
much is payable, and if in fact this tax
is not at present being paid by anything
like 100 per cent. of those liable, does that
not prove that it is operating unfairly?

Miss Horsbrugh: I do not know that
that is necessarily so, but my right hon.
Friend has no information with regard to
the extent of evasions which would be
very difficult to prevent.

SURPLUS COMMODITIES.

70. Mr, David Adams asked the Under-
Secretary of State for the Colonies whether
consideration has been given, in associa-
tion with America, to a scheme for storing
Colonial surpluses for release after the
war?

Mr. Greenwood: 1 have been asked to
reply.  Measures to deal with Colonial
and other surplus comodities are being
actively considered, in connection with the
general problem of surpluses, by a Com-
mittee of Ministers, over which I preside,
assisted by an Official Committee under
the chairmanship of Sir Frederick Leith-
Ross.

Mr. Adams: Can my right hon. Friend
say when we are likely to have a report
on this subject?
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Mr. Greenwood: There is no question
of a report; it is a question of taking
action, and action has already been
taken to purchase Colonial surpluses.

Mr. Adams: I take it that the action will
not be similar to that which was taken
with regard to the cocoa crop, which was
destroyed ?

Mr. Greenwood: In all these questions
the Governments of the Dominions are of
course being consulted.

BRITISH PRISONERS OF WAR.

26. Captain McEwen (for Major-
General Sir Alfred Knox) asked the
Secretary of State for War whether he has
reason to believe that conditions in Oflag
VII C/H are worse than in any other
camps; and, if so, whether he will make
representation to the German Government
through the protecting Powers?

Captain Margesson: No, Sir. My in-
formation is that the heating, lighting and
sanitary conditions at this camp are
reasonably satisfactory, and that improve-
ments have recently been made as regards
bedding, washing, clothing and welfare.

Captain McEwen: How recent is that
information?

Captain Margesson: I must have notice
of that Question.

27. Captain McEwen (for Sir A. Knox)
asked the Secretary of State for War
whether he will give, separately, the num-
ber of food and clothing parcels des-
patched by the British Red Cross in each
of the months July to December, and the
total number of those parcels known to
have passed the German frontier in the
same period?

Captain Margesson: As the answer con-
tains a number of figures, I will, with my
hon. and gallant Friend’s permission, cir-
culate a statement in the OFFICIAL
REePoRT.

Following is the statement:

The numbers of food and clothing par-
cels collected by the General Post Office
from the War Organisation of the British
Red Cross Society and Order of St. John
of Jerusalem in each of the months July
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to December, 1940, and the numbers of
such parcels known to have passed the

German frontier in the same months, are
as follow:

|

| COU&CS':;KEELLT g Left Geneva for Germany.

|' i

l Food. Clothing. Total. Food, Clothing. Total,

S | 1

JEW oo il el cApeBRY 1,200 19,039 2,749 772 | 3.5
August... el ek 70,306 4,506 74.002 84 12 ab
September ... v 34,400 2,2 36,755 —— - —
October 96,008 9,231 105,329 17,464 268 17,732
November ... 122,474 3.487 125,001 15,060 50 15,110
December s 1: 150,361 2,383 152,744 81,324 20 81,344
Noles :—

The above figures exclude food and clothing sent in bulk.

The difference between the number of parcels shown to have left Geneva in December, namely
81,344, and the figure given on Tuesday last, namely 99,592 (OrriciaL Rerort, House of
Commons—Col. 3), is accounted for by the fact that the latter figure telegraphed from Geneva is
now found to have been for the period 27th November to 3ist December, and included parcels of

books, cigarettes, tobacco and medical comforts.

ROAD TRANSPORT
(CO-ORDINATION).

62. Captain Plugge asked the Minister
of Transport whether, in the new official
organisation he is setting up to co-ordinate
road transport, he will indicate the extent
to which this organisation is to be staffed
by civil servants, and indicate the ex-
perience which civil servants have had in
running an organisation of this nature?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the
Ministry of Transport (Mr., Montague):
The organisation for the new road-trans-
port scheme will form an integral part of
my Department, and the details have not
yet been fully worked out. My right hon.
Friend will, however, as has already been
announced, obtain the assistance of quali-
fied men experienced in the industry, who
will be invited to join the staff of the
Ministry for that purpose.

Mr. Davidson: Will the representatives
of the workmen’s organisations connected
with road transport be consulted?

Mr. Montague: I will take note of that
Question.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.

Resolved,

‘“ That the proceedings on Government
Business and the Motion relating to the Sup-
Eu'cssiun of the '’ Daily Worker'' and the
* Week '' be exempted at this day's Sitting,
from the provisions of the Standing Order
{Sitti?gs of the House).''—[The Prime Min-
ister.

WRITTEN ANSWERS.

BRITISH ARMY.
Foop (Economicar Usk).

Sir W. Smithers arked the Secretary
of State for War what steps are being
taken to cut down food waste at camps,
and to improve the cooking and prepara-
tion of the food?

Sir Smediey Crooke asked the Secre-
tary of State for War if his attention has
been drawn to the waste of good human
food which is placed in swill tubs for pigs
at a military camp in the Midlands;
whether, in view of the Minister of Food'’s
appeal for economy in foodstuffs, he will
have a strict inquiry made into the
matter and also issue urgent instructions
to messing officers to make their inspec-
tion more intense in order to prevent this
waste in the future?

Captain Margesson: I would refer my
hon. Friends to the answer given by my
predecessor to my hon. Friend the Mem-
ber for Duddeston (Mr. Simmonds) on
1oth December last, of which I am send-
ing them copies. I am well aware of the
complaints that have been made, and we
are constantly endeavouring to eliminate
waste. Inspectors and catering advisers
have been appointed in Commands, and
additional inspectors are being trained so
that regular inspection of unit cook-
houses may be made. Specialist messing
officers have been posted to all large
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training units, and regimental officers
have, since the beginning of the war, been
receiving instruction at special centres
throughout the country. I think that by
these measures considerable improvement
has been, and is being, effected.

DocumeNTs LEFT IN VEHICLES.

Mr. Ammon asked the Secretary of
State for War (1) in how many of the 21
instances were the papers, appertaining to
his Department, which were left in taxi-
meter cabs and other public vehicles, re-
covered; and what was the nature of the
disciplinary measures meted out to the
persons responsible for such negligence;

(2) in how many instances during the
past 12 months were documents and
papers relative to his Department lost
from private and from service cars; how
many recovered; and what disciplinary
action was taken against the persons re-
sponsible for such carelessness?

Captain Margesson: The documents
were recovered in 19 of the 21 cases.
None of the losses were from service cars,
but there was one loss (unrecovered) from
a private car. In this case, which pre-
sented several unsatisfactory features, the
loser was dismissed from his employ-
ment. In four other cases, which were
dealt with directly from the War Office,
the losers were suitably admonished. The
remaining cases, where the losers were
identified and the documents were of any
importance, were referred to local mili-
tary authorities for appropriate action.

DisaBiLiTy PENSION.

Sir Smedley Crooke asked the Secretary
of State for War, whether he is aware of
the fact that the maximum disability pen-
sion for the rank of private under the
Peace-time Warrant still remains at
32s. 6d.; and whether, having regard to
the increased cost of living, he will con-
sider raising the rate to 34s. 2d. which is
the present rate paid by the Ministry of
Pensions in connection with disabilities
due to the present war?

Captain Margesson: The basic rate of
32s. 6d. for peace disability pensions is
being raised to 34s. 2d. Existing pen-
sions will be reassessed without applica-
tion by the pensioners concerned.

DEPENDANT'S ALLOWANCES.

Mr. R. Gibson asked the Secretary of
State for War, whether he is aware that
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because the civil employers of Lance-
corporal J. M'Gregor, No. 2888300, of the
Gordon Highlanders, made him a grant
of 8s. a week, his mother, a Greenock con-
stituent, was deprived of her dependant’s
allowance of 17s. per week by his depart-
ment; and what steps he proposes to take
to eliminate this anomaly?

Captain Margesson: 1 am re-examining
this case and will communicate with my
hon. and learned Friend.

LEAVE

Mr. R. Gibson asked the Secretary of
State for War, how frequently, on an
average, is a seven-days leave granted to
a Scots soldier stationed in the south of
England; whether, in the case of such a
soldier, the 48-hours additional leave
granted from time to time to other soldiers
who can make use of it is allowed to
accumulate so as to allow of the Scots
soldier making an additional though less
frequent visit to his family; and whether
a free pass is issued for such additional
visit? .

Captain Margesson: If the flow of leave
is not interrupted, a soldier should re-
ceive seven days’' leave once in about
fourteen weeks, Leave cannot be ac-
cumulated. A soldier may be given two
free travelling warrants a year for leave

oses. On other occasions, he can
travel at half fare.

AcTtinG LANCE-CORPORALS.

Mr. Silkin asked the Secretary of State
for War, with regard to men who, for
periods of several months, are appointed
as acting lance-corporals without increased
pay or official status, whether, as this
causes considerable dissatisfaction among
men so appointed, he will consider a re-
view of the system so that increased re-
sponsibility is recognised by increased pay
or status, or both?

Captain Margesson: All appointments to
lance ranks during war time are made
initially on an unpaid basis. After hold-
ing the appointment for a continuous
period of 21 days, the soldier is granted
the pay of the appointment retrospec-
tively, provided a vacancy exists on the
establishment of paid lance appointments
allowed for his unit. Local military com-
manders are, however, empowered to
sanction the temporary appointment, in
cases of necessity, of a small number of
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unpaid lance appointments in excess of the
paid establishment. Men filling such
additional appointments should be con-
sidered for paid appointments as vacancies
for the latter arise.

ITALTAN PRISONERS OF WAR.

Mr. Wedgwood asked the Secretary of
State for War what he proposes to do with
the Italian prisoners; what is the estimated
cost of maintaining them per annum; will
he consider setting them free on the island
of Rhedes; and does he propose to make
any distinction between the regular Italian
army and the Blackshirt divisions?

Captain Margesson: A considerable
number of Italian prisoners of war is being
sent to India. The disposal of the re-
mainder is not yet settled, but it is in con-
templation to bring a number to this coun-
try for agricultural work, and possibly
for other work where there is a shortage
of British labour. I cannot yet give any
figure for the cost of maintenance. A
suggestion to set these prisoners free on
the island of Rhodes has already been
considered and rejected as impracticable.
The accommodation of Regular and Black-
shirt prisoners in separate camps is under
consideration.

Mr. Butcher asked the Secretary of
State for War the number of Italians taken
prisoner by British Forces in North Africa
to the last convenient date?

Capiain Margesson: It was reported on
20th January that about 80,000 prisoners,
including 66,000 Europeans, had been
taken. These figures include 3,284
officers. 1t is estimated that over 25,000
have since been taken at Tobruk.

NATIONAL FINANCE.
Excess Prorits Tax.

Mr. Hannah asked the Chancellor of
the Exchequer whether a firm, compeiled
by war work, but probably only tem-
porary, to increase its staff, may use what
would otherwise have to be returned as
excess profits to provide a canteen that
will be much too large for use by the
normal staff after the war?

Sir K. Wood: Where capital expendi-
ture has been incurred by reason of the
war in the provision of canteens it will
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rank for reliel from Excess Profits Tax
under the provisions of Rule 3 of Part 1
of the Seventh Schedule, Finance (No. 2)
Act, 1939, and, as 1 indicated in reply
to a Question asked on the 19th December
last by my hon. Friend the Member for
Aylesbury, I intend to include in the next
Budget, as a war-tiime measure, proposals
for the allowance of similar relief for the
purposes of Income Tax and National
Defence Contribution. 1 would add that
all revenue expenses incurred by a trader
in the maintenance of canteens for the use
of his employés are admissible as a deduc-
tion in computing his trading profits for
taxation purposes.

Income Tax.

Mr. Hannah asked the Chancellor of
the Exchequer whether he will consider
granting to a widower with children, com-
pelled to employ a housekeeper, the same
concession in Income Tax as though his
wife had lived?

Sir K. Wood: I would point out that
Section 19 of the Finance Act, 1920,
authorises an allowance to be given in
respect of the housekeeper in the condi-
tions referred to in the Question. 1 can-
not see my way to propose any higher
allowance in such a case.

WAR DAMAGE COMPENSATION.

Mr. Reostron Duckworth asked the
Chancellor of the Exchequer what has
been the average payment in respect of
claims for the replacement of essential for-
niture put forward by those who have lost
their homes; and whether, in the case of
dissatisfaction with the amounts awarded,
such claimants have any further right of
appeal?

Sir K. Wood: The payments which the
Assistance Board have made in respect of
essential furniture cover a great varnety of
cases. The applicants to the Board who
have suffered the total loss of their homes
form only a small proportion of the total,
and T regret that separate information is
not available about the payments made to
them. The answer to the second part of
the Question is in the negative.

ARMED FORCES (TELEGRAPH
FACILITIES).

Mr. Salt asked the Postmaster-General
whether, in view of the time taken in the
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transit of letters sent by relatives to
soldiers serving overseas, he will consider
permitting them to send one free cable
each month similarly to the present
arrangement for parents to their evacu-
ated children in the Dominions?

Captain Waterhouse: The question of
allowing free telegrams to and from mem-
bers of His Majesty’s Forces in the Middle
East has been examined in consultation
with all the interested Departments, and
the unanimous conclusion has been
reached that an entirely free service could
not be justified. Therc are already tele-
graph services for messages to or from the
Forces abroad at special rates which are
substantially lower than the cheapest
normal rate. The number of children
evacuated overseas is extremely small in
comparison with the numbers of the
Forces serving abroad, and the problems
of providing free telegraph secrvice in the
the two cases are not comparable.

CHINA (BRITISH SHIPPING).

Mr. R. Morgan asked the Secretary of
State for Foreign Affairs to what extent
British ships are now able to proceed up
the Yangtze without interference from the
Japa;tese authorities in occupation of the
area?

Mr. Butler: There has been no <hange
in recent months and the Yangtze remains
closed to third Power shipping above
Kiangyin.

SCOTLAND.
MEeDpICAL REFEREES.

Mr. R. Gibson asked the Secretary of
State for Scotland in which of the sheriff-
doms of Lanarkshire, the Lothians,
Angus, Aberdeen and Renfrewshire
ophthalmologists and dermatologists, re-
spectively, have been appointed as medi-
cal referees in cases under the Workmen’s
Compensation Acts; and whether he has
any statement to make regarding sheriff-

doms in which no such appointments have
been made?

Mr. Peake: Ophthalmologists have been
appointed as medical referees under the
Act for the sheriffdoms of Lanark,
Lothians and Peebles, and Renfrew. Medi-
cal referees to deal specially with cases of
scheduled diseases (including dermatitis)
have been appointed for the sheriffdoms

No. 17
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of Lanark and Renfrew. My right hon.
Friend appreciates that it may be desir-
able to strengthen the panels of medical
referees in these and other areas by more
extensive appointments of specialists, and
he will be very glad to consider repre-
sentations in regard to any particular
area; but experience shows that it is ex-
tremely difficult to secure the services of
suitable specialists as referees under
present conditions.

EDINBURGH (BUILDINGS).

Mr. Hannah asked the Secretary of
State for Scotland what steps the burgh
council of Edinburgh is taking to pre-
serve the picturesque old building whose
pend supplies a passage between St.
Patrick Square and Buccleuch Street?

Mr. E. Brown: I am informed that in
1938 the corporation considered the ques-
tion of preservation of this old building
and decided to demolish it in view of the
condition of its fabrics. I am advised that
the building has not sufficient architec-
tural or historic interest to justify pre-
servation.

GrLAasGow TELEPHONE SERVICE.

Mr. McKie asked the Postmaster-
General if he can take steps to ensure the
more speedy and efficient working of the
Glasgow telephone exchange with regard
to trunk calls from Southern Scotland,
and thereby save to subscribers in the
latter area the delay and inconvenience
that they at present suffer?

Captain Waterhouse: The difficulties to
which my hon. Friend refers are largely
due to the heavy pressure of traffic on the
main telephone routes available out of
Glasgow.  The provision of additional
circuits is in hand and I anticipate that
a number will be brought into service
shortly. If my hon. Friend has in mind
the delay on calls to any particular place
1 will gladly have inquiries made.

COAL INDUSTRY.

SUPPLIES.

Mr. Cocks asked the Secretary for
Mines whether the committee on coal dis-
tribution has reached any conclusions on
the subject; and what steps are to be
taken to implement them?

B
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Mr. Grenfell: I assume that my hon.
Friend has in mind the committee pre-
sided over by my right hon. Friend the
Lord President of the Council.  The
function of this Committee is, not to
make recommendations, but to co-
ordinate executive action by the Ministers
responsible for maintaining coal supplies;
and the decisions reached by the com-
mittee from week to week are carried into
effect forthwith by the Ministers con-
cerned. T am glad to have this oppor-
tunity of expressing my appreciation of
the steps already taken by my right hon.
Friends the Minister of Transport and the
Minister of Shipping, which have
materially eased the situation.

CONDITIONS OF SALE.

Sir J. Nall asked the Secretary for
Mines on whose authority the coal con-
trollers are seeking to impose mnew
standard conditions of sale for industrial
coal contracts, contrary to the wishes of
consumers and colliery owners?

Mr. Grenfell: I would refer the hon.
Member to the reply which I gave on
23rd January to the hon. and gallant
Member for the Withington Division of
Manchester (Flight-Lieutenant Fleming),
of which I am sending him a copy.

LIMITATION OF SUPPLIES.
Mr. Cocks asked the President of the
Board of Trade whether, in view of the
value of buckets in fire-fighting, he will
consider increasing the quota allowed for

these articles under the Limitation of
Supplies Order?

Mr. Lyttelton: No, Sir. I am in-
formed by my right hon. Friend, the
Minister for Home Security, that bags,
not buckets, should be used for storing
sand and for dealing with incendiary
bombs, and, further, that industrial con-
cerns and local authorities should make
the fullest use, as water containers, of
4-gallon petrol tins, which are available
in large quantities from the Army. I
am sending the hon. Member a copy of
an announcement made on this subject
on Monday, 27th January.

Mr. Temple Morris asked the President
of the Board of Trade whether steps have
been faken, in view of the increase,
through evacuation, of the population in
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various parts of South Wales, to increase
the amount available of articles of
clothing?

Mr. Lyttelton: I realise that reception
areas need more supplies than other
areas, and the Limitation of Supplies
Orders allow wholesalers to divert their
supplies from one area to another within
the limits of their quota. I have seen
representatives of the textile wholesalers,
who have given an undertaking that in
allocating supplies they will take account
of the new distribution of the population.

MILK BOTTLES (THEFTS).

Mr. Chater asked the President of the
Board of Trade whether his atfention has
been called to the hardship created for
reputable milk distributors by the con-
stant thefts of milk bottles by certain of
their competitors; and whether he is pre-
pared to make an Order, under the
Emergency Powers Act, imposing drastic
penalties for such offences, including im-
prisonment in the case of constant
offenders, having regard to the fact that
the present method of dealing with this
evil under the Merchandise Marks Acts
has utterly failed to check it?

Major Lloyd George: The Merchandise
Marks Acts do not deal with offences of
this nature, and I would refer the hon.
Member to the answer given to him by
my right hon. Friend, the Secretary of
State for the Home Department, on 21st
January.

ROYAL AIR FORCE (MARRIAGE
ALLOWANCE).

Mr. Mander asked the Secretary of
State for Air whether he will consider the
advisability of removing the age limit of
30 below which officers in the Royal Air
Force are not entitled to full living out
marriage allowance?

Sir A. Sinclair: The regulation pro-
viding that officers under 30 years of age
shall receive marriage allowance, though
at a lower rate than those over 30, applies
to the Army and the Royal Navy as well
as to the Royal Air Force. This arrange-
ment was introduced at the beginning of
the war after most careful consideration
of the problem in all its bearings, and T
knéw of no cogent reason for its
modification.
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AGRICULTURE,
TENANCIES (TERMINATION).

Mr. Brooke asked the Minister of Agri-
culture how many agricultural tenancies
have so far been lerminated in each
county, respectively, under the Defence
Regulation which provides for this action
to be taken if holdings are not being
properly and efficiently cultivated?

Mr. Hudson: The total number of agri-
cultural tenancies in England and Wales
which have been terminated by notice
under Regulation 62 of the Defence
(General) Regulations, 19309, is 968. Cir-
cumstances vary greatly in different
counties and in many instances negotia-
tions between county war agricultural
executive committees and owners and
occupiers have led to desirable changes
of fenancy without resort to the exercise
of powers under Regulation 62. The
number of such cases is not known. The
figures do not, therefore, give a complete
or accurate picture and comparisons
between counties would be misleading.

437

RiGHTS-0F-WAY.

Major R. Beaumont asked the Minister
of Agriculture whether he is aware that a
number of rights-of way are being
ploughed up and are going out of use as
a result of the campaign to plough up
additional land; and what steps are being
taken to preserve the existence of these
rights-of-way and to ensure that any
restriction of the public enjoyment of
them will only be temporary?

Mr. Hudson: T would refer my hon. and
gallant Friend to the reply which I gave
to the hon. Member for Shipley (Mr.
Creech Jones) on 5th December last.

DRAINAGE SCHEMES (PaAY).

Mr. De la Bére asked the Minister of
Agriculture whether, in connection with
mobile gangs to carry through the
drainage schemes, he will take steps to
increase the agricultural minimum rale of
pay, which is at present 1s. an hour, so as
to bring it more closely into line with
mobile gangs who are employed on camp
construction or demolition work in Lon-
don, in view of the fact that many men
who would be available are attracted away
because of the higher rates of pay?

Mr. Hudson: No, Sir.
No. 17
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WORKS AND BUILDINGS.

Mr. Rostron Duckworth asked the Par-
liamentary Secretary to the Ministry of
Works and Buildings whether his atten-
tion has been called to the unsatisfactory
working conditions in Sunlight House,
Manchester, where a number of members
of the Inland Revenue staff are employed;
whether he is aware that the inadequate
heating has led to sick leave, discomfort,
loss of working time and inefficiency;
whether efforts have been made to ensure
that the owner of the building provides
proper accommodation, and with what
result; and whether there are any further
steps he can take in the matter?

Mr. Hicks: Yes, Sir. My Department
have been trying for a long time, without
success, to induce the owner of Sunlight
House to render in a satisfactory manner
services which he undertook to maintain
when leasing the building. Further steps
are under consideration.

CIVIL DEFENCE.
INTERNEES.

Mr. Wedgwood asked the Under-
Secretary of State for Dominion Affairs
whether his attention has been called to
the conditions in Camp R, in Canada,
where 70 refugees, mostly Jews, are
dominated by several hundred Nazi
sailors; also Camp B, where orthodox
Jews are forced to work on the Sabbath;
and will he make representations to the
Capadian Government so as to improve
the conditions of these interned refugees?

Bir. Peake: I am informed that the 70
refugees, referred to in the first part of the
Question, were separated from Nazi in-
ternees some time ago. I am making
inquiry as to the statement of the right
hon. and gallant Member in relation to
Camp B.

Loxpon SaLvace Corps.

Sir R. Gower asked the Home Secre-
tary whether the London Salvage Corps
is still in existence; and whether some
arrangement can be made for the salving
of at least easily accessible objects of
value under the debris of demolished
houses since, at the present time, owing
to the fear of being accused of looting,
demolition workers will not touch them.

B2
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Mr, H. Morrison: The London Salvage
Corps is in existence and co-operates
with the London Fire Brigade in emer-
gency fire fighting operations. 1 am con-
sidering a scheme under which the per-
sonnel of the corps would form the
nucleus of an expanded salvage organisa-
tion, working in conjunction with the
London Fire Brigade. Under existing
arrangements objects of value are re-
covered by those engaged in the work of
clearance of debris, and they are handed
over to a responsible officer of the local
authority. I have no evidence to suggest
that these arrangements are not satisfac-
fory.

DETENTION.

Mr. Stokes asked the Home Secretary
when a decision will be taken with regard
to the case of Miss Frances Eales, who
was detained under Regulation 188 on
1st July 1940 and appeared before the
advisory committee on 25th November

1040?

Mr. H. Morrison: I presume that my
hon. Friend refers to the case of Miss
Florence Eccles. I regret that I am not
at present prepared to authorise the re-
lease of Miss Eccles.

PERSONNEL (SERVICE BADGES).

Captain Elliston asked the Home Sec-
retary whether a badge can be granted to
all civil defence workers for each year of
completed service from the date of their
enrolment?

Mr. H. Morrison: 1 am not aware of
any general demand for a long-service
badge among Civil Defence workers, and
I should be averse from introducing any
artificial distinctions where all are con-
tributing to the common effort to the best
of their ability.

WATERLOO BRIDGE (TRAFFIC).

Mr. Thurtle asked the Home Secretary
why taximeter-cabs are not allowed to
cross Waterloo Bridge from South to
North when they have passengers?

Mr. H. Morrison: The northern
approach to Waterloo Bridge, between the
Strand and the temporary bridge, is so
much reduced in width on account of road
works that a system of one-way traffic has
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had to be introduced. In view, however,
of the inconvenience and hardship likely
to be caused to passengers travelling from
Waterloo Station, it has been decided to
allow omnibuses to use the bridge and
its approaches in both directions. These
vehicles are limited in number and have
a high carrying capacity; if other vehicles
were admitted, serious congestion at the
Wellington Street-Strand crossing would
result. It is regretted therefore that the
concession cannot be extended to cabs (or
to any other class of fraffic) at present.
As soon as a greater width of carriage-
way is available at the northern approach,
the ordinary two-way operation will be
restored.

TROOPSHIPS (CARGO SPACE).

Captain Elliston asked the Minister of
Shipping whether local exporters are in-
vited to use any cargo space available
for fruit and foodstuffs in troopships and
supply vessels returning from the Middle
East and other military bases?

Mr. Cross: Subject to military needs,
full advantage is taken of any cargo space
available in such ships for bringing

priority cargoes to the United Kingdom
from ports en route.

FOOD SUPPLIES.
CocoA AND CHOCOLATE.

Mr. Rostron Duckworth asked the Par-
liamentary Secretary to the Ministry of
Food whether any preference in manufac-
ture is given to cocoa over chocolate, or

whether there are enough ingredients for
both?

Major Lloyd George: Cocoa powder
and chocolate are to some extent joint pro-
ducts. Since the outbreak of war there
have been sufficient supplies available of
raw cocoa and the production of cocoa
powder has been increased to meet an
additional demand. On the other hand,
chocolate production has been restricted
owing to the reduced allocation of sugar
for manufacturing purposes.

CEREALS CONTROL BOARD.

Sir E. Graham-Little asked the Parlia-
mentary Secretary to the Ministry of Food
whether he is aware that considerable
dissatisfaction is caused by the occupation
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by representatives of three firms which
dominate the milling industry, of key
positions in the Cereals Control Board of
the Ministry, one such representative
being chairman of the Cereals Imports
Committee, another representative chair-
man of the Home-Grown Cereals Com-
mittee, and a third vice-chairman of the
Flour Mills Control Committee; and
whether he will reconsider this situation?

Major Lloyd George: No, Sir. My
Noble Friend has no reason for thinking
that dissatisfaction exists such as my hon.
Friend suggests. In reply to the last part
of the OQuestion, the Cereals Control
Board and the three committees named
were dissolved seven months ago when the
functions of the Board were taken over
by the Cereals Division of the Ministry of
Food. In that reorganisation, the chair-
man of the Cereals Import Committee was
appointed Director of Cereals Imports,
and the vice-chairman of the Flour Mills

Control  Committee was appointed
Director of Flour Milling.
Pics.

Mr. Rostron Duckworth asked the Par-
liamentary Secretary to the Ministry of
Food why his Department discourages the
raising of heavier-weight pigs, especially
in view of the shortage of pig products;
and whether he will encourage the use of
more food so that the light-weight pigs
which are being slaughtered now can be
made heavier?

Major Lloyd-George: The Ministry of
Food pays the highest prices for pigs of
carcase weight betwen 110 and 180 Ibs.
Pigs of this class yield the most suitable
bacon for distribution against.the 4 oz.
ration. It is not possible to adopt my
hon. Friend’s suggestion that the use of
more concentrates for pig feeding should
be encouraged, although we hope that pig
keepers will make an increasing use of
swill and other waste materials. I would
remind my hon. Friend that under the
Government’s scheme for the rationing of
animal feeding stuffs, which comes into
operation on the 1st February, the rations
for pigs will be limited to approximately
one-third of the pre-war quantities.

RatioNep Foops (SoutH WALES).

Mr. Temple Morris asked the Parlia-
mentary Secretary to the Ministry of Food
whether steps have been taken, in view of
the increase, through evacuation, of the
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population in wvarious parts of South
Wales, to increase the amount of rationed
food commodities?

Major Lloyd George: I would refer my
hon. and learned Friend to the reply
given to my hon. Friend the Member for
Blackpool (Mr. R. Robinson) on 3rd
December and to the reply given to my
hon. Friend the Member for Stretford (Mr.
Etherton) on 16th October. 1 would add
that the information promised to manu-
facturers in the reply of 3rd December has
now been furnished.

Liguip MIiLk.

Mr. Stokes asked the Parliamentary
Secretary to the Ministry of Food, what
quantity of liquid milk during the month
of December, 1940, it is anticipated will
go to consumers other than the liquid milk
;‘onsu?mers; and what price will be paid
or it

Major Lloyd George: While it is not in
the national interest to publish detailed
figures of milk production and utilisation
1 can assure by hon. Friend that very
little milk during December was supplied
to other than liquid milk consumers.
Any milk manufactured into condensed
milk or milk powder was sold at the
manufacturing price of 1s. 7d. per gallon
and any quantities utilised in the manu-
facture of butter and cheese at rod. per
gallon. In a few cases manufacturers of
certain prepared foodstuffs and beverages
obtained trifling quantities for which they
paid the full liquid price of 2s. o}d. per
gallon,

MuTTON.

Mr. McKie asked the Parliamentary
Secretary to the Ministry of Food,
whether it is the intention of the Govern-
ment to allow to producers of mutton the
same right of appeal to deadweight which
the Government graders themselves
claim?

Major Lloyd George: I assume that in
referring to Government graders my hon.
Friend intends to refer to the livestock
inspectors of the Ministry of Food who
have certain limited powers to decide that
sheep and other animals should be sent
to the slaughterhouse for grading on the
basis of their actual carcase weights. The
certifying authorities who carry out the
grading have no such powers. The grad-
ing of fat stock at each collecting centre
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is carried out by a certifying authority
composed of three persons, one of whom
is a farmer. The Ministry take all pos-
sible steps to ensure that the grading is
carried out fairly and uniformly at all
collecting centres and a staff of specially
qualified Inspectors is employed for that
purpose. Consideration has been given
to the question of allowing producers the
right to appeal against the decision of the
graders in cases where they are dissatis-
fied, but the complexity of the arrange-
ments for the operation of any such
scheme on a national basis would render
it unworkable. There is no indication of
any general desire for a right of appeal
which, if granted, would have to be
equally available to the Ministry as to
the farmers. The answer to my hon.
Friend's question is therefore in the nega-
tive.

BRITISH PRISONERS OF WAR.

Mr. Savory asked the Secretary of State
for War what steps are being taken to
facilitate the repatriation of medical
officers serving in His Majesty’s Forces,
and now captives in Germany?

Captain Margesson: The German Gov-
ernment have been informed that His
Majesty's Government are ready to re-
patriate the German medical personnel
who are entitled to repatriation under the
Geneva Convention of 1929, if the German
Government will also conform to the terms
of the Convention as regards Brifish medi-
cal personnel in their hands. The matter
is being actively pursned, but a satisfac-
tory settlement has not yet been reached.

NATIONAL WAR EFFORT.
FACTORY CANTEENS.

Mr. Rhys Davies asked the Minister of
Labour whether he is aware that the em-
ployés in some factories doing Govern-
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ment work resent private firms entering to
establish canteens on a profit basis; and
whether he will consult with employers in
order that such canteens may be managed,
without profit, by an equal representation
from the employers and workpeople?

Mr. Bevin: There are great advantages
in canteens being run by the management
in association with representatives of the
workpeople, and 1 am glad to say that
there are many run very successfully on
these lines. I cannot, however, rule out
the use of experienced catering firms, par-
ticularly at a time when catering presents
special difficulties, to assist in achieving
what I regard as of the greatest import-
ance at the present time, namely, the
widest extension of well-run canteens able
to supply good meals at reasonable prices.

Motor VEHICLES (REPAIR AND
RECONDITIONING).

Mr. Price asked the Minister of Labour
whether he is aware that private garages
and motor repair shops are being given
important work by the Ministry of Supply
reconditioning vehicles for war service;
that at the same time they are continually
losing their working staffs to the fighting
services and find it increasingly difficult to
carry on; and whether he will look into
the whole question of reservation of labour
for these trades?

Mr. Bevin: I am aware that the repair
of Army and motor vehicles is undertaken
at a number of garages for the Ministry
of Supply. In addition the Services
undertake the repair of a large proportion
of their own vehicles and require suitable
personnel for this purpose. The age of
reservation for the occupations of motor
fitter, motor mechanic, and garage hand
(mechanic), which is reviewed from time
to time, is fixed with a yiew to a proper
distribution of the men in these occupa-
tions between the Services and civilian in-
dustry.
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CONDUCT OF A MEMBER.

The Prime Minister (Mr. Churchiil): 1
beg to move, ‘‘ That the Report which,
upon the 18th day of December last, was
made from the Select Committee on the
Conduct of a Member be now con-
sidered.”’

Mr. Boothby (Aberdeen, East): This is
a very difficult speech for me to make,
and 1 know 1 have no reason to appeal
to the House to accord to me that indulg-
ence which it always does on the melan-
choly occasions when }fersonal state-
ments have to be made. I am very con-
scious that much time and energy have
already been spent on this unfortunate
affair, and this 1s scarcely a moment when
the House can be expected to take much
interest in the fate and fortunes of one
individual, 1 know also that the House
is anxious to get on to the next Debate.
I shall, therefore, be as brief as I pos-
sibly can,

Let me say at once that I do not ask
the House to reject this Report. It came
as a very great shock to me, and the
House will appreciate that my first, and
instinctive, reaction to it should have
been one of resistance. There are certain
things in the Report which I find myself
unable to accept, and I think I owe it to
myself, perhaps not for now but for the
future, to explain why. But on the main
issue I must abide by the Report of the
Committee, and submit myself to the
judgment of the House. This, I gladly
do.

The Report is so long and detailed a
document that it is very difficult for any-
one to get from it a clear picture of what
actually took place. I find that I am my-
self still somewhat bewildered by it.
What strikes me most forcibly is the very
sharp divergence between the impression
which was clearly formed on the minds
of the Committee by the evidence and
the impression formed in my mind during
the period—now nearly two years ago—
when these events were actually taking
place. I think this was probably inevit-
able. I want to tell the House that
when I myself read all the documents
which had been taken from Weininger’s
files and pieced together, and the accom-
panying memorandum of the Treasury
Solicitor, the effect produced on my own
mind was one of surprise and dismay.
These documents and letters actually
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dealt with events covering a period of
many months, but they can be read in
a single hour. Presented in this tele-
scoped, and, if I may so describe it,
skeleton, form, they seemed to me to
throw a sinister light upon activities of
mine which had appeared to me at that
time to be not only wholly innocent, but
actually praiseworthy. The Committee
have found that 1 did in fact deceive the
Chancellor of the Exchequer.

What I want to do is to convince the
House that it was never my intention
to mislead the Chancellor of the Ex-
chequer, or anyone else, and it, therefore,
seems to me that, before I deal with
points of detail in the Report which I
think I ought to deal with, I had better
give to the House a brief outline of the
story as I saw it, indicating what I be-
lieve to be the salient features, and also
what was the state of my mind at dif-
ferent periods—because that is of some
importance. It will not take long to do
this. First of all, I am sure that the
House will accept the fact—which is not
disputed by the Select Committee—that
my interest in Czecho-Slovakia began,
and grew steadily, long before any ques-
tion of my personal financial affairs arose.
I made clear in many speeches in this
House, and in articles in the Press out-
side, my deep feeling abont German in-
tentions towards Czecho-Slovakia, and
what I feared might happen if these in-
tentions were realised. My anxiety was
greatly increased by my visit to the
Sudetenland and to Prague in the summer
of 1938; and the House will find, in my
memorandum in page 236 of the Report,
a letter which I wrote to the then Prime
Minister, telling him that, according to
my information, the German plans were
to culminate in an invasion of Czecho-
Slovakia between the middle and the end
of September. Unfortunately, this fore-
cast proved to be correct. And the reason
why I felt so desperately unhappy at the
time of Munich was not so much because
of what was done—or had to be done—
by us, but because of what had been done
to Czecho-Slovakia.

I shall not easily forget the morning
after Munich, when Weininger and Dr.
Janza presented themselves in my flat,
and asked for such assistance as I could
give them in obtaining a loan for their
unfortunate country in its dark hour. I
made up my mind, then and there. that
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anything I could ever do to help the
Czechs I would do. It was in these cir-
cumstances, and against this background,
that Weininger came to me at the begin-
ning of 1939, and told me about the
family fortune in Czecho-Slovakia, and of
his reasons for wanting to liquidate it;
and suggested that if I could help him to
do this professionally it might provide an
avenue of escape for me from the financial
difficulties I was then in. In order to
enable me to do this, and to spend what
might be a considerable time in Czecho-
Slovakia, he made me a payment in
advance of £r,000. The evidence dis-
closes the fact that I immediately gave
him a promissory note for that amount.
The reason I did so is, I think, wholly
creditable to me. This was a business
proposition, and I regarded that payment
simply as a loan, to enable me to do the
work which would be necessary, and
which might, or might not, prove sucess-
ful. In this connection I think I ought to
make it quite plain to the House that the
loan which I had received some months
previously from Sir Alfred Butt, who had
in days gone by been a client of my firm,
was offered to me at a moment of
financial panic in the City, to tide me
over a difficult period. It was unsecured,
and had nothing whatever to do with any
business transaction.

Now I come to what I described in my
own memorandum, and what has been
described in the Report, as the *‘ facade
of British interest "’ which was set up in
the Weininger funds. At first sight the
expression ' facade of British interest '’
does not, of course, create a good
impression. I want to say that it was
upon my advice that this was done, and
I take full responsibility. My object was
a perfectly simple one, and I want the
House to be quite clear about this. By
the middle of February I knew that the
Germans had gone far to establish an
absolute stranglehold over the economic
and financial life of Czecho-Slovakia; and
I felt convinced that it was only a matter
of time before they took over the whole
government of the country in one form or
another. In these circumstances I took
the view that if the Weininger fund re-
mained purely a Czech fund, the
Germans, sooner or later, would get it.
But that if we could point to a specific
British interest of some kind there might
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at least be a chance of saving what was,
after all, a considerable fortune from
falling into their hands. That was the
sole reason for this transaction.

When the Germans marched into
Prague on 15th March, 1939, I did every-
thing I could to secure that they should
not get the Czech assets in this country.
The House will remember that the
Austrian assets were not blocked under
similar conditions; and they will, I think,
accept the fact that my estimate of the
amount of the Czech assets here in this
country was very much larger than the
estimates of other people. I gave this
information to the Treasury. The
Treasury say that their decision to block
the assets was not influenced by it; they
would have done it anyway. That may
be so. I confess I was a little astonished
that Mr. Waley, of the Treasury, had no
clearer recollection of the number of
times I telephoned to him the day after
the German occupation of Prague, be-
cause I pestered him—and others, includ-
ing the present Secretary of State for
War—most of that afternoon and even-
ing, simply in order to say that we must
block these assets quickly if we were to
prevent the Germans from taking them.
I did not want to claim any particular
credit for myself. The important thing
was to stop [17,000,000 going to the
Nazis, and that was done. I only wish
we had subsequently been able to prevent
a further £6,000,000 of gold going to them
through the Bank of International Settle-
ments.

As the House knows, Weininger
offered to renew his contract with me after
the occupation of Prague, but I did not
accept this offer, for two reasons—first of
all, because I thought he was being un-
duly generous, and, secondly, because by
April T had accepted an obligation to
advocate the cause and claims of Czech
residents in this country in this House
and elsewhere, including refugees from
the Nazi terror—and had become chair-
man of an informal committee of Czech
claimants.

Weininger, however, persisted in his
determination to relieve me of all financial
embarrassment, and to reserve a 10 per
cent. proportion of his funds for this pur-
pose. He told me that, contract or no
contract, he would take over my debts as
soon as he was in a position to do so, and
it is an attitude from which he never
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subsequently deviated. During the summer
two things happened which caused
me to evolve in my mind a somewhat
ambitious scheme for dealing with the
claims of Czech, as distinguished from
British, holders. The first was the trans-
fer of the gold from the B.LS. to the
Nazis, apparently without any active re-
sistance on the part of the Treasury, which
seemed to me at the time to smack of
further appeasement; and the second was
the opening up of direct negotiations with
a representative of the German Govern-
ment—Herr Wohltat. I want to tell the
House frankly that I hoped to bring all
the Czech claimants together, to produce
a comprehensive scheme which would
cover them all, and to be invited to repre-
sent their case—in a professional capacity
—in the impending negotiations with the
German Government. Towards the end
of July these hopes of mine crystallised
into a strong expectation that this would
happen. They were, however, completely
shattered” at my interview with Lord
Simon on 3rd August.

This interview is of considerable im-
portance. It took place a long time ago,
and there is some conflict of evidence
with regard to it. It is in any case largely
a matter of impression. Lord Simon was
greatly assisted in the evidence he gave
by the fact that before that interview he
had prepared an elaborate note, and an
equally elaborate memorandum after-
wards. In the circumstances, I think, it
is perhaps natural that the Committee
should have accepted his evidence and re-
jected mine. All I want to say now to
the House is that my own impression of
that conversation remains quite clear, and
that T cannot alter it. The sole topic
under discussion was my position as
Chairman of the Committee, and the
allegation of the Chancellor of the Ex-
chequer—for that was what it amounted
to—was that I had been using that posi-
tion for the purpose of making money.
Indeed, that is the only question upon
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer
had at the time any interest in the matter.

Had T been entrusted at a later stage
with the conduct of negotiations on behalf
of the whole body of Czech claimants with
the Germans I might well have accepted
remuneration for my work from the larger
claimants, subject, of course, to proper
disclosure. But in no other circumstances
would I have done so in my capacity as
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Chairman of the Committee, The day
after my interview with the Chancellor I
wrote the following letter to Weininger:

** T am afraid it will not now be possible for
me to have an agreement of any kind either
with you or Zota, because legislation may be
necessary, and if I do, 1 shall not be able to
take any further part. I think I must go on,
because although the Committee has been dis-
banded, the Czechs are relying on me to put
their case, and the House of Commons would
think it very odd if I remained completely
silent.

Such is life! '

His immediate response to this letter
was to tell me that, whether I had a con-
tract or not, and apart altogether from
Czech assets, he still proposed to pay my
debts as soon as he was in a position fo
do so, He said that if he received any
money from any source he would use it
for this purpose. He offered to visit my
creditors personally. And he further
offered, if necessary, to place the whole
of his funds in Czecho-Slovakia at my dis-
posal as security.

He added that once my debts were
safely in his hands, we could discuss the
terms of any repayment I might wish to
make, or be in a position to make, But
in any event I would then be safe, and
able to devote myself with a mind free
from anxiety to my political work. It was
not until after he had said this that I
gave the charges which I did give to my
creditors. The Select Committee have
taken the view that it is inconceivable that
Weininger should make such an offer
unless it were in return for political ser-
vices to be rendered. I can only say that
they have under-rated this man. There
was indeed nothing then that I could pos-
sibly do for him in return. Friendship of
this order may be rare, but it can and does
exist. 1 see now very clearly that one of
the great mistakes I made was to think
of Weininger always as a friend rather
than as a claimant. But the House should
not suppose that our friendship was en-
tirely one-sided, or that our association in
business was confined to Czecho-Slovakia.
Immediately after the outbreak of the war
I asked him to co-operate with me in
work of considerable potential importance
and magnitude. I gave some account of
this work to the Select Committee, but
they decided that it would not be in the
public interest to disclose it at present, and
I bow to their decision. Some day the full
story may be told. In the meantime it is
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sufficient for the purposes of my argu-
ment to repeat what I told the Committee,
that this merely reinforced, if it was neces-
sary, Weininger’s determination to give me
such financial assistance as I might
require. .

The Report states correctly that after
August, 1939, I did not take any very
active political steps in respect of the
Czech claims until 23rd January, 1940,
when I made a very material speech on
the Second Reading of the Czecho-Slovak-
ian (Financial Claims and Refugees) Bill.
I think I am entitled to say with regard
to that speech that there was nothing
new in it, except that I said I thought
that claimants with a thousand pounds or
less should be paid in full, and first.

" So far as my further activities were
concerned, they were confined to pressing
that all the claims should be met as soon
as possible—owing to the war there had
been great delay in dealing with the
matter—and to clearing up some muddle
which appeared to have arisen with regard
to the transfer of the Weininger fund to
a British Company, for which, as hon.
Members will recollect, I was mainly
responsible.

The House can imagine the distress
which I felt personally when, on 17th
September last, Weininger was arrested
in my presence, in my flat, and removed
to Brixton Prison there to be kept in con-
finement for months without trial or
charge. I protested in the strongest
possible terms to the Home Office, but
could get no satisfactory explanation. In
the end I appealed to the Prime Minister
himself. I do not know now the reason
for his imprisonment, but T do know that
he has been a consistent opponent of the
Nazi régime from the very beginning and
that he rendered notable service to this
country after the outbreak of war.

It appears that after his arrest his files
were seized, and the evidence before the
Committee discloses the fact that the
whole case against me was built up from
documents and letters extracted from
them. This process must have taken
some considerable time, and I was not
told until it was completed. I was, of
course, aware that documents relating to
me must have been in Weininger's files,
in view of our long association and busi-
ness relationship over a period of years,
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but I think I am entitled to point out to
the House that 1 would have scarcely
protested so violently against his arrest
and imprisonment as I did if I had been
conscious of the slightest guilt in respect
of any transactions | have ever had with
him.

That, in brief, is the story 1 have to
tell. Now, if hon. Members will forgive
me, 1 propose to deal specifically with
two pomts in the Report. On page 4,
paragraph 7—I1 do not think it will be
necessary for hon. Members to refer to
it, as 1 have it here—my counsel having
been asked whether he wished to call
Weininger as a witness, replied that after
reflection he wished to do so. This im-
plies a certain reluctance on his part,
but it was always our intention to call
Weininger. He was, indeed, our princi-
pal witness, and at the inquiry my coun-
sel said to the Committee, ** The most im-
portant witness 1 have to call is a gentle-
man who for a very long time has been
a great friend of Mr. Boothby’s, a Czech
subject called Weininger.” On page 10,
paragraph 37, there is a statement to the
effect that there is no evidence that any
proposal that the larger Czech claimants
should make a contribution for distribu-
tion to the poorer Czechs was ever
brought before the Committee. This I
regard as very important. I want to sub-
mit with the greatest respect—I know of
no complaint on grounds of fact—that
this statement was not in accordance with
the facts and can only be justified if the
evidence given, not only by myself and
Weininger, but also by Dr. Janza, Chair-
man of the Czech Legation, and Dr.
Calmon, is rejected. Dr. Calmon, whose
evidence can be found on pages 10T and
102, referred not only to such a proposal,
but specifically to a suggestion put for-
ward on these lines by himself at our
Committee. The question of a compre-
hensive scheme embracing all Czech
claims was one in which I was deeply in-
terested, and, as the House will realise, it
has an important bearing on my posi-
tion. This was the reason why I was so
anxious to get the Petscheks to join my
Committee, and therefore I am entitled
to ask hon. Members not to disregard the
formidable weight of evidence given on
this particular matter.

I now come to the conclusions of the
report. I am sure hon. Members will
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acquit me of any discourtesy to the Com-
mittee if 1 say that I feel bound to ex-
press my personal dissent from the first
five. The first conclusion was that I had
expectations from the Hans Weinmann
claims. I want to tell the House that I
did not know of Weininger's proposal
that his brother-in-law should join him
in any financial assistance until the in-
quiry took place. In paragraph 50 the
Committee ~ found that Weininger
promised to pay me this considerable sum
of money on the understanding that 1
would render services in return, such ser-
vices to include political speeches,
pressure on Ministers of the Crown and
Treasury officials. If that really were the
case, I should retire altogether from
public life and never have anything more
to do with it. I can say to hon. Mem-
bers—and I will give the House an
absolute and unqualified assurance as
well—that the question of my rendering
political services to Weininger was never
at any time discussed or even mentioned
between us, nor do I think that in the
light of events it can be maintained that
there was anything in the nature of a
tacit understanding.

On page 182 of that report hon. Mem-
bers will find a copy of a letter sent to
me by the former Chancellor of the Ex-
chequer on 1gth July, in which he told me
that foreign nationals, including Czechs,
who were and had for some time been
ordinarily resident or ordinarily carrying
on business in this country should be
included in the category of ‘° British
holders,”” and that he saw no reason why
British holders should not count on
obtaining an adequate settlement in re-
spect of cash balances. After the receipt
of this letter, a copy of which 1
immediately sent to Weininger, there
could be no doubt whatsoever that
Weininger’s claims, if valid, must subse-
quently be met. There was no possi-
bility in these circumstances of my assist-
ing in any way by political effort, and
yet it was not until after the receipt of
this letter from the then Chancellor of the
Exchequer that I accepted his offer of
financial assistance. It might conceivably
be argued that I did subsequently render
Weininger a service by continning to
press for payment of claims as a whole,
but I cannot think that hon. Members
will seriously think that anybody would
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offer to pay so large a sum of money
simply in return for asking a Govern-
ment Department to hurry up.

In paragraph 51 of the conclusions to
their Report, the Committee say that I
could not fail to be influenced in my
efforts by the knowledge that Mr. Wein-
inger might withdraw his promise or be
unable to fulfil it. Surely, all the evi-
dence shows that Weininger was continu-
ally pressing me to accept financial assist-
ance, that it was I who was reluctant to
do so and agreed to take advantage of
his generosity only when my own finan-
cial position became one of acute diffi-
culty. In paragraph 52 the Committee
find that the evidence was inconclusive as
to whether I had expectations of payment
for my services as Chairman of the Czech
Committee. 1 must say that I thought
the evidence of Dr. Calmon, on page 101,
in which he said:

"* There never was, in any member of the
Committee’s mind, any idea that Mr. Boothby
should get anvthing from the Committee or
in connection with the money we got from the
British Government for our claims "'—
was decisive. Finally, in paragraph 53,
the Committee admit that my interview
with the former Chancellor of the Ex-
chequer on 3rd August was regarding the
affairs of the Committee of which I was
Chairman, and they say that I expressly
protested on my honour that I had no
financial interest. The implication here
is that I was not telling the truth, but in
fact I had no financial interest whatso-
ever in the Committee, or in my capa-
city as Chairman. The only conceivable
interest I had was in Weininger's pro-
mise to help me with my debts. In their
penultimate paragraph the Committee
say that if I intended to delimit my dis-
claimer to the Chancellor on 4th August
it was essential that I should have stated
explicitly what my interest was and what
it was not in the whole matter of the
Czech assets. This conclusion I accept.

It is easy to be wise after the event.
But, looking back, I can see now that I
was guilty of a tragic error of judgment.
If I had even put a postscript to this letter
to the effect that, although the Weininger
claims were now technically British claims
with which my Committee was not directly
concerned, and although I had no legal
or enforceable contract with him, never-
theless I had an expectation of financial
assistance from him if and when the
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claims of his family were met, this case
could never have been brought against
me. Had I done so, it would have made
no difference to me personally or to any-
one else. Why did I not do it? Let me
try to tell the House what was in my
mind, because, in judging of my conduct,
that is a matter of some importance. I
was very disappointed as a result of my
talk with the Chancellor the previous day,
when he made it quite clear to me, not
only that my services would not be re-
quired in connection with any negotiations
on behalf of the Czechs, but that he re-
garded my Committee as redundant. By
the very same post I sent a letter to
Weininger, which I have already quoted,
definitely and finally refusing his offer of
a contract. At that moment I felt dis-
heartened, not only because my plans
seemed to have come to nothing, but
because my motives seemed to have been
misunderstood by the Chancellor. When
I wrote those two letters I had absolutely
no doubt in my own mind not only that I
had no financial interest in the Czech
claims as such, but that in view
of the attitude of the Chancellor
I could no longer hope to render
the services which T hoped to render
to the cause which I had so much
at heart and for which I had fought so
long.

That is all T wish to say about the
Report. I do not intend to raise any con-
stitutional issues nor do I propose to
examine the question of whether a Select
Committee is the most appropriate
tribunal to deal with a case of this kind.
That is a matter for the House to decide.
I content myself with pointing out that the
powers of a Select Committee far exceed
those of a court of law and that much of
the evidence put in would have been inad-
missible in a court. In addition, the
decision of a majority in a Select Com-
mittee become the findings of the Com-
mittee as a whole. As was to be expected,
my right hon. and learned Friend the
Attorney-General was scrupulously fair
throughout the inquiry but it was inevit-
able that from the outset, the inquiry
should take the form of a trial. In those
circumstances, I am doubtful in my own
mind whether it was altogether right that
the memorandum of the Treasury Solicitor
together with the documents obtained
from Weininger’s files, should have been
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in the hands of the Committee for a whole
week, before 1 was able to make a reply
and that during the course of the inquiry
fresh evidence, much of which would
ordinarily be privileged, should have been
continually demanded and produced and
ultimately puoblished. There is both
rhyme and reason for the procedure of
our courts of law and there is something
to be said for adopting it, in a case of this
kind.

Sir, I have done. The finding of the
Committee has gone against me. Let us
be clear what that finding is. It is not
suggested that I ever advocated a policy
contrary to the public interest in order
to further my own interests. The finding
is that 1 ought to have made a full dis-
closure of any financial interest I may
have had in regard to the Czech claims,
and that by not doing so I failed to come
up to the standard of conduct required
by this House of its Members. This im-
poses a standard upon hon. Members
with regard to disclosure which has pretty
wide implications. I want to say to the
House now that I sincerely tegret not
having given fuller information to the
Chancellor of the Exchequer with regard
to my interest in, or to put it more
accurately, my expectations of benefit
from the Weininger funds. 1 want also
to say that whether I had an interest or
whether I had not, would have made no
difference at all to my political activities
both inside this House and outside it. Tt
so happened that, at a certain period,
Weininger’s personal interests coincided
with what T believed and still believe to
be the public interest. But the
Weininger claim was merely an incident
in a political campaign on behalf of the
Czechs which I had begun long before I
ever heard of it and would have con-
tinued if I had never heard of it.

I have been long enough here for the
House to know that I am not in the habit
of making speeches designed to bring me
either financial gain or political advance-
ment. As I told the Committee T am
satisfied in my own mind and conscience
that whatever errors of judgment or omis-
sion I may have committed, I never in
any sense or at any stage acted contrary
to the public interest. My two main
objectives throughout were to prevent the
money going to the Germans and to
secure its distribution among Czech resi-
dents in this country, many of whom
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would otherwise have been penniless to-
~day. 1f the House considers that either
of those objectives was contrary to the
public interest, I bow at once.

Looking ‘back now, the whole unfortu-
nate business seems so unnecessary. A
postscript to a letter, a sentence or two in
a conversation of a speech—which could
have altered neither the facts, nor the
course of events, nor my conduct in rela-
tion to them—are all, it seems, that were
required. But it never occurred to me
that they were necessary. It may be
that I was thoughtless. The other night
I turned as I always do in times of stress
to one of whom Lord Rosebery has said,
that his poems are a treasure-house in
which all may find what they want and
from which every wayfarer in the journey
of life may pluck strength and courage as
he passes. I soon found what I wanted:

** The poor inhabitant below

Was quick to learn and wise to know

And keenly felt the friendly glow,

And softer flame;
But thoughtless follies laid him low,
And stained his name! "'

In peace-time there is much to be said in
favour of not holding office. But in time
of war it is hard to give up a post of
responsibility in the Government in which
one might have been of some service to
the country. I am very sorry to leave
the Ministry of Food, where 1 was ex-
ceptionally fortunate in having an oppor-
tunity of studying at first hand the
methods of so great an administrator as
Lord Woolton. I am still more sorry
that I have had to sever my association
with the Prime Minister, in whom I have
always had such great faith, and whose
star—now, fortunately for this country,
in the ascendant—I have followed for
many years.

With regard to my future action, I want
only to say this at present. The true
picture of events is still so clear before my
eyes that I am quite unable to compre
hend how an interpretation could have
been put on them which could make me
seem unworthy of membership of this
House, It is not true that I suddenly took
an interest in Czecho-Slovakian affairs
because I was given a financial interest.
I helped the Czechs because I did not want
them to be robbed by the Germans, not
because 1 wanted to rob them myself. It
is not true that I pressed the claims in
which T might be held to have had an
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interest as against others. On the con-
trary, 1 pressed in this House that the
small clauns, in which no one suggests
that 1 had an interest, should be met in
full. It is not true that 1 deliberately de-
ceived the Chancellor or the House. When
I disclaimed any financial interest to the
Chancellor, I was answering his charge
that I and my Committee were working
for payment, and that I was being paid
as Chairman. It is not true that 1 ad-
vocated any case on account of personal
interest. 1 challenge denial that every-
thing I said or advocated was in the
national interest.

Finally, it is not true that I have re-
ceived one single penny for anything I
said or did with regard to the Czech
claims. Knowing all this, I cannot, of
my own free will, take any action that
might even imply an acknowledgment
of guilt on my part. Folly I have ad-
mitted; guilt I cannot admit. In face of
the issues which confront us all my own
plight fades into insignificance. Whatever
happens, I intend to serve the country to
the best of my ability in some capacity.
There is only one objective for anyone to-
day and that is to win the war. What else
Ir\'rlﬁttesrsjak In ?ccordance with precedent,

. Speaker, I now pro to withdraw
from the Chamber. ik y

Question,

** That the Report which, upon the 18th
day of December last, was made from the
Select Committee on the Conduct of a Mem-
ber be now considered,'

put, and agreed to.
Report considered accordingly.

The hon. Member then withdrew from
the Chamber,

The Prime Minister (Mr, Churchill): I
beg to move,

*“ That this House doth agree with
Report of the Committee."’

We cannot, 1 think, with any advan-
tage attempt to re-try a matter to which
the Committee have devoted so many
days and so much thought and attention.
The House, as a whole, cannot, in the
nature of things, deal with these com-
plicated matters except by the practice
which is settled and has been so long
adopted of referring them to a Committee
of the House. It would be, I venture to
think, fatal to the whole of that practice
if the Honse were to disregard the opinion

the
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oi the Committee unless something had
been brought to their notice which showed
that the Committee had been misin-
formed, or unless they had reason to
doubt the competence or the impartiality
of their Committee. Therefore, I do not
propose to enter upon the arguments, and
I am bound to say that I do not believe
any great advantage will be derived if
that should be done in other quarters.

The Committee commended itself to the
House by its composition and its high
character. It has discharged its distaste-
ful task with efficiency and expedition,
and ‘it came unanimously to the conclu-
sions which are contained in the Report.
The Chairman of the Committee, one of
the oldest Members in the House, is well
known to all of us, and it is a tribute to
our system and to him that all parties in
the House should have agreed in appoint-
ing him. The task was an unenviable
one, but everybody will agree that it has
been discharged to the satisfaction of the
House. I do not think that any choice
was open to the head of the Government,
when the evidence came into our pos-
session by somewhat unusual events con-
nected with war-time conditions, but to
bring the matter before a Select Com-
mittee and to ask the House to concur in
that course. My hon. Friend was a
Minister and the reputation of the Govern-
ment as well as the House might have
been seriously affected if we had neg-
lected to take any further step.

I shall not attempt to add anything to
the report or comment on it in any way.
It sets a very high standard, but we have
to set a very high standard for the House
of Commons, and we have to try to live
up to that standard. The fault of my
hon. Friend may have been serious. The
penalty is most severe. It is at least the
interruption of a career of high Parlia-
mentary promise. It causes pain to all.
I am sure that the House has been quite
exceptionally distressed by this affair and
all that is connected with it; and especi-
ally it is a source of great pain to me be-
cause, over a good many years, my hon.
Friend, as he has reminded the House,
has been one of my personal friends, often
a supporter at lonely and difficult
moments, and I have always entertained
a warm personal regard for him. If it is
painful to us, it is also a loss to all. It
1s a loss to His Majesty’s Government,
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who lose a highly competent and indus-
trious Minister, one of the few of that
generation wno has attained advance-
ment and who has discharged his tasks
with admitted and recognised distinction.
It is also a loss to the House. We are
none too ferfile in talents of the order that
have just been displayed to us.  Alto-
gether it is a heartbreaking business. The
popularity of my hon. Friend, his
abilities, and the manner in which during
his short tenure of office he conducted
himself, all add to the poignancy of our
feelings, but I do not think they can in-
fluence our course of action. There we
must leave this matter. We should
accept the report of the Committee, and
that is all we have to do. As for my
hon. Friend, one can only say that there
are paths of service open in war time
which are not open in times of peace;
and some of these paths may be paths to
honour.

Mr. Elliot (Glasgow, Kelvingrove):
think it would be a pity if no word from
the back benches were spoken on this
occasion. While all must concur in the
verdict which the Committee has given,
yet, as the Prime Minister and Leader of
the House has said, my hon. Friend the
Member for East Aberdeen (Mr. Boothby)
has paid a heavy forfeit. He has tholed
his assize, as we say in Scotland, and 1
hope it will not in future be impossible for
him to render service to the State. 1
should hope that it would be possible for
the message to come to him to-day for the
future, that the past being the past, to-
morrow is also a day, and great oppor-
tunities for service may still be open to
him.

Mr. Mander (Wolverhampton, East): I
entirely agree with the Prime Minisher
that there is no point in going into the
investigations of the Select Committee,
which no doubt will be accepted unani-
mously by the House, but there is one
passage, to which I think the House
ought to give attention, in the final speech
made by my hon. Friend the Member
for East Aberdeen (Mr. Boothby) to the
Select Committee. He used the following
words

“As I say, T have been here for 16 years,
and while I would demand a high standard
from Private Members, and a much higher
standard from Ministers of the Crown, I do

venture to suggest to the Committee that it
is inadvisable, in view of what we all know
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does go on and has gone on {or years, to set
a standard that is not likely, in practice, to
be generally attained.'

There are two comments that I wish to
make on that. Surely, there can be only
one standard for Members of the House,
whether they are Private Members or
Ministers. We are all on the same level,
and the standard should be the highest
possible one. The other comment I want
to make is this: Many of us are not aware
of anything that has been going on for
years. If there is evidence of any kind
of a similar nature, let it be produced and
investigated, but let us not have these
general charges made that this sort of
thing is going on among Members of the
House, It is a reflection on the whole
House which we have reason to resent.
I believe this is the first time in Parlia-
mentary history that the conduct of a
Member has been definitely brought
before a Select Committee and a con-
clusion arrived at. I venture to hope that
one result of this most unhappy business
will be that a definite and high standard
will be set for all Members of this House
in the future.

Earl Winterton (Horsham and Worth-
ing): I desire to associate myself with
what has been said by the hon. Member
for East Wolverhampton (Mr. Mander),
I do not wish to make any comment on
the case put by the Prime Minister,
because I entirely agree with him. We
must not allow sympathy for any indi-
vidual to obscure our sense of duty to
the House as a whole, and I invite the
hon. Member for East Aberdeen (Mr.
Boothby), if he has any specific instances
of the character to which he referred in
his speech, to bring them to the notice
of the House. That is all I have to say,
although T leave myself perfectly free to
put a Motion down on the Order Paper.

Question, ‘“ That this House doth agree
with the Report of the Committee,”” put,
and agreed to.

SUPPRESSION OF THE *“ DAILY
WORKER " AND THE * WEEK."

Mr. A. Bevan (Ebbw Vale): T beg to
move——

Mr. Maxton (Glasgow, Bridgeton): On
a point of Order. I should like to ask
for guidance on your procedure on this
matter, and to ask which Amendments
you propose to call and in what order.
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My hon. Friends and I are particulariy
interested in the Amendment standing in
the name of the hon. Member for West
Fife (Mr. Gallacher). May 1 ask you,
Sir, when you propose to call that Amend-
ment, and whether there will be an oppor-
tunity for us to cast votes on the
Amendments?

Mr. Speaker: I propose to call the
Amendment standing in the name of the
right hon. Gentleman the Member for
Keighley (Mr. Lees-Smith).

Mr. Maxton: That Amendment only?
Mr. Speaker: Yes.

Mr. Maxton: Surely that rather leaves
the House no opportunity of deciding on
the big issues involved, and certainly
leaves an hon, Member of this House who
is most keenly concerned and most
directly concerned no opportunity of sta-
ing his case and moving a Motion or
Amendment in expression of his case and
casting a vote upon it. Surely it has al-
ways been the practice of this House to
give the maximum opportunity to any
section of the House which is particularly
concerned to voice its points of view
adequately?

Mr. Speaker: 1 think that has been the
case and I hope that will be the case
to-day. I propose to give those who are
interested adequate opportunity of ex-
pressing their opinions before the House.

Mr. Maxton: Will the hon. Member also
have an adequate opportunity of casting
a vote in support of the view he has put
on the Order Paper?

Mr. Speaker: Certainly, he will be
allowed to cast a vote against the Amend-
ment on the Order Paper.

Mr. Maxton: Frankly I cannot see any
reason why your Ruling should be greeted
with ribald langhter. According to your
Ruling, Sir, the only opportunity that the
hon. Member would have of casting his
vote wonld be by voting against the main
Question.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member can
vote against the Amendment and the
main Question if he likes.

M. Maxton: But he cannot vote for his
Amendment on the Order Paper?

Mr. Speaker: I do not propose to call
that Amendment.
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Mr. Bevan: I beg to move,

“ That this House expresses its detestation
of the propaganda of the ‘' Daily Worker * in
relation to the war, as it is convinced that the
future of democratic institutions and the ex-
panding welfare of the people everywhere de-
pend on the successful prosecution of the war
till Fascism is finally defeated; but is of the
opinion that the confidence of considerable
numbers of people can be undermined if it
can be shown to them that any newspaper
can be suppressed in a manner which leaves
that newspaper no chance of stating its case;
and therefore regrets that the Home Secretary
has not proceeded against the * Daily Worker
and the ‘ Week ' under the powers given to
him for this purpose, but has taken action
under Regulations which were justified to the
House by the Government on the sole ground
that they might be needed in circumstances of
direst peril arising out of physical invasion.”

Last Tuesday, 1 understood from in-
formation which has been brought to me,
the Home Secretary met the Newspaper
Proprietors’ Association, and informed
that Association that he proposed to sup-
press the *‘ Daily Worker * and the
‘“Week."”” At two o'clock on the same
day, the Home Secretary met editors of
the national newspapers, and that even-
ing these two newspapers were sup-
pressed. Members of the House of Com-
mons had no knowledge of the intentions
of the Home Secretary until the following
day, and it was clear from the newspapers
on the Wednesday morning that with one
or two exceptions the newspapers were
agreed with the Home Secretary to sup-
press one of their members; and now we
have an opportunity, one week later, of
discussing this unprecedented action of
the Home Secretary on a Motion by a
grivate Member. I submit that that story

y itself shows an extraordinary deteriora-
tion in democratic standards in Great
Britain. It does not seem to me to have
been necessary, if the Home Secretary in-
tended to take action of the kind he did,
to secure the connivance of the other
newspapers in order to do so. My hon.
Friends and myself have made it quite
clear in our Motion that we do not share
the views of the ‘' Daily Worker.”” [An
Hon. MEmBER ; Where is the Home Secre-
tary?] 1 am very reluctant to make
any statement at all without the presence
of the Home Secretary. However, I am
glad that the right hon. Gentleman has
now entered the Chamber.

I think it is unnecessary to repeat what
I have said, because it will be communi-
cated to him. It is unnecessary, I am
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sure, to convince hon. Members in all
parts of the House that my hon. Friends
and I do not share the opinions of the
“ Daily Worker ''; we have made that
clear in our Motion. Therefore, it would
be irrelevant to quote against us articles
in the ** Daily Worker ** with which we
ourselves profoundly disagree, although
they may be quoted in justification of the
action of the Home Secretary. They
cannot be quoted against us because we
do not accept them. In the second place,
we are firmly of the opinion that the war
should be prosecuted to final victory, and
it is because we believe that that we have
put the Motion upon the Order Paper. It
18 quite clear to everyone

Mr. Hammersley (Willesden, East): Do
I understand from the hon. Member that
anything in the ‘‘ Daily Worker "' is
irrevelant?

Mr. Bevan: No, Sir, I did not make any
such statement. I think I made myself
quite clear, that to quote articles from
the newspaper called the * Daily
Worker ' against us would be irrelevant,
because I do not agree with those articles,
though of course it is obvious that hon.
Members may quote in justification of
the Home Secretary’s action. It is per-
fectly clear to everyone who has thought
about the matter for a moment that in
any community, whether in peace or war,
the amount of liberty to be accorded to
any minority or any individual must
necessarily be under some restraint.
Therefore, there is an element of expedi-
ency in all liberty, although that society
is the best which can make the most pro-
gress with the least restraint.

1 accept also that in time of war re-
strictions upon liberty must be greater
than they are in times of peace. It is
expedient to give less liberty because
society is in greater jeopardy. I am,
therefore, not concerned to argue the
abstract principle that anyone has a right
to absolute liberty. That would be a
foolish position to take up. What T am
contending is that it was not expedient to
suppress the ““ Daily Worker *" because
we could still afford the amount of liberty
which the newspaper was enjoying. It is,
therefore, my first contention that there
has been an unnecessary deprivation of
the liberty of the subject by the suppress-
ing of the ‘* Daily Worker.”” What in-
fluence did the ‘‘ Daily Worker "’ exer-
cise? Tt would have had to exercise such
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infinence as to be undermining the war
effort, belore the right hon. Gentleman
would have been justified in taking away
its liberty. What evidence is there that
the war effort of the country and the
morale of the population was being
affected? We have stood up against the
worst bombardment that any civil popu-
lation has ever had, and we have been
called upon to bear trials which no other
population has been called upon to bear.
We have sustained them to the admira-
tion of the world. In fact so negligible, so
unimportant, so uninfiuential was the
circulation of the ““ Daily Worker " that
it was unable to undermine the morale of
the country when it was exposed to the
greatest bombardment in its history. It
seems to me quite unnecessary, in cir-
cumstances of that description, to take
away a liberty which can be shown not
to have affected the national war effort.

In the next place, it is because we per-
mitted liberty to the ‘** Daily Worker,”’
and because we allowed assembues like
the Peopies’ Convention to be held, that

the great democratc insututions of
Great bBritain evoked admiration in
America. Newspapers there pownted to

the fact that tms beleaguered island
could carry the indulgence ot hberty so
far as to include Peoples’ Conventions
and the *‘ Daily Worker.”” No higher
tribute could have been paid to the
morale of the country and our determina-
tion to fight the war to victory. The
Home Secretary by his action has now
deprived us ol that precious asset. He
has made a present to our enemies of
the fact that we feel so insecure that we
can no longer permit the liberty that this
newspaper was enjoying. It was, there-
fore, unnecessary for the Home Secretary
to take this action. Furthermore, all the
by-elections which have been held since
the war began have shown that it com-
mands the overwhelming allegiance of the
British people. Deposit after deposit has
been forfeited whenever the issue has
been put to the test. So that this news-
paper, opposed to the war, and the organ-
isation which it stimulates, or feeds, or
fosters, have been unable to convince
any large number of citizens. The public
interest was not, on that account, jeopar-
dised in the least.

Why did the right hon. Gentleman
think it necessary to silence this voice?
No. 17
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He and his Government enjoy more Press
support than any Government ever had
m our history. Inageed, so large is the
measure of support, that the hon. Mem-
ber for Camoridge University (Mr.
Fickthorn) pointed out on 31st July that
the main trouble was that tne lFress was
in too few hands, some of those hands
being in the Government. Nevertheless,
enjoying this unprecedented support, en-
joying the support of newspapers whose
proprietors are associated directly or in-
directly with the Government, the right
hon. Gentleman suppresses this one small
voice. His position is far stronger than
was the position of the right hon. Gentle-
man the Member for Carnarvon Boroughs
(Mr. Lloyd George) in the last war.
There was then a far greater minority
Press in the country, supported by many
influential people and by many in this
House. The right hon. Gentleman is
there, and some of us are here, because
during those years we fought against the
war. The right hon. Gentleman's voice
wotild not have been heard from 1914-18
if, to use an TIrishism, he had been Home
Secretary then, and this House would
have been denied the use of his un-
rivalled powers.

Mr. Woodburn (Stirling and Clack-
mannan Eastern): There was nothing
corrupt about the Home Secretary’s
opposition to the war.

Mr. Bevan: The hon. Member must not
anticipate my arguments. His interrup-
tion is evidence that this is the sort of sub-
ject which the House of Commons is not fit
to discuss judicially. The fact is that the
Government enjoys in these circumstances
far greater support than the last war Gov-
ernment did, and yet in that war there
was no suppression of any daily paper.
[Interruption.] My information is that
“ Forward '’ was not suppressed. There
was interference with the Press but there
was no suppression of a newspaper.

Mr. MeGovern (Glasgow, Shettleston):
It was suppressed for three weeks.

Mr. Bevan: I wish hon Members would
pay attention to what I say. I said there
was no suppression of a newspaper. Clos-
ing down for a day or two is not suppres-
sion. In the last war there were no
suppressions of newspapers, although
there were newspapers of great influence
supported by prominent members of the

C
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[Mr. Bevan.]

House. The Home Secretary has taken
action in circumstances which are far
stronger than his predecessor enjoyed. If
there is any case at all against the *“ Daily
Worker,”" the best thing to do is to state
it—to argue it. When the ‘' Daily
Worker "' was coming out, morning by
morning, and its articles could be dis-
cussed, as they were discussed, the answer
to it arose spontaneously in the minds of
its readers, and it was by the atmosphere
of public discussion, by the full utilisation
of democratic institutions, that its power
was kept within bounds. Now that it has
been suppressed its views will be dis-
seminated in places where they cannot be
replied to. That is the vicious part of
suppression. It is not merely that, but in
taking away the voice from subversive
opinion you take away the opportunity for
effective answer to that voice and the
people will be denied the opportunity of
hearing in public the case that they will
hear whispered to them in private. It
seems to me that, on those grounds alone,
the action of the Home Secretary was
extremely unwise.

Take the second ground. A minority
has not the right in any society, especially
in time of war, to withhold from the
Government, from the majority, the
instruments of executive action. It is
entitled to conduct its propaganda, but is
not entitled to take its propaganda to the
point where it performs, acts or persuades
other people to perform acts which
frastrate the will of the majority. That is
an abuse of minority rights. In other
words, if the ' Daily Worker '’ in an
article called upon engineers to refuse to
make shells or incited people directly to
sabotage the war effort, action could be
taken against it for that act alone, because
it would be an attempt on the part of the
minority to deny to the majority the
effective instrument for carrying out the
people’s will.  Can the right hon. Gentle-
man say that the *‘ Daily Worker '’ has
been guilty of that?  If so, the Home
Secretary has his remedy in the courts.
He has his powers. He has been given
power since the beginning of the war to
get action in the courts on specific charges
against individuals or collections of
individuals for acts of that kind, but he
has not done so.

May I say to some of my hon. Friends,
particularly on the opposite side of the

HOUSE OF COMMONS Worker** and ** Week ™

468

House, that they really must try and look
upon the industrial population of this
country with some degree of consistency.
On the one hand, they regard the work-
ing class as heroes, and, on the other,
they regard them as deluded simpletons
and fools. They suggest that because
there is a dispute in a workship, a quarrel
with a foreman, a strike here and there,
that these are the result of the vicious
propaganda of some evilly disposed per-
son who goes to those poor simpletons
the workers, exacerbates their grievances,
rouses their blood and persuades them to
go on strike. That is a complete dis-
tortion of the facts.

Mr. Logan (Liverpool, Scotland Divi-
sion): Is not the hon. Gentleman aware
that what he has described actually takes
place in the workshops and that this
agitation by the Communist party is
carried on in the workshops?

Mr. Bevan: I admitted in the first part
of my case that the Communist party is
conducting an agitation which, if it
succeeded, would largely undermine the
war effort. But we are not alienists, we
are not concerned with people’s inten-
tions. We are concerned with what they
are able to do, and it is my case that the
Communist party and the * Daily
Worker '’ have failed, are failing and will
fail in an atmosphere of free discussion.
There is no evidence to show, as far as I
know, that the workers in the factories
have been brought out on strike by any
maliciously disposed person. If a worker
strikes he strikes because he has a
grievance.  There is only one of two
ways of dealing with it—either redress it
if you can, or, if you cannot, explain
clearly why you cannot. Hon. Members
will have realised that the workers do not
eat, drink and sleep war. They have
other interests that claim their attention,
such as insufficient rations, low wages and
bad housing.

Those are the things that affect the
workers. They feel bitter about them and
sometimes strike about them and quarrel
about them, although they may be 100
per cent. supporters of the war. Why
should action upon their part be regarded
as sabotage and as subversive? The
financial columns of the newspapers re-
port every day that many firms are go-
ing slow because the Excess Profits Tax
destroys their incentive to production. Is
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that described as sabotage? If the
matter is considered idealistically the one
is as much sabotage as the other; but we
must consider human beings in the round
and not as logical abstractions. Those
who went to the People's Convention
would be the first to take up rifles if any
German set foot in Great Britain. Ideal-
istically, there would be contradiction be-
tween the two actions, but individuals are
contradictory beings and often pursue
two courses at the same time. Any of us
may sit down to a big fat meal, as some
of us do, and not consider that we are
undermining the war effort. Hon. Mem-
bers must try to maintain some sense of
proportion in this matter.

There is nothing which will provoke a
greater sense of dissatisfaction among the
industrial population than the Dbelief,
which will now be distributed among
them independent of the merits of the
““ Daily Worker,”" that a newspaper has
been suppressed by a police act of the
Home Secretary because it was express-
ing an unpopular point of view. The
other day I had an argument with some
prominent Communists about the
People’s Convention. 1 was opposing it.
One of the objects of the Convention was
the promotion and defence of democratic
and trade union rights in Great Britain.
I pointed out that there were no greater
evidences of the vitality of democratic
rights in this country than the publication
of the * Daily Worker '* and the holding
of the People’s Convention. I cannot
say that to-day. The right hon. Gentle-
man has taken that reply away from me;
he has taken the defence from me and
given the case to our opponents quite un-
necessarily. When a meeting is held in
Great Britain to-day in support of demo-
cratic rights one name will spring to the
lips of every person, namely, the ** Daily
Worker,”" and people will say, ‘ Your
democracy is so weak you could not
afford the voice of opposition.’’ The right
hon. Gentleman has done a real disser-
vice to the cause of democracy by the
action he has taken.

Mr. Beverley Baxter (Wood Green):
Did these thoughts occur to the hon.
Gentleman  when  ““ Action ™  was
banned?

Mr. Bevan: The hon. Gentleman must
be sure of his facts. °‘ Action’” was
not suppressed.

No. 17
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Earl  Winterton (Horsham  and
Worthing): May I make a friendly in-
terruption to my hon. Friend? I am not
influenced by the opinions of the House
on one side or the other. I would like
to ask him whether he is not aware,
whether or not ' Action” was tech-
nically suppressed, that in fact the
Fascist party was brought to an end
without a murmur of disapproval by any-
body. The whole Fascist party was
closed down, including “ Action.”’

Mr. Bevan: I agree that that was the
case, but I was answering the charge that
““ Action " was suppressed. It was not.

Mr. Baxter: That is a technical point.

Mr. Bevan: Wait a minute. The
answer about ‘‘ Action '’ is a simple one.
The organisers of the Fascist party were
direct allies of our enemies, and they were
suppressed because of that fact.

Mrs. Tate (Frome): What about the
Communists?

Mr. Bevan: Will hon. Members try to
restrain  themselves. The Communist
party has not been suppressed. We are
not discussing the Communist party, but
discussing the suppression of the ** Daily
Worker.”" Now that the right hon. Gen-
tleman has decided to suppress the
““ Daily Worker ** because it is under-
mining national morale and conducting
systematic propaganda against the war
effort, where does he propose to stop?
Will it be illegal to say at a thousand
meetings what the ' Daily Worker '’ was
saying every day? This is a serious
matter, and the seriousness of it will
come home to hon. Members in a few
weeks’ time. Meetings are arising in this
country, all over the place, it may be
stimulated by Communists, but sup-
ported by large numbers of people who
while they do not agree with the Com-
munist at all think that the °‘ Daily
Worker ** ought not to hav been sup-
pressed. At those meetings speeches will
be made attacking the right hon. Gentle-
man and the Government for what they
have done. Those meetings will be held
systematically for weeks and months, and
statements will be made there similar to
statements which werc written in the
““ Daily Worker.”” Will that be illegal?
Will the right hon. Gentleman stop that?
If he does stop it, we shall soon have the

Cz2
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[Mr. Bevan.]
whole apparatus of the Gestapo in Great
Britain, We shall have espionage, in-
dustrial espionage, and agents-provaca-
teur. We shall have the whole appar-
atus of the ‘‘ police State.” It would
have been much simpler to have allowed
this propaganda to go on above ground
where it could be met. If the right hon.
Gentleman does not take action, he will
find himself forced by exactly the same
quarters as forced him to take action
against the * Daily Worker."”

I should like to ask next why the right
hon. Gentleman did not make specific
charges against the paper and take the
paper into court. This House is not the
place in which to discuss matters of this
kind. On issues where feelings run so
high and so deep we cannot have a judi-
cial mind, and, further, the Whips are at
work, and party loyalties are mobilised—
against the welfare of the public. My
right hon. Friend the Member for
Keighley (Mr. Lees-Smith), the spokes-
man for the Opposition, is moving the
Amendment on the Paper. What is the
symbolism of that? It is impossible for
the House of Commons to discuss judi-
cially a matter of this sort when party
allegiance and party loyalties are ruled
by the Whips and when the fortunes of
the Government are bound up with the
position. =~ Why have we a judiciary
which is independent of the House? Be-
cause that judiciary can, after a decent
lapse of time, discuss an issue calmly in
the austere rooms of a court of law, as
little influenced as possible by political
bias and prejudice and declare upon the
facts without having any political aim in
view. That is why it would be so much
more desirable to take this matter to a
court than to dicuss it here. And the
right hon. Gentleman is the very last per-
son to have charge of this matter, because
I am afraid that he has been fighting the
Communist party for so long that he looks
under his bed every night to see whether
they are there. He is entirely unfit to
discharge his duty judicially in this
matter.

I have one other thing to say in sup-
port of my case. I have referred before
to the powerful support which the
Government have in the Press of the
country. I shall not make any more
specific charge against the Press, but I
would point out that during the last few
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days some newspapers which last
Wednesday were fully satisfied that the
Government had behaved correctly are
much more doubtful to-day. The case
of the right hon. Gentleman in respect of
the ‘‘ Daily Worker’’ is so slight that
there is only one explanation of why he
took action, and that is that it was in-
tended to serve as an instrument of in-
timidation against the Press as a whole.
I do not say that without some justifica-
tion, It was only a few months ago that
some newspaper proprietors, not after an
official meeting of newspaper proprietors
but, I imagine, after conversations with
Members of the Government, approached
the proprietors of two very important
newspapers in Great Britain with very
large circulations. The Government,
they were told, were very worried about
the line they were taking. The proprie-
tors of those two papers said, ‘* If that be
so, we should like to discuss the matter
with the Government,”” and they saw a

‘Member of the War Cabinet. That Mem-

ber of the War Cabinet said—mark his
words—that in his view the line taken by
those newspapers was subversive—
[Interruption.] Yes, the *“ Daily Mirror "’
and the ‘° Sunday Pictorial”’—and the
Cabinet Minister was the Lord Privy
Seal.

At that time the propaganda of those
two newspapers, which were both sup-
porting the -war, was a propaganda
against the unwisdom of retaining certain
members in the Government. So closely
do politicians, when they get into office,
identify their welfare and reputation with
the well-being of the State.  When the
Cabinet Minister was asked to point out
in what respect the newspapers were sub-
versive he failed to do so. He said their
general line was subversive. The con-
versation ended amicably—but what,
now, is the position? The law is what-
ever the Government like to make it,
because no newspaper has a defence. If
the right hon. Gentleman sends for the
editor of a newspaper and says, “ I do
not like vour newspaper, I do not like
the way it is behaving, I do not like its
general line,”’ the newspaper editor may
say, ‘' Well, I am very sorry about that,
but what do you object to, because if you
object to any particular thing you have
your remedy in the courts’ “‘ Oh,
no,”” says the right hon. Gentleman,
““ you will have no court to go to. I will
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stop you without going to court at all.”
The right hon. Gentleman may never
take action against any other newspaper,
but the damnable part of it is that that
power hangs over every editorial chair in
Fleet Street. So leng as the Home
Secretary can behave in that dictatorial
manner, leaving the newspaper no chance
of stating its case, he can do almost as
much by intimidation and terrorism as by
taking action.

Mr. Lipson (Cheltenham): Surely the
hon. Member has not forgotten the control
of this House over the Government.

Mr. Bevan: The hon. Member refers to
the control ol this House. We see what
the control of tnis House means. It is
one of the canons of British law that an
accused person shall have a voice in his
own detence; not that some other well-
disposed persons can, if they so desire,
speak up on his behalf. These are not
merely democratic forms; behind these
forms are five centuries of British history.
Magna Charta, Habeas Corpus and the
Bill of Rights are behind the right of
every individual to appear in his own
defence.

Mr. Garro-Jones (Aberdeen, North):
Would my hon. Friend illuminate the
House on this point: Who, precisely,
would be brought before the House to
answer for the policy of the *‘ Daily
Worker ’'?

Mr. Bevan: The editorial board; and
not before this House but before a court
of law. They would have the opportunity
of answering the charges. What do right
hon. Gentlemen opposite mean by mak-
ing speeches about the defence of democ-
racy, if they think this position is right?
The Prime Minister makes use of un-
exampled eloquence over the radio and
talks about freedom and democracy.
What does freedom mean, if not that men
may not be yanked off to court by police-
men without having a chance of defend-
ing themselves, and that a newspaper may
not be suppressed without having a
chance of being heard in its own defence?
These are not idle forms; they are the
citadels of our democratic institutions.

Tt is more important for us to fortify
the sonls of onr people by confidence in
our democratic institutions than by this
feeble, panic lerislation. The right hon.
Gentleman and his Government—they are
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all in this, I understand—have broken
faith with the House of Commons. They
received these powers from the House of
Commons by what now appears a trick.
They got them on 31st July last year.
There was another Debate in this House
at that time, and I shall not go into the
details because another hon. Member is to
do that. It was a Debate about the
Channel Islands being in the hands of the
Germans, and we were discussing this
matter with imminent invasion over our
heads—[HoN. MeMBERS: ‘‘As it is
now."”] Do hon. Gentlemen suggest that
the situation is desperate? Can it be
more desperate than it was then? Ewven
then, the House of Commons tried to pre-
vent the right hon. Gentleman from hay-
ing these powers, and he got them by
saying that they were not intended to be
used except in the circumstances then
feared.

Mr. Henry Strauss (Norwich): For the
sake of convenience would the hon.
Gentleman point to the passages of the
speech on which he relies?

Mr. Bevan: Certainly. They are to be
found in the OrriciaL Report for 3ist
July, 1040. The right hon. Gentleman
then said :

““ The whole thing can be put in a nutshell.
The reason why it seemed, not merely to the
Home Secretary but to the Government, that
a Regulution of this kind, admittedly very
drastic, was necessary is this: the invasion,
the overrunning, in a very short space of time,
of Holland, Belgium and part of France
brought home to us in a way it had never
been brought home to us before that we in
this country were exposed to perils of a kind
that most of us had never before imagined.”

The right hon. Gentleman went on:

““What we have to ask ourselves, and what
the Government had to ask themselves, before
deciding to malke this very drastic Regulation,
was whether, if the direst peril we can imagine
were to come upon us, . . ."

What is the direst peril that we could
imagine could come upon us? Invasion.

Mr. Woodburn: And treachery inside.

Mr. Bevan: My hon. Friend will prob-
ably have the opportunity of making his
own speech. The right hon. Gentleman
went on—and his sentences are almost as
long as those of the Prime Minister:

“ It would be tolerable that there should
at that moment, when the resolution of some
of the weakest among us might be shaken or
be in danger of being shaken, be allowed even
for a short time the systematic publication of
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matter calculated to foment opposition to the
prosecution of the war to a successful issue.”’
— [ Orrrciar  Report, 315t July, 1940; col.
1320, Vol. 363.]

I tell the right hon. Gentleman, in all fair-
ness, that the House understood by that
statement that he intended these very un-
usual powers to be used only in the cir-
cumstances then feared by the House,
those of invasion. I admit that the higher
critics can come along at this stage and,
by violating the spirit but considering the
letter, argue that some other inter-
pretation is possible. Even conceding that
point to the Home Secretary, it is clear
that the House was very disquieted on
that occasion. Some of my hon. Friends
on this side went into the Lobby against
the Government, of which their leader
was then a Member—60 of them. The
Government got a majority of only 38, the
smallest of its majorities up to that time.

I submit that there is no situation of
such peril, urgency and terror in Great
Britain as was envisaged then, and that
the Home Secretary has violated a pledge
which was given to the House by his pre-
decessor. The right hon. Gentleman is
putting us in a very difficult position.
Last Tuesday, his colleague the Minister
of Labour brought in powers of industrial
conscription, without any countervailing
powers against property in Great Britain.
On the same day, the Home Secretary
suppressed the “‘ Daily Worker.”” Unless
he is very careful, and shows a stronger
arm than he has done so far, he will b
driving even greater inroads into demo-
cratic liberty, as a consequence of the
action which he has now taken. The
juxtaposition of those two events will have
a significance which will be realised in
every village and town in the country.
That significance will be driven home by
evilly disposed persons, who will point out
that this is a sinister conjunction.

Those are two Labour Ministers. When
the war began, I tried to persuade friends
of mine, South Wales miners, to sup-
port a resolution. Part of the resolution
was that we should support the war, and
it was carried by a two-thirds majority.
Another part of the resolution was that we
support the war on two fronts, namely,
that we fight against Hitler abroad and
against privilege and reaction at home.
We believe in winning the war on two
fronts, but the right hon. Gentleman does
not. The Government are winning the
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war against us, and are making Labour
Ministers the catspaws of reactionary
policy. I say to Conservative Members
opposite: You are doing a grave dis-
service to this State by permitting Labour
Ministers to indulge the weaknesses of
their temperament in their positions. You
are doing a great disservice to the spiritual
harmony and unity of this country in time
of war. To my hon. Friends on this side
of the House I say: For heaven’s sake,
take care where you are going. I few
years ago we were accusing hon. Members
on the other side of the House of leading
us to disaster and to war because of loyalty
to their party and to the old school tie.
They put loyalty to their party above
loyalty to their country. To-day they are
asking us to do the same thing, to go into
the Lobby, not because we believe the
Government have done the right thing,
but because our Ministers are involved. It
is a great disservice.

It is because I detest the point of view
of some of those who write in the ** Daily
Worker,”” because I believe that this is
the worst possible way to treat them, and
because I believe our case is good and
can stand the light, that I believe that
hon. Members opposite are doing a great
disservice in driving these forces under-
ground, in making them subterranean
and subversive, where we cannot pursue
them and expose them. I hope that the
right hon. Gentleman will not consider
that his political future and the future of
his Government are involved in clinging
to that error. We are living in very
unusual circumstances. Ministers have
to make difficult decisions in difficult cir-
cumstances. This House would not
whisper a word of criticism against the
Government if they said that the paper
had been punished, that they would allow
it to be printed again and would prose-
cute it in the courts where the facts could
be known and where concrete charges
would be their own propaganda against
the paper. I submit that that can be
done. If the right hon. Gentleman does
not do it, I suggest that he is entering
the third phase of the war. The first
phase was when the late Mr. Neville
Chamberlain ruled over this country
disastrously. The second phase was
when the right hon. Gentleman the Mem-
ber for Epping (Mr. Churchill) took
charge and inspired the country, and the
third phase was when Ministers of whom
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we had a right to expect something greater
lost their faith in democracy, lost their
confidence in the ordinary people and
tried to lead the country to victory by
methods which have proven disastrous in
other countries in Europe.

Sir Richard Acland (Barnstaple): [
must begin by apologising to this House,
because it must be the experience of
many hon. Members that in asking
intricate Supplementary Questions on the
spur of the moment one is apt to get
rattled and to use the wrong words. Last
week I asked the Home Secretary whether
he would take a course which would
enable him to prove his damning indict-
ment in court, but by mistake I used the
word ‘‘damnable,”” and I was very
properly stopped. I apologise, and I
hope the House will excuse me.

1 wish to raise a preliminary issue. I
understand that this is to be made a vote
of confidence. I submit to the House that
it is important for us to re-think the whole
question of raising issues of confidence in
the unprecedented situation in which we
find ourselves. For the first time we find
that although many of us may criticise
this item or that of Government policy,
there is only one Member of this House
who does not passionately desire the
Prime Minister to remain Prime Minister.
A vote of confidence means that the Prime
Minister says to each Member of the
House, *‘ If you vote against me on this
issue, you are expressing your desire that
I resign.”” That, of course, is perfectly
proper when there is an alternative
Government in sight, as there was last
May, when the late Prime Minister made
the Norway Debate an issue of confidence.
But now that everyone knows that there
is no alternative Government in sight, I
submit that to raise any issue to the status
of confidence means nothing less than this,
that the Prime Minister is allowing the
Government Whips to call upon hon. and
right hon, Members not to address their
minds to the issue which is actually before
them on paper but to pretend that they
must address their minds to another issue
altogether, namely, the resignation of the
Prime Minister, which everyone in this
House in fact knows is not seriously open
to discussion. If the House tolerates that,
then I sav that as loneo as the present sitva-
tion continnes Parliamentary control over
Government policy will be at an end, and
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therefore I appeal to all hon. Members
who feel that our case is justified on its
merits to treat this question of raising the
issue of confidence as what it is, namely,
a great piece of Whips' Office bluff.

My views about the ‘* Daily Worker *’
are stated with sufficient accuracy in the
first sentences of the Motion. If I had
drafted it myself, I would have substi-
tuted ** disapproval '’ for *‘ detestation."”
But the point is a minor one. My view
is based, first, on my own fairly general
reading of the ** Daily Worker,"" but also
on the much more carefully considered
judgment of another. It is quite easy to
stamp on the ** Daily Worker,”" but when
a working man or woman finds that one
paper is vigorously taking up his griev-
ances, some of which are very real, it is
a much harder matter to persuade that
man or woman that the attitude of the
“ Daily Worker *’ to the war is in fact
mistaken. The man who has done more
work on those lines and achieved more
successes on those lines than anyone else in
the country is Mr. Victor Gollancz, and
I quote his judgment with confidence:

' There is no doubt whatever that at every
%tage in the conflict the ° Daily Worker
lias adopted a policy which can have no other
intention whatever than to weaken the re-
sistance of the people to the Hitler menace."
Moreover—and these are not his words
but mine—it has done so with, at times,
an inconsistency which did not match the
attacks made on the consistency of other
papers. For example, in a recent issue,
it proved by reference to the range of
vision of the very best binoculars that the
system of roof spotters could not allow
workers enough time to get to their
shelters. In a subsequent issue another
column described the roof-spoller system
under which the ‘‘ Daily Worker
carried on up to the last moment, and
appealed to its friends for a pair of
binoculars. Of course, the *‘ Daily
Worker ** and its friends can point to
equal inconsistencies in other organs of
the Press, but I would remind them that

‘" except your righteousness shall exceed the
righteousness of the scribes and Pharisees, ye
shall 1n no case enter into the Kingdom of
Heaven.

Nevertheless, I would not have suppressed
the ** Daily Worker.”” Presumably the
Home Secretary feels that something is
wrong with the national morale, other-
wise he would not have acted at all. I
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rather tend to agree with him, but I do
not think the trouble comes from the
“ Daily Worker.”” But if I had thought
it came from the *‘ Daily Worker,”" 1
would have asked the other national news-
papers on what terms they would have
allowed me to take the whole of their
best advertising page every day for a
week, I would have invited the editors of
the ' Daily Worker '* and the “* Week ™’
to state their case in one half of the space,
and I would have replied in the other
half. Of course, in order to be quite
certain of winning the Debate, it would
have been necessary to invigorate a
number of the Departments of Govern-
ment which are dealing with internal
affairs. But that is what I would have
done; I would have done it because T
know that gg out of 100 people who call
themselves Communists do not take this
view from any desire that Hitler shall
win, but from a belief, which I am con-
vinced that 8o of the gg can be made to
understand is erroneous, that by weaken-
ing our war effort they will simultaneously
weaken the German war effort and there-
fore the war will fade out in a victory for
neither Government. Therefore, state the
case publicly, and you can recapture 8o
out of gg potential Communists.

What distresses me is that our Prime
Minister, who has the military guts to
strip this country of guns and tanks in
order to make an impression on the minds
of the Italian people and persuade them to
desire to struggle enthusiastically against
Fascism, has not got the moral guts to do
those things which would persuade thou-
sands of bewildered people in this country
to desire to struggle against the danger of
Nazism. What I have said so far is, of
course, entirely a matter of opinion.

Now I want to come to something which
I think is a matter of proof. It does not
concern the merits of the * Daily
Worker "' nor a question of whether it
should or should not have been ulti-
mately suppressed. It concerns the
method of its suppression. 1 can quite
understand the Government Amendment
to our Resolution, which says in effect
that the ‘‘ Daily Worker " was so
horrible, anyway, that what does it matter
how it was suppressed, so long as it has
been suppressed? If hon. Members will
forget that they are being addressed by
one of the most insignificant Members of
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the House, who has often raised un-
popular issues and done unparliamentary
things, and will consider his arguments
divorced from his own personality, I think
I can show that on the question of method
alone turns the authority or subservience
of this House and the liberty or bondage
of the Press.

The House will remember that we first
became aware of the possibility of dealing
with publications of this kind in the early
Spring of last year, whereupon the last
Home Secretary dealt with the matter in a
very commendable way. He asked an
informal gathering of Members of all
parties to meet, and with them he
thrashed the matter out. As a result, he
put before the House Regulations za, 2b,
2c and, most important, g4a, which were
agreed. Under that agreed procedure the
individuals concerned in a case of this
kind were to be warned, then they were
to be prosecuted, and then their presses
were to be taken away from them. A
few weeks later, without re-consulting
that same committee of interested Mem-
bers of all parties—which strikes me as an
extreme breach of courtesy to hon. Mem-
bers of this House—he laid before the
House Regulations 2d and g4b, by which
the Home Secretary has power, without
warning, without prosecution, without
hearing, without appeals, without any-
thing, simply on his own personal
‘“ because I say so,”’ to suppress any
newspaper whatever. Upon this he was
challenged, and the hon. Member for
Ebbw Vale (Mr. A. Bevan) has very
correctly recalled the circumstances. The
Home Secretary did not say that the
powers he already had were inadequate
for the circumstances as they were on 31st
July, and the hon. Member for Norwich
(Mr. H. Strauss) has given us our points,
namely, that at this moment circum-
stances are not different in anything sub-
stantial.

Mr. H. Strauss: I did not say that.

Sir R. Acland: I think if the hon.
Member will look up his previous re-
marks——

Mr. Strauss: I do not think T am de-
stroying my hon. Friend's point by
pointing out that I did say, in my sub-
mission to the hon. Member for Ebbw
Vale (Mr. A. Bevan), that the danger of
invasion is certainly no more acute than
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it was then; but, of course, I leave my-
self complete liberty, and 1 do not want
to take the hon. Member by surprise in
the least. If I have the good fortune to
catch the eye of the Chair at a later stage
in the Debate. I shall certainly point out
that at that period aerial bombardment
of this country had not started, whereas
now we have been experiencing it for
some time.

Sir R. Acland: T think the position is
now perfectly clear.  The then Home
Secretary did not say that his powers
were inadequate then, or in the present,
situation. He did not say that if a news-
paper were steadily and consistently con-
ducting a course of propaganda for
months, he and his advisers might neg-
lect to issue the warning in time, neglect
to initiate proceedings in time, and, there-
fore, might have to have recourse to this
more drastic procedure. He said, as has
been stated by my hon. Friend, that he
wanted these powers in case they were
necessary in the event of a physical over-
running of this country, and he got his
majority of g8 to 6Go. I think it is legiti-
mate to say that the present Home Sec-
retary would not have had his present
powers at all if his predecessor had not
advanced this, the one and only, argu-
ment which is to be found in his speech.

Now what happens? When none of the
supposed circumstances have arisen,
when there is no physical overrunning of
the country, when no one will contend
that we are in our direst peril, when there
is no reason why the Home Secretary
should not have initiated proceedings six
weeks ago, and when there is no reason
on earth why he should not initiate them
now and get them through, when none of
these things has happened, he uses these
powers. Perhaps he will tell us, as we can-
not judge for ourselves, what is the num-
ber of weeks which the Law Officers
advise him would be necessary, under
the highest pressure, to get this prosecu-
tion concluded. Will he make a point
of giving the House this information,
because, of course, it must be in his
mind ?

I now come to the point made by the
hon. Member for Norwich.  Bombing
has developed since 3oth July. 1 quite
understand that, but surely the Minister
is not going to shelter behind the bomb-
ing, which started at least five months
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ago. The ' Daily Worker " developed
its line about bombing—some of which
was, incidentally, quite correct and better
than almost any other newspaper's—
about four months ago. The situation
has developed progressively. There has
been no sudden break; neither the Minis-
ter nor his advisers can say they have
been taken by surprise.  They could
have forecast in every month what would
be the situation in six weeks’ time, and
I submit that the Minister really cannot
say that because his advisers neglected to
pursue the proper agreed procedure in
time, he is therefore going to make use
of powers that were only given to him by
this House for use in an entirely different
set of circumstances. I ask the Home
Secretary in his reply to address himself
to this point. Of course, he has a num-
ber of other points to answer; but I hope
that the House will be alert to notice
whether he contents himself with taking
the Iine of the official Amendment, that it
does not matter two hoots how the
*“ Daily Worker ™ is suppressed, so lone
as it is suppressed.

He must either say that when a Govern-
ment are challenged by the House about
certain points it is quite proper for the
Minister concerned to tell the House any
old story for the Government to get their
powers in consequence, and for them then
to snap their fingers at the House, to
treat the House with contempt, and to
use those powers just as if those special
reasons had never been offered; or else he
must raise himself to the height of popular
esteem, by admitting that a mistake has
been made, and by taking steps, as I am
convinced that he can, even now, to deal
with this matter by way of prosecution.
If he adopts the first alternative, and says
that that is the kind of thing that hon.
Members have to accustom themselves to
from the Government in these days, and
that it will be a sign of great disloya't-
if any Member votes against him and the
Government, he is saying that Parlia-
mentary control over policy is ended until
an official Opposition, which intends to
oppose, is created on these benches. That
is something which T am sure he desires
to avoid. T know that the House would
not think any the worse of him if he
adopted the second alternative. T have
been criticisine him becavse he has to take
responsibility for everything that happens.
That is the constitutional position.
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ihe personal pesition is quite different.
How can any Minister be expected, es-
pecially when he changes from one
Ministry to another, to remember every-
thing that has happened in this House
in the past? But ms advisers must know
what has happened. 1f the Minister
feels, as he must, that he has been put
into a very awkward position in relation
to undertakings given in this House by
his predecessor, 1 suggest that he should
make an investigation, in order to find
out whose was the guiding mind which
framed the Defence Regulations which
this House unanimously rejected at the
beginning of the war; who suggested that
Regulations 2D and 94B might usefully
be put in; who was responsible for fram-
ing the first draft of the Special Courts
Act, which it took this House two weeks
to bash out of the intolerable shape in
which somebody had' the impertinence to
present it to us; who drafted the brief
which was read to this House by the
Attorney-General on 31st July; and who
suggested that action be taken under
Regulation 2D. There exists in the right
hon. Gentleman’s Department a little
gang of misguided gentlemen.

The Seeretary of State for the Home
Department (Mr. Herbert Morrison):
That is quite unfair; and it is an insult to
me. I took this decision. I fully accept
responsibility. [Inferruption.] The de-
cision was taken me, in association
with my colleagues of the Government,
and we are responsible. It is a little off
the mark to go behind the Minister, and
to make an attack on civil servants.

Sir R. Acland: T am sorry if I have
done something unparliamentary. I with-
draw all 1T have said. But I am sorry
about the intervention of the right hon.
Gentleman, becanse it means that he did
what he did having in mind the under-
taking which was given.

Mr. Morrison: Certainly.

Sir R. Acland: I am very sorry to hear
that, I have dealt with the way in which
this issne will affect the power of Parlia-
ment to control a Minister unless a suffi-
cient number—I do not say a majority,
because everybody knows that we are not
going to get that—have the courage to go
into the Lobby against the Government.

Argentina
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1f I could address members of the Press
Gallery directly 1 would say, ‘* You are
allin it.” People say, *' No, the Govern-
ment will never suppress the ‘ News-
Chronicle * . Of course not, but they
may drop the hint that something the
““ News Chronicle ** has said is causing
them to consider whether some day they
may have to suppress it or not. If it is
said that the procedure of 2D and 94B
is not to be used other than in the case of
a physical overrunning of the country,
if the Home Secretary will say that that
is the position in relation to all other
papers for the future, editors can deal
with that Government bluff for what it is
worth, remembering that it was news-
paper criticism which gave us munitions
in the last war, If, on the other hand,
the House accepts this procedure, under
which there is no chance of stating a case,
the editors are powerless. I am talking
about something which has happened
already. There has been a case
already where prima facie evidence of a
first-rate scandal was submitted to an
editor, and he replied, ‘' It is no use my
investigating that, because we have been
warned.”” Did the Home Secretary take
that point? It is nothing new, we have
mentioned these cases before.  If the
House is not going to protest against that,
the Liberty of the Press is gone. I am
prepared to call my witnesses in support
of those statements, provided that I get a
cast-iron guarantee from the Government
that there will be no victimisation of those
witnesses or of any of the papers con-
cerned.

I should leave my argument incomplete
if I did not say something which is bound
to be unpopular with this House. I do
not think that this House is a snitable
tribunal to judge these matters. It is not
a matter of conjecture, but a matter of
proof, that on many of these issues this
House does not represent the views of the
country. It is quite certain that the
views of the country on many funda-
mental issues have substantially changed
since this House was elected. It is
equally certain that no hon. Member
except myself has changed his views on
any substantial issue since this House
was elected. If anyone has done so 1
have been unfortunate in missing the
obviously important occasion when he
has said that any view which he pre-
viously held was wrong, or that circum-
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stances had so altered as to make that
view right no longer. I should make an
exception in the case of the Prime
Minister, who has also admitted
error—but only by way of comment.
Whatever may be the case on general
issues, I say to the House, quite bluntly,
that, if the cheers that we heard on
Thursday are any indication of the
Division we are to get in the Lobby to-
night—which Heaven forbid—this House
will not represent the views of the country
on the matter. Perhaps it will be as well
if I read some of this letter received from
a private in the Army:

““ As you are seconding the Motion as
Member for North Devon, in which I am
stationed, I wish to add my protest and that
of many other soldiers against this blow
against freedom. I can assure you there are
many other members of the Ilfracombe detach-
ment who resent the Government's attack.
They include friends and opponents of the
* Daily Worker * policy, daily readers and
people who rarely if ever see the paper,
Socialists, Liberals, and even men who have
supported the Conservative party.”

Look at the courage of this man; there
ought to be some cross given for moral
courage.

‘ My name and number can be used in any
way to support your protest.,”’

It is Private Wallace, No. 7677785 in the
R.AP.C. I wish we had more people
like him:

‘“ As members of His Majesty's Army we
have been told that we are fighting for freedom
and democracy, and we are determined that

freedom and democracy shall not be sacrificed,
at least not without a struggle.”’

I wonder if the Home Secretary would
think it worth while to find out upon how
much authority from serving soldiers in
the detachment that letter was written.
I make a more fundamental challenge
than that. Last year I defended, against
the wishes of the hon. Member for Oxford
University (Mr. A. P. Herbert), the right
of the Government to employ the war-
time social survey as an accurate means
of assessing public opinion in order to
found a policy upon it. I ask the Home
Secretary whether he will invite the
Ministry of Information to make a survey
on these points. The Government re-
sented these words when they were used
last year. I am sorry that the Minister is
now using them with such relish. T am
taking a great risk in inviting the Home
Secretary to take this course, because
everything will depend upon how this
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Debate is handled to-night by the Press
and on the wireless. If they report only
the Minister's attack on the ‘‘ Daily
Worker ""—it will be very formidable, of
course—I have no doubt the majority will
be against the view that I am taking, but
the result will be distinctly other than the
one the House indicated by its cheers last
week.

Finally, as the Home Secretary is con-
vinced that everything in the moral
garden is not just as lovely as it might be,
may I submit that some day we have a
Debate on the whole subject, if necessary,
in secret? Meanwhile—and I cannot go
into the points now—may I ask a few
questions, particularly in relation to
armament workers and to blitzed towns,
which, by an unfortunate coincidence,
sometimes happen to be in the same
place? Why do the Government now
neglect the advice of almost everybody
who has looked into this matter that, even
in a short time, you do not get maximum
output by driving everybody at 100 per
cent. pressure for 100 per cent. of the
time? Is there anyone who has a real
experience of industrial psychology within
the confines of the Ministry of Aircraft
Production who has a status within the
hierarchy of the Ministry which enables
him to tell Lord Beaverbrook where he
gets off. Because if the answer to that is
in the negative, itisabsolutely futile to look
at the ** Daily Worker ” for the cause of
the present discontent. I reported some
months ago a case in which, at a meeting
of 1,000 armament workers—I attended
the meeting myself, and I swear that not
10 of those who were present were Com-
munists—men were putting forward com-
plaints about the technical inefficiency of
their factory. The Minister sent me a
very nice letter assuring me that all my
complaints were unfounded. Why did he
reject my entreaties that something should
be done in relation to this matter by
going down and meeting the men—1I gave
him only a small indication of the data—
and showing them that the Government
appreciated the value of workers who took
an interest in the technical efficiency of
theit factory? T am sure that since then
the atmosphere in the factory has steadily
deteriorated.

The Parliamentary Secretery to the
Ministry of Aircraft Production (Colonel
Llewellin): The hon. Member asked for
an impartial tribunal. I went very fully
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into that case myself and had a very care-
ful inquiry made, and I wrote a long
explanation to the hon. Member. There
was not a prima facie case for the inquiry
for which he asked, and he will be as
glad as I am when 1 tell him that the
morale in the factory is extremely good
at the moment.

Sir R. Acland: I appreciate that what
I asked for in my letter was a full in-
quiry, but I hinted again and again that
somebody who had some knowledge of
industrial psychology should go down and
see these men. I would have maintained
that point if I had been 100 per cent.
certain that a single plant was wrong.
What is the status of the welfare workers
in any one aircraft factory? Has the
welfare committee the right at any time
to say to the management, ‘* No, you
cannot do this, which seems to you to be
the right thing, because, with our know-
ledge of industrial psychology, we in-
form you that it is the wrong thing from
the point of production ’? Is something
concrete going to happen which can be
presented to the people of this country,
with the full weight of Government
propaganda behind it, to prove to them
that nobody is to be able even to try to
pull this country back to 1939?

Until you deal with that matter, it is
in vain to suppress the ** Daily Worker.”
A strong Government would have dealt
with the matter, and with other matters
which 1 have just raised. It is the sign
of a weak Government to deal with it in
this way. Therefore, I ask the Prime
Minister certain questions. Of course, I
do not expect him to be here, but perhaps
they may be reported to him. Will he
call for the reports on all these matters
which I have just been raising, and on
many others dealing with the subject of
morale which are now in the possession
of Mrs. Adams” Department of the
Ministry of Information, and which, T be-
lieve, are being kept from the Prime
Minister on the grounds that they are not
really important enough to justify taking
up his time? T ask him also, Will he
remember his own patriotic sincerity and
certainty in the rightness of his own views
when he was almost in a minority of one?
Will the House seriously deny that if anvy
gronp of responsible Ministers had
listened to his views open-mindedly for
one hour in those days, this war might
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have been avoided? Will he then, please,
admit the possibility that there are hon.
Members in this House whose gratitude to
him for what he has done in the last few
months is second to that of nobody, who
passionately desire that he should con-
tinue to be Prime Minister but who be-
lieve, with a sincerity that matches his
own, that in the realm of national morale
major mistakes are being made now which
may cost us the verdict in this struggle
and must postpone that verdict unneces-
sarily for months and perhaps years?

If he will admit that, I will make one
further appeal to him. Will he allow
some of us one hour in which we may put
our case to him personally for him to con-
sider it with an open mind? I must end
by appealing to my great friend—my
almost boyhood friend—the Parlia-
mentary Secretary to the Ministry of
I quite understand
his own position. He has to consider the
merits of this case, and when he has made
up his mind he has to consider whether it
is an issue of such importance as to justify
his voting, assuming that he is on our
side. He may take one view or another,
but I warn him that in war and in politics
it is by acts of personal courage that we
succeed.

Mr. Lees-Smith (Keighley): I beg to

move, in line 5, to leave out from *‘ de-
feated "’ to the end of the question, and
to add instead thereof:
‘“and while anxious that the frinci_pla of
freedom for the expression of minority
opinions shall be maintained so far as possible
and that the minimum use shall be made even
in time of war of powers of repression, recog-
nises that special and effective measures must
be taken against the habitual and persistent
publication of matter which is calculated to
impede the national war effort and thus to
assist the enemy, and approves the action of
the Home Secretary in relation to the * Daily
Worker * and the * Week "."" i

I am sure I am expressing in this
Amendment the opinion of the great
majority of those in the House, and T am
bringing it forward because I feel that
when a Minister of any Government has to
take an unpopular course of action, with
which we agree, we ought to accept the
responsibility of unmistakably standing by
his side.

Mr. Bevan: Does the right hon. Gentle-
man approve of every vote of the Con-

servative party during the last five or
seven years?
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Mr. Lees-Smith: I think I have listened
fairly to the arguments of the two hon.
Members who have put forward their case
at some length. What they say appears to
me to come to this, that even if it is ad-
mitted that the *“ Daily Worker '’ ought
to be dealt with, they contend that the
Government should not have suppressed
the paper by executive action, but that
the proper course would have been to
prosecute in a court of law. The hon.
Member for Barnstaple (Sir R. Acland)
thinks that even now the Government
ought to change from one process to the
other. That, 1 think, is a fair statement
of the main contention. To that I would
reply that I do not think the method which
the two hon. Gentlemen suggest is suit-
able to the particular problem which faced
the Home Secretary. This movement does
not consist of passionate social reformers
who every now and then commit an occa-
sional indiscretion which can be dealt with
by an occasional prosecution. It consists
of attempting steadily, day by day, with
large sums of money to expend, to under-
mine our national effort on the psychology
plane, which in this war is almost as
important as the battlefield itself.

1 do not propose to quote extracts, as
1 do not wish to speak at any great length.
I need not deal with the early days of the
war, but before it began there was no
newspaper so ferocious as the *‘ Daily
Worker "’ in attacking the Government
for not standing up to Hitler, and, indeed,
on the day before war broke out, when,
as hon. Members know, there seemed to
be doubt as to whether the Government
were going forward, the ‘‘ Daily
Worker "’ issued a manifesto calling the
couniry to action in order to push the
Government into war. Three weeks
later, when Poland was divided up be-
tween Germany and Russia, they sud-
denly turned in their tracks—they double-
crossed those who had followed their lead
—and ever since then have developed
what I think it is necessary really to
understand, the thesis laid down by Lenin
for Communists in time of war. It is this
thesis which is called revolutionary de-
featism. Now the' thesis of Lenin’s
doctrine was this, that in a war between
two Powers, neither of which is Com-
munist, such as Great Britain and Ger-
many, such a war was merely a war be-
tween two rival imperial groups, and
Communists were equally hostile to both.
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Therefore, the duty of Communists in
each state was to try lo deteat its own
Government, and even though Com-
munists in the other State were not to
succeed in similar efforts, nevertheless,
the Communists in each State were to
conduct a war for the defeat of his State
on his own front. That is the doctrine
of revolutionary defeatism with which we
have to deal. It is no use saying, ** But
this is a war for political liberty,”’ because
the Communist creed has no place for
political liberty. It advocates political
liberty in an Amendment on the Order
Paper, but only so that it may destroy
political liberty when an opportunity
comes. The whole Communist creed is
that when it can it will deal with its
political opponents with a merciless
ferocity comparable with that of Nazism
itself. So we are dealing not with pas-
sionate men who stray over the line, but
with a conspiracy, a sixth column, whose
endeavour it is to impede our efforts at
national survival.

In those circumstances, I say that the
Government are entitled to take action
against attempts of that sort in the middle
of the war. It is not disputed that if
the Communists are trying fo impede our
war effort, the Government are entitled to
take action, but what is said by those
who are opposed to the Government’s
action is that that action should not have
been under Regulation 2D, but under
Regulation 2C, which involves certain
judicial processes. Looking at the facts,
I would say that if action has to be taken,
it is more appropriate to this particular
case to take it under a regulation which
enables one to close the newspaper, and
particularly not to allow it to reappear
under another name or another guise,
which the other regulation would not pre-
vent. The two hon. Members who have
spoken have advocated action under
Regulation 2C; let us examine what that
Regulation is. It states that the Home
Secretary shall first give notice in writing
to the newspaper that action will be taken
against it unless it corrects its articles.
The Home Secretary then has to wait
to see whether the newspaper again gets
over the line, and if it is foolish enough
to do that, the Home Secretary has to
prosecute. I suppose that with the
amount of time that would have to be
allowed for appeals, the whole procedure
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[Mr. Lees-Smith. ]
would take between six weeks and two
months.  Then, if the prosecution were
successful and there were a fine imposed,
or even a sentence of imprisonment, the
paper would still go on.  [HoN. MEM-
BERS: ‘‘ No.”'] Yes. It could still go on
under another name, and then the whole
rigmarole would have to be gone through
again.

I do not think this procedure would
deal with the problem, even if the news-
paper were not allowed to go on after a
verdict had been obtained, because as I
read the situation it would not be neces-
sary for the newspaper ever to publish
any one article which by itself would
break any regulation. That indeed does
not seem to have been the technique
which has been adopted. But if a news-
paper day after day gives the whole of
its space to the inevitable dislocation
arising out of the war, the hardships
arising out of the blackout, the evacua-
tion of population or the delays on the
railways, the hardships arising out of
problems of soldiers’ leave or even the in-
evitable mistakes which the Government
may make—if a newspaper givesthe whole
of its news to these things and never criti-
cises Hitler, and if, indeed, when Hitler
commits some new act of aggression it tries
to explain it away, as the ““ Daily
Worker’” did the invasion of Norway, when
it said it was a reply to our gross breaches
of international law—if a newspaper does
these things, then in the end it produces
a distortion of views about the war which
will impede our war effort without break-
ing any single regulation, and will do so
by the verv methods which I think Dr.
Goebbels would probably recommend.

These are serious times. We have to
counteract such attempts in the most
speedy and effective way, and the most
speedy and effective way of doing so is
under Regulation 2D and not under Regu-
lation 2C. T notice that both hon. Mem-
bers seemed to suggest that even if the
newspaner was conducting an aeitation
which. if it succeeded, wonld impede our
war effort, nevertheless Ministers should
not use their executive powers which the
Honse has eiven them. T wonld point
out, however, that it is now clear ‘that
one of the reasons democracy in Germanv
perished was that Ministers there were
afraid to use the powers which they had
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on paper. The hon. Member for Ebbw
Vaie (Mr. Bevan), in particular, appealed
to us on behalf of democracy, and said
that this action under Regulation 2D was
an abandonment of democracy. 1 do not
agree in the least. 1 think that when Par-
liament has given powers to a Minister
and that Mimster exercises those poiers
and brings his action for Debate on the
Floor of the House, and asks for it to be
finally judged by a vote in the House,
that is just as democratic as would be
shifting the matter on to a judge in a
court of law. The vast majority of those
with whom I usually associate support
the action of the Home Secretary, and
they support it particularly, not perhaps
on any ground which I have so far
stated, but on one simple, instinctive
ground, which is that they believe the
object of the ** Daily Worker "' is to slow
down our war production and, therefore,
they support any action which may be
necessary to counter those who are
endeavouring to deprive the men in the
Forces of the means to defend their lives.

Mr. Gallacher (Fife, West): Many of
us here took part in the pioneer days of
the Socialist movement. I am quite cer-
tain that, in those days, any Member
would have hotly and indignantly re-
pudiated any such suggestion as that he
could foresee such a sitnation as this
arising. I have met, in this House and
outside, very many Liberal intellectuals.
They have protested to me their devotion
to the Press and to the freedom of speech,
and time and again they have said that
they would defend the freedom of the
Press and freedom of speech even on the
part of their bitterest enemies, and even
if the expressions were of the most ob-
noxious views. And now the ‘ Daily
Worker,”’ one small paper, has been sup-
pressed. Any amount of prejudice can
be aroused in time of war, and the
speech to which we have just listened is
a speech to arouse prejudice and to de-
stroy judgment. Why did the right hon.
Gentleman the Member for Keighley (Mr.
Lees-Smith) refer to the Lenin thesis?
Why did he not refer to his own thesis,
which T will read to him? It is the thesis
of Members of this side of the House, it
is his own thesis and the thesis of the
Secretary of State for the Home
Department :

"“If a war threatens to break out, it is
the duty of the working classes and their
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parliamentary representatives in the countries
mvolved, supported by the co-ordinating
activity of the International Socialist Bureau,
to exert every effort in order to prevent the
outbreak of war by means they consider most
effective, which naturally vary according to
the sharpening of the class struggles and the
sharpening of the political situation. In case
war should break out anyway, it is their duty
to intervene in favour of its speedy termina-
tion and with all their powers to utilise the
economic and political crisis created by the
war to arouse the people and thereby hasten
the downfall of capitalist class rale. . . .
Proclaim your will in every form and in all
places; raise your protest in the parliaments
with all vour foree; unite in great mass demon-
strations; use every means that the organisa-
tions and strength of the proletariat place at
your disposal. To the capitalist world of ex-
ploitation and mass murder, n]f)poﬂe in this
way the proletarian world of peace and
fraternity of peoples.”

That is his own thesis. It is the thesis
of the Secretary of State for the Home
Department, and it is the thesis of the
Lord Privy Seal and of the Minister of
Labour. Tt is so easy to make a speech
of the kind to which we have just
listened, which is approved and supported
by the Home Secretary.

Mr. H. Morrison: What is the date of
the thesis?

Mr., Gellacher: 1912, Why did the
ritght hon. Gentleman not give the date
of Lenin's thesis?  Lenin's thesis was
prepared following and on the basis of
that resolution. The issue before us is the
question of a small daily paper, the only
paper in opposition to the Government.
I am sorry that the ex-Communists
should try to distract the attention of the
Minister while I am speaking. It is very
significant that the Minister surrounds
himself with ex-Communists—one at his
side and one behind—in order to get what
inside information he can. But the ques-
tion is that of the only national daily
paper in this country which was definitely
opposed to the Government. Every
other national daily newspaper in this
country is now in the hands of the big
millionaire financiers, and this is the only
daily newspaper owned by the workers,
run by the workers, and maintained by
the workers. The Home Secrefary is in
a position now where he can have his
agents in the trade unions, the co-opera-
tive societies, the Labour movement, and
the Communist: movement. He can
obtain information of all kinds, and he
knows all about the finances of the
*“ Daily Worker.””  The main thing is
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that it is the one daily paper opposed to
the Government.  The millionaire Press
brags about its great circulation, and the
millionaire financiers have not only that
enormous circulation, but they have the
monopoly of the B.B.C. Again I say
that the one small daily paper belonging
to the working classes is suppressed.

As has been pointed out, it is significant
that on the same day there are two
actions—conscription of labour and sup-
pression of the ‘' Daily Worker.” 1
asked a question at a terrific meeting in
St. Andrew’s Hall on Saturday night, and
I put it to the Home Secretary. I ask
the Home Secretary, Is it not the case
that this action coincides with and is in-
tended to suppress opposition to conscrip-
tion of labour introduced by the Minister
of Labour? 1 said to the audience that
the Minister of Home Affairs replied that
there was no connection between the
two actions, and there was a burst
of laughler which almost brought down
the building. I can quite easily enter
into a discussion on all the politi-
cal matters which have been raised
The reason for this action is not only to
arouse political prejudice but to distract
attention from one simple issue. The
*“ Daily Worker "’ has opposed the Gov-
ernment all along. Why take action now?
Anyone who goes around the country can
feel that a big change is taking place and
that there is lack of confidence in the
Government. It is recognised that a
special attitude has been adopted towards
the Prime Minister, but, apart from that,
no one can say that the Government have
the confidence of great masses of the
people—very much the reverse—and be-
cause of this growing feeling of opposi-
tion this action is taken against the
* Daily Worker."'

The Mover of the Motion said that,
when the attack was made on London by
the German bombers, and when the worst
effect of it was felt, the ** Daily Worker "’
had not been able to break the morale of
the people. It never attempted to break
the morale of the people. There is con-
tinual talk about the *‘ Daily Worker *'
exploiting grievances. There is a world
of difference between exploiting griev-
ances and proposing remedies—[ Interrup-
tion] I do not like the hon. Member for
Wood Green (Mr. Baxter) chipping in. He
referred to the * Daily Worker '’ as in-
decent, yet he wrote an article in a Sun-
day paper recently in which he referred
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[Mr. Gallacher. ]

to Mussolini as a second-class brain. He
debated with me at Manchester Univer-
sity two years ago on the policy of the
National Government and presented
before the students the late Neville Cham-
berlain and Mussolini as the two greatest
men in Europe. Do not talk about in-
decency. Think of your own moral, poli-
tical and journalistic prostitution.

Mr. Baxter: I remember very well the
debate at Manchester, in which the hon,
Member was even more violent and less
logical than usual. I described what 1 had
seen at frst hand, Mr. Chamberlain's
visit to Rome, and I prophesied then that
the good that would come out of that
would be very great, and I still think
that prophecy will come true,

Mr. Gallacher: 1 was dealing with the
statement that the ** Daily Worker " had
killed morale.  The “* Daily Worker "'
not only did not try to break morale, but
I assert here, before the shelter queen or
anyone else, that the ** Daily Worker "’
played a very big part in strengthening
the morale of the people of London. It
advocated and encouraged the opening of
the tubes and tunnels. It was the first
to advocate shelter committees in order to
unify and maintain the morale of the
people.  Will the Minister deny that?
The actions and campaigns of the *“ Daily
Worker " did an enormous amount to
strengthen the unity and the morale of
the people of London. The facts are on
record. The tubes and tunnels are open,
and the committees are in existence.
With regard to factories, sabotage has
been mentioned. Sabotage is a crime,
and we are not criminals. Never in the
history of Communism has there been a
Communist who has advocated, approved

or participated in sabotage. It is utterly
inconceivable. ~ We have supported
workers in the factories who have

grievances. It is said that the Com-
munists are responsible for agitation in the
factories and are behind the shop
stewards. There was agitation in the fac-
tories in the last war, and there were shop
stewards, and there was no Communist
backing. The Home Secretary and the
Minister of Labour were supporters of
the shop stewards during the last war.

Men and women do not o out on strike
becanse someone asks them to go, or
agitates. It is a most serious question for
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a worker to go out on strike. Would any
Member for any constituency say that if
I and all the finest agitators in the Com-
munist party went to their area, we could
bring pits or factories out on strike?
Workers come out on strike only when
they have a grievance which they feel
cannot be settled in any other way. In
any strikes which have taken place since
the war started the root cause has been
the rotten organisation in the factories.
One of the reasons for its suppression is
that the ““ Daily Worker ' has exposed
day after day the rotten profiteering and
the corruption in the ruling class,
especially among the employers. It was
so bad in some places that it had to be
stopped. It was stopped in Rootes’ fac-
tory, where there was every kind of
wasted effort and delay—men doing
nothing when they ought to have been
employed. In a great aircraft factory in
the Midlands during December 26,000
hours were lost through waiting time—
men finishing a job and hanging about
waiting for another. The “‘ Daily
Worker '’ day after day has exposed the
disorganisation of the factories and the
fact that it is the employers who are re-
sponsible for it and for the failure to get
effective production,

The ‘“ Daily Worker "’ has exposed,
and is entitled to expose, the financial
corruption in this country and the game
that financiers are playing. Read the
financial papers and see what is going
on. Did they come forward when there
was an appeal for interest-free loans? Did
they came forward in response to Sir
Robert Kindersley’s appeal for the 2} per
cent. loan? Was any conscription applied
to them? Can the Home Secretary show
me one instance where the rights and
privileges of land and property have been
interefered with? The ** Daily Worker "’
has exposed that. It has carried on a con-
sistent campaign for bomb-proof shelters,
which was the policy of the Secretary of
State before he became a Minister. When
he became Secretary of State he took over
the job and policy of his predecessor. The
““ Daily Worker '’ has carried on a cam-
paign, all the time to unify the effort of
the people and strengthen their morale.
I will not ask the Tory representatives in
the Government, but I will ask any Labour
representative, what is the one mighty
force that can maintain a stand against
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the advance of Fascism? It is a power-
ful, united, independent working-class
movement. That is what the * Daily
Worker "' has always advocated.

Mention has been made of Norway.
Before Norway was invaded, the Com-
munist Press was closed down and the
Communists were hounded by the
Tories. Quisling was not a Communist;
he was a friend of the Tory party and a
Commander of the British Empire. While
the Communists were being hounded and
suppressed, Quisling was preparing the
Nazi victory over Norway. In regard to
France, I would like to quote what is
familiar with most Members. Tom Clarke,
writing in ““ Reynolds Newspaper '’ on
3oth June, 1040, said:

‘" Before Petain put out the light in France
he put out the newspapers, and then, while

the people were blind and deaf to what was
going on, he signed away their independence.’’

The right hon. Gentleman the Member
for Carnarvon Boroughs (Mr. Lloyd
George) said on 30th June:

**1 hear rumours that there is a disposi-
tion in high quarters to emulate the folly of
the French Government in fettering the Press
and persecuting the free expression of opinion.
It is said that our Government contemplate a
inore rigid censorship and there are hints that
those who indulge in criticism may be roughly
handled. A policy of that kind would be sheer
madness."’

In France the suppression took place. I
would remind the Home Secretary that at
the Labour conference last year a gentle-
man named Blum justified the suppression
of ** Humanité "’ and the gaoling of the
Communists, and declared, to the cheers
of the assembled delegates, that France
was united for victory. He went back to
France with the cheers of the Labour dele-
gates ringing in his ears, and walked into
a concentration camp. The betrayal of
France by the ruling class was being
carried out while he was speaking at the
Labour party conference.

The ** Daily Worker "’ has fought con-
sistently for a unifed, independent work-
ing-class on the question of shelters, and
against conscription. It has fought on
the question of wages and the cost of
living. Tt has worked consistently on the
lines set out by the hon. Member for
Llanelly (Mr. J. Griffiths) when he spoke
the other day in the House about the fact
that the big monopolies were stepping in
everywhere and getting a death-grip on the
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State and the people of this country. There
is not a control of any kind in the country
but is in the hands of representatives of
the big monopolies. The * Daily
Worker "’ has fought against that. It has
fought for a clear policy in relation to
food instead of the disorganised food con-
trol that is depriving the people of the
necessaries of life. It has advocated the
taking over of all food stocks and the
taking of country houses and big hotels
for use as rest homes for soldiers and
evacuees. It has advocated the taking
over of food stocks and the appointment
of a real democratic committee to work
out a policy to ensure that the masses of
the people have adequate supplies. The
“ Daily Worker >’ has drawn attention to
the grievances of soldiers and their depen-
dants and put forward proposals on their
behalf. On many of them, concessions
There is not a
grievance of any kind affecting workers;
soldiers and their dependants, the aged
and the impoverished which the ‘ Daily
Worker *’ has not ventilated and for the
remedy of which it has not put forward
concrete proposals. Because of this, the
influence of the *“ Daily Worker " has
been growing throughout the country.
There 1s nothing subversive about it.

If two Tory Ministers had got up in the
House, and one had put forward the con-
scription of labour and the other had put
forward the suppression of the ‘‘ Daily
Worker,” they could never have got those,
proposals through. It has taken two
Labour Members, two representatives,
presumably, of the working class, to
carry through these measures of reaction.
it cannot stop there.  The policy of
appeasement has always been a hopeless
failure.  The Tories have always been
howling for blood and they do not stop
howling when a concession is made to
them, such as the suppression of the
“ Daily Worker.”” They howl the louder.
The Minister cannot stop there. It is not
just a question of the Communists. The
hon. Member who spoke from the Liberal
benches said that the Government might
go to the ** News Chronicle.”” I wonder
whether Members are aware that there
are certain strong forces in this country
which believe that there should be only a
very limited number of national news-
papers. The ‘* News Chronicle "’ is not
one of them, nor is the ‘“ Daily Herald.”
Either the Minister goes back on what he
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[Mr. Gallacher.]
has done, or he will be driven more and
more by the forces behind him towards
the Nazification of this country. There
has been talk about our attitude before the
war and since. Before the war, when the
Labour leaders put forward the policy of
collective security, they were accused of
being ‘‘ out for war.”” They always re-
pudiated this, and the present Secretary
of State for Home Affairs said in a
pamphlet:

" Sometimes Members opposite have acoused
us wrongly and unjustly of desiring war with
Germany and Italy. It is untrue, and they
know it is untrue."”

Now the Labour leaders pick up that
Tory slander and use it against the Com-
munists. The ** Daily Worker '* carried
on campaign after campaign for a peace
front in this country, for a union of the
peace forces throughout Europe. It is

true that at the outbreak of war we were °

affected by our intense hatred of Fascism,
by our intense hatred of Hitlerism.

Mr. Thurtle: Not for long.

Mr. Gallacher: It is still true. We hate
Hitlerism in whatever form it may mani-
fest itself. On the editorial board of the
** Daily Worker ** are four lads who were
fighting in Spain against Hitler and Musso-
lini when the Members of this House were
supporting Hitler and Mussolini through
the treacherous policy of non-intervention.
And many more of our lads are lying dead
there. Do yon think we forget those lads?
‘Do we forget our comrades in the concen-
tration camps in Germany? [Interrup-
tion.] No. Do not raise these confusing
issues, These are matters for political
discussion. The Minister may have one
opmion and I may have another. We
may have deep differences politically on
how a question of this character should be
faced. Members here know that I hold
strong views on some things and that they
hold strong views on others. 1 have never
been averse from discussing them, but
what are we coming to if, when we dis-
agree, some Members are in a position
where they are able to bring in a police-
man and say, ‘‘ That is finished ’?

Many times I have disagreed with the
Minister. On many occasions, during the
last war especially, I was in very close
agreement with him, and at that time the
Minister thought T was a nice little fellow.
Not the Minister himself, but representa-
tives of the group with which he was
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associated, came to see me in Glasgow to
get the shop stewards together. J. R.
MacDonald, who was Prime Minister on
two occasions, came to Glasgow—the hon.
Member for Seaham (Mr. Shinwell) knows
this is true—to get me to bring the shop
stewards together in order to discuss what
we could do in order to strengthen the
fight on behalf of the lads who were suf-
fering as conscientious objectors. But that
business has died away. That is only
another digression. I say that differences
in political outlook, and different interpre-
tations of different issues, are subjects for
political discussion and not for the police-
man. I charge the Minister with having
allowed political prejudice and the drive
from the big millionaire Press and from
big monopoly capitalists to affect his
judgment. He has taken a step that can
easily lead to disastrous consequences as
regards the freedom of the Press in this
country.

I always say that I will not allow any
digressions to sidetrack me in my
speeches, but sooner or later some crop
up, and now I want to read a short state-
ment which I have been authorised to
read. It is a very short statement on be-
half of the editorial board of the * Daily
Worker.”” I am authorised to declare
that the ™ Daily Worker *’ is prepared to
face any trial and to answer any alleged
charge of contravening the law. 1T ask
the House to insist upon the removal of
the ban upon the ‘“ Daily Worker,”" and
express our readiness to discuss any ques-
tions of news presentation which it is
alleged has led to the present suppression
of the ‘“ Daily Worker.”” Last week I
asked the Minister whether he would
receive a deputation to discuss the
question. I asked him to receive repre-
sentatives of the ** Daily Worker ** board
to put the cards on the table. Let us
face the question whether it is or is not
possible to run a small and independent
working-class opposition paper. That is
the all-important question at the moment,

Mr. Erskine Hill (Edinburgh, North):
Some hon. Members seem to think that
there is great prejudice here because there
is no possibility of an appeal to a court of
law. The point was taken up, I think,
in the last Debate by the Attorney-
General. It goes so far to the root of the
matter, that I shall preface my few
remarks by asking the House to consider
for a moment the effect of Regulation
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94B. The House will remember that it
gives the Home Secretary power to make
an order for taking possession of the
printing press under the control of any
person and belonging to a newspaper.
The Regulation says that when the Home
Secretary is satisfied that the newspaper
comes under 2D he may make such an
order with respect to the printing press
or presses, as the case may be, under the
control of that person, as is authorised by
paragraph (1) of g4A. That takes us
back to the procedure under 2C, and
gives an appeal to the court. If my hon.
and learned Friend opposite will look at
the Regulation——

Mr. Pritt: I have looked at it several
times. Unless the press is owned by the
newspaper, the person cannot go to the
court.

Mr. Erskine Hill: Perhaps my hon. and
learned Friend would like to see the
passage from the OFFICIAL REPORT 1n
which the Attorney-General, dealing with
the matter, said:

o~ i ol » to the
c01irt—1:hsvhrill§\hlcis Uaf. l‘:g‘l?i?:rll g:g:r \i?l';\ exoist if
action is taken under g94B.""—[Orriciar. Re-
PoRT, 215t July, 1940; col. 1335, Vol. 363.]
If my learned Friend would do me the
justice of looking at it for himself, he will
see that 04B refers back to g4A, and that
there is exactly the same right of appeal.

. Mr. Pritt: I was making one very small

point, which is that the only person who
can go to the court is the owner of the
press, and that if the newspaper does not
own the press the newspaper cannot go
into the court.

Mr. Erskine Hill: There is the same
right of appeal as that which was raised
in the last Debate, when the Home Secre-
tary was asked to consider making the
two rights the same. They are the same.
There is a further point. It is clear that,
in that Debate, the Home Secretary was
given a discretion, and I cannot see what
use it is to give the Home Secretary a dis-
cretion unless he is to be entitled to exer-
cise it. I can find nothing in the Debate
—and I have read it over several times—
which would prevent the Home Secretary
from exercising that discretion. What the
House may be entitled to ask is, not
whether he should have proceeded in that
particular way at all, but whether he exer-
cised his discretion properly when he did
so. In other words, do the passages com-
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plained of make it a proper exercise by
the Home Secretary of his discretion?
That, I submit, is not a difficult question
for the House. It is not only the most
appropriate Regulation which specifically
deals with the question of newspapers but
it is the only one to do so.

There was precedent for it in Scotland
in the last war, in the case of the suppres-
sion of the paper known as the “* Van-
guard,” and I can give the House that
information not because of my legal know-
ledge but because I was one of the soldiers
sent to suppress the paper. I can there-
fore support the fact that there is nothing
new in the action of the Home Secretary.
But supposing I was wrong and supposing
the Home Secretary had to choose between
the slow action of 2C and the much more
effective and quick action of 2D, in these
times, which hon. Members have been
saying are times when anything may
happen quickly, surely we must all sup-
port the Home Secretary in taking effec-
tive action if he is to take action at all.
I want to tell the House of the delays that
happen. You give notice to a man that
you are going to proceed against him
under 2C if he persists. That man
may mend his ways for a few weeks;
he may delay indefinitely, and then
at the most critical time of all,
when you most want the support of
the publication for the national war
effort, he commits a crime when it
is too late to deal with it. Youn then
have to proceed with the comparatively
slow methods of the law, which are meant
for times of peace and not for times of
war. You must proceed by indictment.
It is some time before the case is heard.
There may be an appeal from the deci-
sion. All these things take time, and
when the nation is in danger there is no
time for that sort of thing. T want
briefly to run over the sort of things which
have been said, in this case, in order to
indicate how well advised the Home Sec-
retary has been in the action which he has
taken. On 24th September the leading
article said :

' "The torpedoing of 85 children hetween the
ages of 5 and 15 years last week is a horrible
event. All these children and other innocent
people are the victims of a bloody struggle
which will go on as long as the people permit
the rulers of the Empires, in Berlin, London
and Washington to continue their desperate
conflict for the mastery of the riches of the

world at the expense of the working people
of the world and even of their children '

D2
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That would only affect London, because
I cannot imagine it being read throughout
Germany. On 2gth October, when Greece
came into the war, this is what was said:

‘“ British workers are being asked to lay
down their lives for poor little Greece. The
Greek rulers are no more worth dying for than
the rulers of Poland, Finland, Rumania, -etc."
What could discourage the workers more
from working for our cause than that sort
of thing? Something has been said about
men fighting to save this right of free
speech. I wonder who is more the enemy
of free speech in this country—Hitler,
Stalin, the Communists or my right hon,
Friend the Home Secretary?

There are many hon. Members who,
like myself, have sons fighting in this war,
and we should be appalled at the thought
that this sort of talk—and if it were not
for the shortage of time I could give in-
numerable other instances—might cause
your children and mine, now in the active
line, to have to face the danger of short-
age of supplies. Could any action be
more calculated to delay and impede the
war effort? So, is it possible to think of
a more suitable case for the Home Secre-
tary to use every power he has in his
hands? T support the Home Secretary in
every way in the action he has taken.
I would only say that he has acted none
too soon, and I am sure he can count
on the support of the great majority of
this House if he has to take further action
arising out of the action already taken—
particularly, if, as a result of his action,
efforts are made in the works to retaliate
for what has been done, I hope he will
proceed even further, because I am cer-
tain that, throughout the country, the
people are counting on the Home Secre-
tary and the Government to take action
to see that the young men of this country
who are fighting for us are not let down
by talk which is subversive and danger-
ous, and to which in time of war an end
must be put.

Sir Perey Harris (Bethnal Green, South-
West): Though I have put my name to
the Amendment now before the House, I
am glad we have had this most intetesting
Debate. It would be a very bad day for
Parliament and democracy if a paper
could be closed down without discussion
in the House of Commons. The liberty
of the Press is the life blood of Parlia-
mentary government. But unlike the hon.
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Gentleman the Member for West Fife
(Mr. Gallacher), not even the Mover of
the Motion could defend the recent policy
of the *“ Daily Worker.”” He asked the
House of Commons to express its destesta-
tion of the propaganda of the ** Daily
Worker "’ in relation to the war in words
which were really stronger than the
Amendment. The reason why hon.
Members find fault with the Government,
as I understand it, is in regard to the
procedure followed. The hon. and
learned Member who has just sat down
has put up a very strongbcase for the use
of the powers exercised by my right hon.
Friend. As far as I am concerned, my
prejudice is always in favour of the pro-
cedure of a court of law and, in my
traditional conservatism, in favour of
respect for ftradition. If the other
machinery had been followed it would
have been slower, but there is every
reason to believe that in the end the re-
sult would have been the same.

It is true that the powers under Regu-
lation 2 (d) were given to the Home Secre-
tary after very considerable discussion,
and that there was a Division in the
House when those powers were asked for.
I do not think anybody in the House
likes this kind of procedure. It savours
much too much of the Gestapo and puts
too much power in the hands of a
Minister. Perhaps since the Minister has
now exercised those powers, the Regu-
lation might be amended. It would meet
a good deal of the criticism, if the accused
were brought before a court of law and
given the opportunity to prove that they
had no desire to foment opposition to the
prosecution of the war.

Mr. Silverman (Nelson and Colne):
That is precisely what the accused person
could have done if the Home Secretarv
had proceeded under 2 (¢) and o4 (a)
instead of under 2 (d) and o4 (b).

Sir P. Harris: I appreciate that; but I
am not prepared, at what is probably the
most critical period of the war, to fall foul
of the Government on a question of pro-
cedure. No doubt, the Home Secretary
will show why he found it necessary to
use this more autocratic but quicker pro-
cedure. It is a very poor consolation to
the hon. Member for West Fife (Mr
Gallacher), but surely we can assume that
the other machinery might have been put
into operation many weeks ago, and that
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the results by this time might have been
the same. The nation is fighting for its
existence, and for everything that makes
life worth living. I have had to swallow
during the last 18 months many unpleas-
ant truths. I have had to swallow Regu-
lation 18B, which is an attack on rights
far more ancient even than the liberty of
the Press. Those rights go back to Magna
Charta and the principle of Habeas Cor-
pus. There are few people who doubt that
something of the kind is necessary in this
war. We have had to swallow conscrip-
tion, which was against the principles of
most of us—certainly, against my princi-
ples—but nobody doubts that in the
peculiar circumstances of this war it was
necessary to mobilise all the man-power
of the nation. Every soldier called up
under the Military Service Act has to for-
feit all his liberties and all his rights. It
does not seem much in those circum-
stances, to submit to the use of this
machinery, provided that the Home Sec-
retary can make his case. He has already
stated a case, when he was challenged the
other day at question-time. I look to him
now to explain why he has thought fit
to use these quicker, but more autocratic,
powers.

I think that the Debate has been a
warning to the Home Secretary that the
House is keeping a watchful eye upon
him, and that he must be sparing in the
use of these powers. The Government
must expect to receive much Press criti-
cism. It was criticism which brought
down the last Government. Criticism is
good for all Governments. After a time
Governments without criticism begin to
feel that they cannot do wrong. 1 think
that the House is entitled to a specific
guarantee from the Government that all
these infringements of the liberties of the
subject will be swept away with the
armistice. After the last war D.O.R.A.
lingered on for many years, although the
need for it had expired. If the House is
now to give a vote of confidence to the
Home Secretary we have a right to ask,
first, that these autocratic powers shall
be used with discretion, and, secondly,
that when the war is over, and the need
for such powers is at an end, they shall
be completely swept away.

Mr. Pritt (Hammersmith, North): T will
not bother the right hon. Member for
South-West Bethnal Green (Sir P. Harris)
with an investigation of how much anti-

Liberal stuff a Liberal can swallow.
There seems to be no limit to what a
Liberal can swallow nowadays. This is
a Debate about the ** Daily Worker "’
and the *“ Week.”  Nobody has said
anything about the ““ Week."”” 1 do not
want to take up much time with it; I
want only to point out that it is a publica-
tion which has been suppressed, which
has told the country a great many things
from time to time which the country
would not otherwise have known, and
that the suppression is something which
ought not to be wholly ignored. I want
to say that naturally I am speaking
mostly about the production of the
““ Daily Worker.”” 1 suppose it is really
commonplace to say—and I hope that it
is not an injustice—that at least go per
cent. of the people who will go into the
Government Lobby this evening have not
seen a copy of the * Daily Worker ** for
months.

Mr. Liddall (Lincoln): And do not want
to.

Mr. Pritt: And do not want to, so long
as they can vote in complete and utter
ignorance of anything that is involved. 1
will tell you a little about the ‘' Daily
Worker,”” and I will tell the truth, al-
though it will no doubt lead to many
laughs when I say that it has a circula-
tion double that of the membership of the
Communist party.

Mr. Liddall: Who pays for them?

Mr. Pritt: You will hear the facts one
by one if you will keep your silly mouths
shut. The actual number of people
normally reading it is very much larger
than its normal sale. 1 have had to in-
vestigate this very closely myself in cir-
cumstances which, while not political, are
litigious, and it is very important for
accuracy. It is financed entirely, as far
as it is not financed by the sales of its
copies, and the very modest amount of
advertisement revenue, by bona fide sub-
scriptions from innumerable members of
the British public, who, incidentally, do
not include myself. I have never given
it a penny except what I have paid for
my daily copy, nor the ‘“ Week."”" There
is no doubt that for many years, indeed,
I think, during the whole course of its
career, it has not been subsidised by any-
body or even had subscriptions from any-
body, except possibly that hysterical
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fool Mr. Victor Gollancz, and for some
strange reason the hon. Member for Barn-
stapie (Sir R. Acland) thought he could
reintorce his views. 1 do not agree with
everything in either the ** Daily Worker "'
or the ** Week,"” but I support the news-
paper in general, and I certainly could not
vote for a Motion which started by saying
— [Interruption]. 1 do not want to take
up time by making more than half the
speech that I have prepared. [Hon.
MemBERs: ‘“ Hear, hear.”’] 1 do not
know whether that is a reason that appeals
to the chatterboxes opposite, but I will
try thg one most likely to appeal to them,
and if they do not keep quiet, I will make
the whole of the speech. But for the
moment I will proceed to my half.

The ** Daily Worker ' has very often
been right, and very often it has been
the only newspaper that has been right.
Let me take one very remarkable illus-
tration. Last summer there was an
appeal to the workers of the country to
work overtime for long hours for seven
days every week, and to forgo holidays
and so on. The whole Press supported
it, and the Government supported it. The
" Daily Worker,”" and the ‘‘ Daily
Worker ** alone—never mind its motives,
personally, I think they were good—said
that if people were compelled to do so,
it would reduce output. Every industrial
psychologist in the world, and every fac-
tory manager in the world, knew per-
fectly well that the ** Daily Worker '* was
right; and in due course all Ministers, as
they always do, began saying, not that
the ' Daily Worker "' was right, but that
it would be wrong to ask the factory
workers to do all that.

The hon. and learned Member for North
Edinburgh (Mr. Erskine Hill) asserted
that the ** Daily Worker *’ by saying that
the Greeks were indulging in an Im-
perialist war was leading to a diminution
of the output of ammunition. The output
of ammunition had been diminished ten
times as much by the stupid mismanage-
ment of the factories as it could ever be
diminished by anything the *' Daily
Worker ** says. That really is the picture
of a very great deal of what is said in
defence of the *‘ Daily Worker ”’ by
people who agree, and by those who do
not, that if you do not have criticism you
will continne to have stupidity, waste and

HOUSE OF COMMONS Worker ™ and ** Week ™’

508

inefficiency in factories, thus actually
diminishing output.

I want to say one other thing about the
““ Daily Worker.”" Professor Haldane is
the chairman of the editorial board of the
* Daily Worker.” Some papers say that
is by some strange chance and, of course,
like to explain it away. Baut it is not by
strange chance; it is by deliberate choice.
Who is Professor Haldane? He is one of
the two or three greatest scientists in the
world and one of the most intelligent
people in England. [Inferruption.] You
will get the whole speech if you are not
careful.  Professor Haldane, for many
months during the war and before it, has
almost daily risked his life in dangerous
experiments for the benefit of this
country, and when the Home Secretary
sent somebody to serve a notice on him
I should not have been a bit surprised to
have been told that he had been taken
out of some appallingly dangerous poison-
ous tank to have the notice served upon
him. If Professor Haldane is a traitor,
let us have a few more traitors. Not a
single article by the ‘‘ Daily Worker *’
has been picked out for condemnation.
One of the strongest speakers against it
was the right hon. Gentleman the Member
for Keighley (Mr. Lees-Smith), who said,
I think, that there was no article which
could be picked out——

Mr. Lees-Smith: I did not say that.

Mr. Pritt: Well, it does not matter what
the right hon. Gentleman said anyhow.
[ Interruption.] I want to deal with this,
because it is a significant fact

Mr. Logan: Deal with it as the House
wants it to be dealt with, not as if you
were in a court of law.

Mr, Pritt: It is a very significant thing
that no article can be picked out. The
hon. and learned Member for North Edin-
burgh quoted articles in September and
October, and one other Member quoted
an article from an issue of September,
1939, and another on the same date in
the summer of 1940. The Home Secre-
tary will be the first person to tell us that
he did not act on those in January, 1041,
and the significance of no particular article
being quoted is this, and here, if T may, I
would like to speak as a lawyer for a
moment. If you make any particular
charge against a person or paper or any-
body else, and you have to confess that
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you cannot adduce a single instance and
merely say that there is a general tend-
ency, you are regarded by lawyers as not
having much of a case. If a statement
of claim were made on those lines, it
would be struck out on the ground that
there was no case at all. That is a very
significant condemnation of the Govern-
ment's case.

I want now to say a few words about
the various allegations that are in terms
made against the '* Daily Worker.”" It
is said to be pro-Hitler. I have read it
for a very long time, but I have never
been able to find a single passage that
could possibly be said to be pro-Hitler.

Mr. Thurtle: Those who are not for us
are against us.

Mr. Pritt: The doctrine of the hon.
Member who interrupted seems to be that
the Government should suppress any
newspaper unless it shouts nonsense all
the time. Then, it is said that the * Daily
Worker *  advocates the immediate
stoppage of the war. It does not,
although there is a strong body of opinion
in this country which does advocate the
immedate stoppage of the war, It is to
be found in the upper classes, and the
main guarantee against that body is the
right hon. Gentleman the Prime Minister.
But I would not trust that body for one
moment unless there was somebody to
look after it. It is then said that the
“ Daily Worker " advocates sabotage in
the factories. A simple answer to that
allegation is that it does not. Another
answer is this: Do you not suppose that
if it could be suggested at all plausibly
that something in the ‘‘ Daily Worker "'
advocated the deadly offence of sabotage,
even this Government, which shuns the
courts like the devil holy water, would
immediately have to prosecute the
““ Daily Worker "'? 1 suggest that to
tell the public—I do not think the Home
Secretary does so, but many people do
—that this newspaper does these things is
very foolish. It is calculated very much
to impede the war effort if you tell the
whole world, and incidentally tell the Ger-
mans, that a newspaper is following those
serious lines when at the same time every-
body knows that newspaper has a circula-
tion very little smaller than that of the
‘“ Times,’" larger than the ‘‘ Manchester
Guardian,” larger than the ** Yorkshire
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Post” some time ago, although it may
have gone up. To tell the world untruly
at one and the same time that the news-
paper is advocating sabotage and that it
is having a large and increased sale is
to impede the war effort. It was notice-
able that the Press did much the same
thing about the People’s Convention.
The Press started by saying that it was
a wretched stop-the-war agitation, and
then when it saw the very large support
which the People’'s Convention was ob-
taining in the country, the Press told the
truth and said quite plainly that the
People's Convention was not advocating
the stopping of the war but the obtaining
of a majority in the country to put a
People’s Government, by legitimate
means, in the place of other Governments.

I am anxious not to say anything that
has been sufficiently said already. For
that reason I can probably pass over some
of the things I might have said about the
‘“ Daily Worker "’ exploiting the griev-
ances of the public. If every newspaper
in the country were exploiting grievances,
the ** Daily Worker,'" while not worthy of
suppression because it was also doing so,
would be a far less important newspaper.
But when you have rallied the whole Press
of the country on one side and left the
““ Daily Worker *” alone on the other, the
** Daily Worker "' would be neglecting its
duty if it did not give a legitimate voice
to grievances. I think the Home Secre-
tary said that the ** Daily Worker "'
exaggerated those grievances. 1 do not
know how he judges that, because it is
not he who is suffering the grievances, but
other people. The grievances should be
voiced and public opinion should be left
to work out whether they are fair and
honest or not, and certainly a newspaper
should not be suppressed. because it is
thought that the way in which it deals with
the grievances is an exaggeration.

That brings me to a cardinal point.
There are grievances in this country, but
1 do not want to discuss them at great
length. The cardinal point, and the
thing of the greatest importance to the
House and country, and the thing in re-
gard to which the suppression of the
“ Daily Worker,”” however carried out,
has a very ill effect, is the question of how
you are to deal with grievances. There
are two ways and both of them are pretty
old. The older and simpler one is to ignore




Archivo i )
Hltdirien

511 Suppression of ** Daily

[Mr. Pritt.]

the grievances and suppress statements on
them, and, if you can manage it, ill-
treat the people voicing them. It is the
easiest way to win a quarrel and the
easiest way to lose the world. If you can
only suppress grievances you can carry
on for a time, but we know some of the
results from what has been done in
France and in Germany. The other way
to deal with grievances is to ventilate
them, and, of course, remedy them. It is
very nice to think that you might be able
to remedy them without ventilating them,
but unfortunately life does not work that
way.

The moment your suppress criticism of
any Government, whether it be because it
is weak, or because it is an enemy of the
working classes, or a friend, you diminish
efficiency and diminish the chance of get-
ting grievances remedied. In effect, you
are doing exactly what has been often
described as putting a plaster over a boil
and pretending it has been cured. [An
Hown. MemBer: ‘‘ That is what they are
doing in Russia.”’] Tf you get me on
Russia goodness knows how long I shall
take. I will keep off Russia and if pos-
sible off interruptions. The Home Secre-
tary tells us as one of the reasons why the
““ Daily Worker "’ ought to be suppressed
that it is because it was pretending that
our hardships and sofferings are unneces-
sary and that our Government are callous
and selfish. But people, who most fully
and absolutely accept the war in all its
implications, still think there are unneces-
sary hardships and sufferings which might
be diminished or spread over the rich
classes, that there ought to be greater
efficiency, and that, for instance, shipping
might be put to better use. Unless there
is a right of criticism, you destroy your
own efficiency and your own war effort.
That, bluntly, is the position. The Home
Secretary by suppressing the ‘' Daily
Worker " is to all intents and purposes
wiping out the whole public expression of
criticism in this country. I do not say
that every newspaper will not offer
criticism from time to time, but they can
be cajoled, warned and knighted. There
are a million ways of securing that a news-
paper will not attack the Government,
when everyone knows perfectly well that
by allowing people to attack the Govern-
ment immense improvements would be
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made in national efficiency and not the
reverse.

There are many simple-minded people
who take an almost Sunday-school view
of the functions of the working classes in
this war. They want the working classes
to give up their wages, to give up their
conditions, very often to give up their
homes and abandon the whole of their
rights, to submit patiently to industrial
conscription, to suffer all the evils of in-
efficient air-raid protection, to see their
shop stewards who might have protected
them removed one by one from their
work. They want the working classes to
pnt up with profiteering and rising food
prices, and the inefficiency, jobbery and
waste that they see going on all round
them in the factories, and to watch their
employers carefully building up their own
positions, carefully withholding their pro-
cesses from their competitors so that their
position after the war will be perfectly
strong. They want the workers, simply
and quietly, to submit to the whole of that
in the name of patriotism, and the more
widely we can persuade the workers to do
that, the happier will Colonel Blimp be,
and the more you can suppress the
““ Daily Worker " the easier it will be to
cajole some of the working classes. To do
that greatly diminishes the war effort, in
which hon. Members opposite profess to
be so interested. It leads to inefficiency
and not efficiency. It leads to loss of
spirit and not to courage.

People talk, rightly, about the vital
necessity of building up and maintaining
the spirit of the country. You cannot
buiid up the spirit of the workers by get-
ting them to submit to what I have de-
scribed. You have to tell them what is to
happen to them. They hate Hitler all
right. They hated Hitler while people
opposite were slobbering over him and
building up his strength. But they also
hate the oppression of themselves by the
ruling class of this country. Many of them
want to know what is to happen now and
they all want to know what is to happen
afterwards. They do not think if is a
choice between submitting to Hitler and
submitting to their own ruling class.’
Unless you give them something to fight
for you will not have their spirit behind
you. The Home Secretary once said that
everything depends on victory. They say
the “* Daily Worker "’ 'is weakening the
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will to victory, but they are weakening
the will to victory if they do not tell the
country what is to come out of it. What
is to come out of victory? They would
like to know what their future is to be.
The last time they were told it was a war
to end war. They are suspicious of these
phrases.

What does Lord Halifax tell them now?
He says that at the end of the war we are
to co-operate with others to reconstriict
the world so as not to have another war.
It is the same thing seven times as long.
If you want the working classes behind
you, you have to let them see that they
can have a decent world, and you
will not let them see that if you will
not allow propaganda for Socialism and
Communism to be carried on side by
side with propaganda for everything else.
There are many people inside the House,
and among the Government’s backers
and supporters, who would rather have
Hitler than Socialism. If yon go on like
that, you will destroy the moral of the

country.

I have taken up a good deal of time—
(Hon. Members: ‘‘ Hear, hear "’)—and
there seems to be some division of opinion
in the House as to whether I should go on
or not. I will, therefore, say only this
one thing more. It is not a peroration
and it is not very important, but it is
something which I should have said
earlier, and in cutting down my speech 1
missed it. Among the evils which will be
caused by this suppression is the driving
of this movement underground. I will not
mention the place or the date, although no
doubt the Home Secretary knows it, of
an incident that has come to my direct
personal knowledge in the reaction of the
working-class to the suppression of the
““ Daily Worker.”" There is a factory
somewhere, making something—unless the
employers are too inefficient—which
normally buys 501 copies of the ** Daily
Worker.”” On the morning after the sup-
pression it bought 2,000 copies. To be
frank, no doubt much of the purchase was
due to curiosity, but the fact remains that
2,000 pence were paid for 2,000 copies.
A meeting of protest was held and the
workers protested, by 2,000 votes to one,
against the suppression of the ‘ Daily
Worker.”” By its own decision the meet-
ing added half-an-hour to the normal
dinner-hour stoppage in order to make its
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protest. I hear somebody say ‘‘sabo-
tage,”” but all the working-class in the
world could not do as much sabotage in
12 months, as the profit system does in
five minutes.

The Secrctary of State for the Home
Department (Mr. Herbert Morrison): It is
perfectly proper that this discussion should
have taken place. I, as Home Secretary,
am responsible for the suppression of a
newspaper, and I never thought that I
should “ get away with it" without
challenge or criticism in the House of
Commons. 1 was glad that the Prime
Minister agreed, although he knew that
only a small minority of the House was
making the challenge, to give facilities for
the discussion. The Debate has been, with
the exception of the speech of the hon. and
learned Member for North Hammersmith
(Mr. Pritt), one of speeches of democrats
to democrats. The hon. and learned Mem-
ber made no particular claim that way and
did not argue that point. Apart from that,
those who have supported the Motion have
rather argued the case as democrats for
democrats. I am bound to say, from what
I know of them, that some of them are
rather exceptional and peculiar democrats.
My hon. Friend the Member for Ebbw
Vale (Mr. Bevan) was very strong on the
point of democracy. e and I, with
great friendship, have often differed in the
Labour party, and he and I enjoy an
argument. At one Labour party confer-
ence he kept me arguing until 4 o'clock
in the morning. My hon. Friend and 1
have had great experience of Labour
party democracy. 1f 1 wanted to find
one distinguished Member of the party
who, more often than any other, has set
aside the democratic decisions of the
majority of his colleagues, I think I
should choose my hon. Friend the Mem-
ber for Ebbw Vale. Therefore, his demo-
cracy is rather skin-deep. He speaks of
democracy for himself and not so much
for the other fellow.

Then I come to the hon. Member for
West Fife (Mr. Gallacher). He and 1
belong to different political parties, but, he
is quite right in saying that we have never
hated each other, although we have dis-
agreed about many matters. My hon.
Friend was eloquent in the cause of
democracy, the cause of the liberty of the
Press, and the liberty of the subject, and
was very condemnatory of any action by
the Home Secretary which invaded those
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principles—principles to which I certainly
subscribe as heartily as he does. But I
have looked up the records of this House,
and I find that far away in the days of
peace, on 5th November, 1936, the hon.
Member for West Fife was not too much
concerned about the liberty of the subject,
or taking people or papers to the courts
of law, or giving them the right to argue
their case. This was not in a critical
emergency; it was in the relatively palmy
days of peace. On the date mentioned the
hon. Member put this question to the
then Prime Minister:

*“ whether he will allot a day of Parliament-
ary time to discuss the refusal of the Secretary
of State for the Home Department to ban the
recent attempted march of the British Union
oi Fascists in the East End of London, which
ultimately had to be prohibited by the Com-
missioner of Police after the assembly of
blackshirts in the area had already led to dis-
turbances; and whether, in view of the fact
that this organisation is of a semi-military
character, the Government will order its imme-
diate disbanding? ''—[Orriciar. Rerorz, s5th
November, 1936; col. 235, Vol. 317.]

Mr. Gallacher rose

Mr. Morrison: 1 would readily give way
were not my time very limited, and if my
hon. Friend will take it from me, as from
one debater to another, he will do no good
whatever by intervening in view of what
is there in black and white. Then I come
to the hon. and learned Member for North
Hammersmith (Mr. Pritt). I was very
watchful, as he no doubt expected I
should be, because he knew I was taking
this point and I had warned him that I
should refer to him in this Debate. He
wanted to know what my reference would
be; I kindly told him. I did not much
like doing so, but I thought I had better.
He did not plead the democratic case, nor
plead that this matter ought to have gone
to the courts of law, nor did he argue that
it was wrong for Ministers to have these
powers of administrative law which were
very strongly—and I do not complain
about it—condemned by the hon. Baronet
the Member for Barnstaple (Sir R.
Acland) and referred to with some appre-
hension by my right hon. Friend the Mem-
ber for South-West Bethnal Green (Sir P.
Harris).

The hon. and learned Member for
Hammersmith, whatever else he can
claim, cannot claim to be a reasonable
opponent of Ministers acting by admini-
strative law: he cannot reasonably com-
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plain that we have not gone to the courts
of law; nor can he reasonably stand as an
upholder of the purity and the fairness
and the complete divorcement of the
Executive and the British judicial sys-
tem. The basis of the argument behind
this Motion has been the view that the
judicial machine is independent of the
Executive, and that when the Executive
wishes to fetter the rights of the indi-
vidual or the rights of a newspaper it
should go to the courts, which are inde-
pendent of the Executive. That is a per-
fectly fair argument, which I well under-
stand, but I was very pleased indeed to
find that that argument was not used by
the hon. and learned Gentleman. Remem-
ber, he speaks not only as a distingnished
lawyer, but as, at any rate, a very close
associate of the Communist party, on the
whole a very warm supporter of its
policy, on the whole a very warm sup-
porter of its newspaper. Of course, he has
been a close associate and a warm sup-
porter of the Communist party for some
time. The Communists argue that we
ought to have gone to the court. They
have written to hon. Members of this
House to the effect that I ought to have
taken the case to the court, but my hon.
and learned Friend does not argue that
case. 1 will tell the House why: because
he knew that I knew what he had written
in 1933—a very significant year. This is
what he wrote, on page 173 of a book
published, by the way, by Mr. Gollancz,
who has been referred to.

Mr. Pritt: You, and he and I were all
together then, were we not?

Mr. Morrison: He has been referred to
in rather scathing terms by my hon. and
learned Friend. This is what my hon.
and learned Friend wrote:

““ The experience of Russia should, of
course, be neither ignored mnor slavishly
followed *'—

this was in his more moderate days—

“ but, in certain respects, it is of great value
and on consideration of the whole available
material, the following recommendations are
made '"—

These are made for British application—

“* (1) Judges, under the new régime, should
be appointed from year to year by the Execu-
tive."’

Note, ‘“ From year to year.”

““ They should not necessarily be practisine
advocates but shonld possess a knowledge of
law, sociology, criminology, and political

in
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economy, tested by examination. They should
be civil servants, under a Ministry of?.ustice."

Then follow (2), (3) and (4) which are
not particularly relevant. Then it goes
on:

“(5) They—
_ that is to say, the judges—

““ should be responsible like any other civil
servants for any breach of their duties.””

What is that but a glorified Home Office?
Why should the Home Office be con-
demned in time of war

Mr. Bevan: Does the right hon. Gentle-
man accept the recommendation?

Mr. Morrison: I do not.

Mr. Bevan: Then it is irrelevant.
Mr. Pritt: Let him have his bit of fun.

Mr. H. Morrison: It is good fun, and it
happens to be legitimate and relevant,
perfectly relevant. My hon. and learned
Friend advocated in time of peace,
policies and principles of judicial adminis-
tration which are abhorrent to me, and
which 1 would not accept. When we
apply a kind of administrative law, under
critical conditions, in times of war—not
exactly what my hon, and learned Friend
advocated in that book, but nevertheless,
somewhat resembling it—why should he
and his friends, or at any rate his friends,
grumble about it? I am sure that my
hon. and learned Friend would be per-
fectly willing, if he has not already done
so, to give good constitutional and legal
advice on these matters. I suggest that
he start by giving it to the hon. and
learned Member for West Fife (Mr.
Gallacher).

Mr. Gallacher: The hon. Member for
West Fife is quite able to look after him-
self.

Mr. Morrison: I do not need to make
quotations from this newspaper although
I have them here. It would take too
long to do so—and we have all been in
the same difficulty this afternoon. My
right hon. Friend the Member for Keigh-
ley (Mr. Lees-Smith), who made an ad-
mirable speech, was also in that difficulty.
It is unnecessary to give extracts. Every-
bodys knows, even the promoters of the
Motion—with the exception of the hon.
Member for West Fife and my hon. and
learned Friend the Member for North
Hammersmith——
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Mr. Pritt: We do not support the
Motion.

Mr. Morrison: I quite agree. 1 am
sorry. The supporters of the Motion have
not argued that the ‘* Daily Worker "’
is innocent nor have they admitted that
it was a fit subject for suppression. They
argued neither one way nor the other;
but they condemned the action in stern
language. Therefore, I will not make
those quotations which it would be rele-
vant and important that I should other-
wise do. An hon. Member mentions the
“ Week.”” It was much less important
and was circulated by a gentleman who
has one name in the *‘ Daily Worker "’
and another name in the ** Week.” The
policy is the same. The whole thing is
more or less identical. Let me put this
as one of the most contemptible and
dangerous things which the Communist
party has done. After almost every air
raid on the great cities of our land, air
raids to which the working people of this
country have stood up with magnificent
courage which has evoked the eternal
praise and admiration of everyvbody, when
homes have been destroyed, when families
have been killed—or part of them killed,
when disaster and suffering has descended
on the humble households of our cities—
[Hon. MEMBERS: “‘ And others.”’].

Earl Winterton: It has happened to
everybody, the whole country.

Mr. Morrison: Some hon. Members are
a bit fidgety to-day. 1 am dealing with
a particular matter and 1 am dealing with
it in my own way. This is a paper which
is arguimg to a particular class of the
country, and that is the relevance of my
observations. Humble homes have gone
and have been smashed up. What does
this newspaper do? What do the soul-
less and cynical politicians behind it do?
They go to these brave people who are
suffering domestic disaster and family
misery, and they say: “* All of it was
utterly unnecessary and need not be. It
is because a cruel capitalist Government
want to make profit for the profiteers and
to further Imperialistic ends. All your
suffering is withont necessity and without
purpose.”  Could there be anything more
cruel and more cynical than deliberately
to say that to the people at that time?
And vyet it has been done. The Com-
munist party is the last party on earth
to claim the privileges of democratic
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[Mr. Morrison. ]
rights. They do not believe in democ-
racy. The hon. Member for West Fife
(Mr. Gallacher), as a Communist, can-
not believe in democracy. For him and
his political friends it is an outworn
bourgeois creed of the nineteenth century.

_ Mr. Gallacher: That is a misrepresenta-

tion.

Mr. Morrison: It really is sheer
nonsense and snivelling hypocrisy for the
Communist party to talk of the rights of
democracy and of judicial process.
Heaven knows we have been patient, and
a great many hon. Members, including
the hon. Member for West Kensington
(Sir W. Davison), have thought we have
been too patient. This has been going
on since September, 1939. They were
warned by my right hon. Friend the Lord
President when he was at the Home Office
in July, 1940. No one could say that we
were impatient. Indeed, the hon. Mem-
ber for Barnstaple (Sir R. Acland) says
that I did not act as soon as T might. He
asked, why did I not act earlier under
2C? With that I will shortly deal. But
we came to the conclusion, not out of
political prejudice as my hon. Friend the
Member for Ebbw Vale (Mr. A. Bevan)
suggested——

Mr. Bevan: T did not say that.

Mr. Morrison: I am sorry, but that was
the clear implication from my hon.
Friend's words. He will be able to sce it
in the record.

Mr. Bevan: Indeed, my right hon.
Friend and I are too much on terms of
personal friendship for me to say that. I
said that it was unfortunate that he did
this because he has long been engaged in
a vendetta against the Communist party.

Mr. Morrison: I ask the House to
accept my assurance that, when I deal
with these matters involving political
parties, whether Communists or Fascists,
I forget that T am a politician. I handle
these matters judicially, and as im-
partially as I can.

Anyhow, we came to the conclusion
that we must suppress. It was carried
out with perfect courtesy. The police
report says that there was great courtesy
both on the side of the paper and on the
side of the police. ~ No animosity was
shown, and everything went off smoothly.
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There was, however, one incident.
Hon. Members have been talking about
what the workers think about this. 1
know as much about the workers as does
the hon. and learned Gentleman who has
just sat down. Indeed, I flatter myself
I know much more about them. But let
me quote a real son of the proletariat, a
real working-class man who was on the
inside of this job, working in the machine
room for the production of the “ Daily
Worker.”” He was there when the police
arrived and suppressed it, and he had a
friendly word with one of the police repre-
sentatives who went on my behalf to stop
the paper. This is what he said. There
is a big bad word in it, but T am advised
that if I quote it, it is all right. T would
not have thought of using the word in
the House otherwise. But it would be a
pity to leave it out, because it is a real
proletarian expression. This man said to
the police—and this is the working class
speaking :

* 1 have been expecting you police for some

time. I am just here to earn a living and do,

not agree with the politics of those bastards
upstairs. Twice we went on strike down here
to get them to alter something in the ‘ Daily
Worker * we would not stand for, and we bad
the heads down here to settle the matter.
They took out what we did not want.”

That beats the Home Office hollow.

Mr. Isaacs (Southwark, North): Will
the right hon. Gentleman permit me to
say that as general secretary of the union
to which these people belong I can endorse
that. They have stopped publication
many times.

Mr. Morrison: The hon. Member for
West Fife (Mr. Gallacher) has often advo-
cated the dictatorship of the proletariat.
I hope he will not complain when the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat arrives.

Mr. Gallacher: Is it not clear that there
is a measure of toleration at the * Daily
Worker ”’ that you would not find any-
where else?

Mr. Morrison: 1 belong to this union
too, and 1 can assure the hon. Member
that if the ** Daily Worker " tried to pick
and choose their machine-room staff
according to their political opinions, my
hon. Friend the general secretary of the
union would be called in; therefore, it is
not virtue, but necessity. There was a
perfectly fair point put to me by the hon.
Member for Ebbw Vale (Mr. A. Bevan),

"
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namely, Why did I act at this moment
and whydid I not wait? Myanswer is this:
I thought it highly probable that, sooner
or later, there would be trouble with this
newspaper. Is it, in those circumstances,
wise to wait until the damage is done?
They were trying to do the damage—pro-
ceeding to undermine morale. Is it wise
to wait until they are partially successful
—to wait until the horse is gone before you
lock the stable door? Is it not best to
act, subject to proper consideration, before
that takes place? [Interruption.] My
own testraint has been considerable, and
so was that of my predecessor,

Suppression of ** Daily

Mr. Silverman: You might have had
the restraint of a court.

Mr. Morrison: I came to the conclusion
that it was not fair to wait until actual
damage to morale had been done, and
that it was far bettér to anticipate the
possibility of damage.

I suggest that that was a wise course.
The other argument is that this is following
in the footsteps of France. It is the exact
opposite. 1 wonder that aspect has not
been seen. France at the beginning of
the war struck at the Left—if it is the
Left, for I never admit that the Com-
munist party is a party of the Left: I
think it is a party of the Right, a party
of reaction. In France they did not
strike at the Right. If I may say so,
with respect, I think that they ought to
have done so.

In this country we struck neither way
for months. It was not until May, 1940,
that the Government struck at the Right.
We were in a position of great danger.
The Government struck at the Right, with
the almost unanimous consent of the
House of Commons, and of the country.
Not until now has there been interference
with what is pleased to call itself the Left.
That interference takes the form of action
against a mnewspaper. Therefore, the
story of Great Britain is the opposite of
the story of France. I do not say that
by way of apology; I say it because I am
proud of it. 1 believe our country to
have been right in the way that it has
handled these matters.

There is another point—the judicial
point. The issue here is the speech of my
right hon. Friend the Lord President of
the Council on 31st July. He based his
defence of Regulation 2D, in part, on con-
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siderations of invasion. I think his argu-
ment has been mistaken. I think it was
this—that Regulation 2C was passed in
quieter times, and that in the new circum-
stances, when invasion was an imminent
possibility, and a great danger, we
must have a new regulation. It was the
new circumstances which justified the new
Regulation. He was not arguing that
new circumstances would have to arise
before the Regulation was used. My
right hon. Friend has written this to me:
" What I did wasto emphasise the differ-
ence between conditicns at the time of enact-
ment of 2C, when the risk of invasion had not
begun to materialise in people’s minds, and the
sithation at the time of 2D. I emphasised the
possibility of the more dilatory procedure of
2C under invasion conditions; and these con-
ditions have certainly not passed away. Who
can say with confidence that if we were now
to embark on the long train of action contem-
plated in 2C the gravest emergency might not
be upon us before the necessary saction had
been completed? And to use 2D after action
under 2C had heen started would obviously be
apen to great objection,"’
I think that that is a fair interpretation
of what my right hon. Friend said, in a
Debate of which he had only about an
hour's notice. And I think that it is the
justification of the action which has been
taken. The warning that we gave has
been mistaken in some quarters which
have thought that it was a warning under
2C. It was not; indeed the warning
specifically mentioned 2D, and not 2C.

Mr. A. Bevan: Does the Home Secre-
tary realise that his argument means that,
in all circumstances, he is bound to use
the summary powers, because at any
moment an invasion might take place
after he had started proceedings?
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Mr. Morrison: It must always depend
upon the circumstances of the case, the
nature of the publication, the person con-
cerned, the outlook for a particular pro-
cedure, and so on. The Home Secretary
must be free to take either procedure,
and I ask from the House full authority
to use either procedure according to what

I consider expedient and in the national
interest.

Let me summarise the procedure under
2C and consider how long it would take.
I must first watch the paper for a
systematic offence. Thaf was déne, and
there is no doubt about that in anybody’s
mind. Secondly, I must issue a warn-
ing. Thirdly, T must watch again, be-
canse they might wish to put themselves
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right, and I must give three or four weeks
to observe the behaviour. If the offences
continue, 1 ask the Attorney-General for
consent, and for him to institute proceed-
ings. You go into court if you prosecute
the individual or individuals but not the
newspaper. There is legal argument.
There is the case in the court of summary
jurisdiction, very brief; then you go to
the court of assize, or, in London, the
Central Criminal Court. There could be,
I understand, an appeal to the Court of
Criminal Appeal and, with the consent of
the Attorney-General, an appeal on a
point of law of public importance to the
House of Lords. Somebody asked me to
give the courts a time limit. I have no
power to bring pressure on any court at
all. The procedure might take two
months, three months or four months.

Mr. Silverman: You have had 18.

Mr. Morrison: I know, but it is a
curious argument for the hon. Member,
of all people, to say that I ought to have
started 18 months ago.

Mr. Silverman rose——

Mr. Morrison: That is not government
in time of war. It is playing the fool
with government in time of war. It
might apply to the unfortunate Ger-
man Republic under the Weimar Con-
stitution, where decision in govern-
ment was lacking and weak, and
where, as a consequence there were un-
constitutional bodies and revolutionary
parties and disturbers of the peace. After
all, people should learn from the lesson
of Republican Germany. [An Hon.
MemBer: “‘ You should have learnt
it! ] I have learnt it, and I am apply-
ing in this office, the lessons I have learnt.
The fact has to be faced that in conditions
of war or of crisis, there may have to be
some check on the ordinary safeguards of
liberty in time of peace, or liberty itself
will be entirely destroyed. When all that
is done, and if a conviction has been
secured, what has been accomplished?
Some person or persons may have got
no more than seven years’ penal servi-
tude, or a £500 fine, or both; I want the
evil to be got out of the way; mere im-
prisonment or fining does not-do it. The
Secretary of State has powers to stop the
press, subject to appeal to the High Court.
He can stop that press. But there is
nothing to prevent the proprietors of a
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newspaper getting hold of another press
next day, starting the thing all over again
and leaving the Home Secretary to start
all over again. That procedure, in these
conditions, is childish. It really is in-
operative in the sense of being an effective
instrument for the purpose.

It is not that I have dodged a tribunal.
I am on trial to-day; the House of Com-
mons is hearing arguments. I quite
agree that it is not a judicial authority
and that if this was a point of law instead
of what it really is—a point of public
policy—I would prefer to go to a court of
law. But nobody can say that I have
dodged a tribunal. For reasons which I
have indicated we have thought it right
to act under 2C.

The paper has had its chance to state
its case for months past. It has stated its
case since its suppression with vigour.
It has circularised Members of the House
of Commons, written to me and has sent
telegrams. Nevertheless, here we are,
and in the light of its knowledge I sug-
gest that the House of Commons will
come to a conclusion. I want to assure
the House that action was taken neither
by me nor by His Majesty’s Government
with any alacrity. I do not like suppress-
ing newspapers, but this publication bad
become a public scandal. It really was a
disgrace to print it in time of war. We
acted with amazing patience until we
though it had to go. 1 can assure the
House that 1 have no wish to suppress
newspapers for the sake of doing so.
This action was taken with great regret.
We do not wish to stop the Press criticis-
ing the Government. Plenty of papers
criticise the Government, and I want to
say that I have been annoyed sometimes.
People are sometimes annoyed when they
are criticised, but we would never dream
of using our powers to stop criticism. But
I do say this: In the case of a newspaper
—to take an extreme case even though it
was supporting the war—if that paper
was steadily and systematically engaged
in such a policy that it was perfectly clear
that it was trying to sabotage the war
effort, and that all its activities were cal-
culated to have that effect, I must retain
the right to deal with such a case on its
merits. Moreover, this imperfect pro-
cedure of C2 applies not only to papers
but to leaflets, and I hope the House will
permit me to consider whether these
powers are reasonable and sufficient for
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the circumstances we are facing at the
present time. I can with all earnest-
ness and conscientiousness, add this:
My right hon. Friend the Secretary of
State of Air said, in a broadcast which
was reported in the *‘ Listener *’ on 29th
August—and this is my position, the
position of the Prime Minister and His
Majesty's Government:

** It should he our common concern to en-
sure that our civic liberties are not put in
jeopardy and the Prime Minister has authorised
me to give you this message. It is the inten-
tion of His Majesty's Government to preserve
in all essentials a free Parliament and a free
Press, and that all these emergency measures
which restrict the liberty of the subject shall
disappear with the passing of the emergency
and thal the new offences created by the
Regulations under the Emergency Powers Act
and extraordinary powers entrusted to the exe-
cutive will vanish with the advent of wvictory
and peace.’

That is the spirit of this administration.
We have faced very critical times and
invading bombers day after day and night
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powers is in the case of the Fascists on
the one hand and this newspaper on the
other. I wonder whether there is another
country in the world, whether there is any
totalitarian country in the world, that
could stand up and have a record like
that in time of war. Therefore, 1 give
the House all assurances. The duties
arising from the great powers with which
I am entrusted, the great office which 1
am proud to fill, I wiil discharge with care
and with restraint, but with circumspec-
tion. However, having given thought,
having discharged my duties with care
and restrainf, when I come to the con-
clusion that I must act, believe me I shall
act with decision and with speed,
believing that the House of Commons
desires that to be the spirit of this
administration.

Question put, ‘“ That the words pro-
posed to be left out stand part of the
Question.”’

after night.
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Beaumont, Hubert (Batley)
Beechman, N. A.

Bellenger, F. J.

Benn, Rt. Hon. W. W.

Bennett, Sir E. N. (Cardiff, Contral)
Bannett, P. F. B. (Edgbaston)
Benson, G.

Bernays, H. H.

Bavin, E.

Bird, Sir R. B

Blair, Sir R.

Bossom, A. C.

Bower, Comdr. R. T.

Boyoe, H. Leslie

Brass, Sir W.

Broad, F. A.

The only time we have
really gone far in the exercise of these

The

Noes, 323.

AYES,

Rathbone, Eleanor (English Univ's.)
Silverman, S. S.
Strauss, G. R. (Lambeth, N.)

NOES,

Broadbridge, Sir G. T.

Brockiebank, Sir C. E. R.

Brooke, H.

Brown, Rt. Hon. E. (Leith)

Brown, Brig.-Gen. H. C. (Newbury)
Browne, A. C. (Belfast, W.)
Bullock, Capt. M.

Burke, W. A.

Butoher, H. W.

Butler, Rt. Hon. R. A.

Cadogan, Sir E.

Campbell, Sir E. T.

Cape, T.

Carver, Major W. H.

Cary, R. A.

Cazalet, Thelma (lslington, E.)
Cazalet, Major V. A. (Chippenham)
Chapman, A. (Rutherglen)

Chapman, Sir 5. (Edinburgh, 5.)
Charleton, H. C.

Churchill, Rt. Hn. Winston 5. (Ep'ing)
Cluse, W. S,

Collindridge, F.

Colman, N. C. D.

Conant, Capt. R. J. E.

Cooper, Rt. Hn. A. Duff (W'st'rS.G'gs.)
Cooper, Rt. Hon. T. M. (Edin.,, W.)
Courthope, Col. Rt. Hon. Sir G. L.
Crookshank, Capt. Rt. Hon. H. F. C.
Crowder, J. F. E.

Culverwell, C. T.

Dalton, H.

Davidson, Viscountess (H'm'l H'mst'd)
Davies, Major Sir G. F. (Yeovil)
Davison, Sir W. H.

D= la Bére, R.

Denman, Hon. R. D.

House

divided: Ayes, 6;

TELLERS FOR THE AYES.—

Mr. Aneurin Bevan and Mr.
Horabin,

Danville, Alfred

Doland, G. F.

Drewe, C.

Duckworth, W. R. (Moss Side)
Duncan, Rt. Hon. Sir A. R. (C. Ldn)
Eden, Rt. Hon. A.

Edmondson, Major Sir J.
Edwards, Sir C. (Bedwellly)
Elliot, Ri. Hen. W. E.
Elliston, Captain G. S.

Emery, J. F.

Emmott, C. E. G. C.
Emrys-Evans, P. V.

Entwistle, Sir C. F.
Errington, E.

Erskine-Hill, A. G.

Etherton, Ralph

Evans, Colonel A. (Cardiff, §.)
Evans, D. 0. (Cardigan)
Evans, E. (Univ. of Wales)
Everard, Sir W. Lindsay
Fleming, E. L.

Fletcher, Lt.-Comdr. R. T. H.
Foot, D. M.

Frankel, D.

Fromantie, Sir F. E.

Fyfe, D. P. M.

Garra Jomes, G. M.

Gibbins, J.

Gluckstein, L. H.

Giyn, Major Sir R. G. C.
Gower, Sir R. V.

Graham, Captain A. C. (Wirral)
Green, W. H. (Deptiord)
Greenwood, Rt. Hon. A.
Griffiths, G. A. (Hemsworth)
Grifliths, J. (Lianelly)
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Grigg, Sir E. W. M.

Grimston, R. V.

Gritten, W. G. Howard

Gunston, Capt. Sir D. W.

Hall, J. H. (Whitechapel)

Hall, W, G. (Coina Valley)

Hammersley, S. S.

Hannah, 1. C.

Hannon, Sir P. J. H.

Harbord, Sir A.

Harland, H. P.

Harris, Sir P. A.

Haslam, Henry (Horncastle)

Headlam, Lt..Col. Sir C. M.

Hely-Hulchinson, M. R,

Hcmhmn. J. (Ardwick)
T. (Trad n)

Hlﬂl‘llflﬂ'l, J. J. Craik (Leeds, N.E.)

Hensage, LL.-Col. A. P.

Hapburn, P. G. T. Buchan

Hepworth, J.

Herbert, A. P. (Oxford U.)

Hewlett, T. H,

Hicks, E. G.

Hill, Dr. A. V. (Gmbrldsl u)

Holdsworth, H.

Hollins, A. (Hanley)

Hollins, 4. H, (Silvertown)

Holmes, J. S.

Horshrugh, Florence

Howitt, Dr. A. B.

Hudson, Capt. A. U. M. (H'okn'y, N.)

Hudson, Rt. Hon. R. 5. (Southport)

Hume, Sir G. H.

Hurd, Sir P. A.

Isaaes, G. A.

Jackson, W, F.

Jagger, J.

Jenkins, A. (Pontypool)

Jenkins, Sir W. (Neath)

John, W.

Johnstone, H.

Jones, L. (Swansea, W.)

Jowitt, Ri. Hon, Sir W. A,

Kesling, E. H.

Kennedy, Rt. Hon. T.

Koy, C. W.

Lamb, Sir J. Q.

Latham, Sir P.

Law, R. K

Lawson, J. J.

Leech, Dr. Sir J. W.

Lennox-Boyd, A. T. L.

Loslis, J. R.

Levy, T.

Liddall, W. 5.

Lindsay, K. M,

Lipson, D. L.

Llewellin, Colonel J. J.

Llayd, Major E. G. R.

Loftus, P. C.

Logan, D. G.

Lucas, Major Sir J. M.

Lyle, Sir C. E. Leonard

Lvttelton, Capt. Rt. Hon. O.

MacAndrew, Celonel Sir C. G.

Macdonald, G. (Ince)

MacDona!d, Rt. Hen. M. (Ross)

McEnies, V. La T.

McEwen, Capt. J. H. F.

MoKie, J H.

Daily

Question put,
words be there added.”

Division No. 4.]

Acland-Troyte, Lt.-Col. B. J.
Adams, D. (Consett)
Adamson, Jennie L. (Dartford)
Adamsen, W. M. (Cannock)
Albery, Sir Irving

“That the proposed

HOUSE OF COMMONS

Maclay, Hon. John 5. (Montrose)

Maomilian, H. (Stockion-on-Tees)

Mainwaring, W. H.

Maitiand, Sir A.

Makins, Brig.-Gen. Sir E.

Martin, J. H.

Mathers, G.

Mayhew, Lt.-Col. J.

Mediicott, Captain Frank

Milner, Major J.

Miteheson, Sir G. G.

Montague, F.

Moore, Lieut.-Col. Sir T. C. R.

Moore-Brabazon, Lt-Cel. J. T. C.

Morgan, R. H. (Stourbridge)

Morris, 0. T. (Cardifl, E.)

Morrison, Ri. Hen. H. (Hackney, 8.)

Morrison, R. C. (Tottenham, NJ)
, O

Mall, Sir J.

Nayler, T. E.

Neven-Spence, Major B, H. H.

Nicolson, Hon. H. G. (Leicester, W.)

Niold, B. E.

Noel-Baker, P. J.

Nunn, W,

Oliver, G. H.

0'Neill, Rt. Hon. Sir H.

Owan, Major G.

Paling, W.

Parker, J.

Peake, O.

Pearson, A.

Peat, C. U.

Porkins, W. R. D.

Pethick-Lawrence, Rt. Hon. F. W.

Plugge, Capt. L. F.

Ponsonby, Col. C. E.

Power, Sir J. C.

Pownall, Li.-Col. Sir Assheton

Prooter, Major H. A.

Purbrick, R.

Pym, L. R.

Raikes, H. V. A. M.

Ramshotham, Rt. Hen. H.

Ramsden, Sir .E.

Rankin, Sir R.

Read, Sir H. S. (Aylesbury)

Reid, Capt. A. Cunningham (St. M.)

Reid, W. Allan (Derby)

Rickards, G. W.

““’,r B

Ritson, J.

Robertson, D.

Robertson, Rt. Hn, Sir M. A. (M'ham)

Ross Taylor, W. (Woodbridge)

Rowlands, G.

RoYdE, Admiral Sir P. M. R.

Ruggles-Brisa, Col. Sir E. A.

Russell, Sir A. (Tynamouth)

Salmen, Sir 1.

Salt, E. W,

Samuel, M. R. A.

Sanderson, Sir F. B.

Schuster, Sir G. E,

Seott, R. D. (Wansbeck)

Seott, Lord William

Selley, H. R.

Shaw, Capt. W. T. (Forfar)

Shute, Col. Sir J. J.

The
Noes, 1II.

AYES.

Alexander, Rt. Hon. A. V. (H'lsbr.)
Allen, Lt-Col. Sir W. J. (Armagh)
Amery, Rt. Hon. L. C. M. S.
Anderson, F. (Whitehaven)
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Silkin, L.

Simmonds, 0. E.

Smiles, Lt.-Col. Sir W. D.
Smith, Bracowell (Dulwich)
Smith, Rt. Hon. H. B. Lees- (K'ly)
Smith, T. (Normanion)
Smithers, Sir W.

Somarset, T.

Somervell, Rt. Hon, Sir D. B. (Crewe)
Somerville, Sir A. A. (Windsor)
Southby, Comdr. Sir A. R. J.
Spears, Brig.-Gen. E. L.
Stewart, W. J. (Houghton-le-Spring)
Storey S.

Strauss, H. G. (Norwich)
Strickland, Capl. W. F.
Stuart, Rt. Hn. J. (Moray and Mairn)
Sueter, Rear-Admiral Sir M. F.
Summers, G

Suloliffe, H

Tate, Mavis C.

Taylor, R. J. (Morpath)
Thomas, J. P. L.

Thomas, W. S. Russell

Thorne, W.

Thurtle, E

Tinker, J4. J.

Titchfield, Marquess of
Tomlinson, G.

Touche, G. C.

Train, Sir J.

Tree, A. R. L. F.

Tufnell, Lieul.-Comdr. R. L.
Wakefield, W. W.

Walkden, A. G.

Walker, J.

Walker-Smith, Sir J.

Ward, Lt.-Col. Sir A. L. (Hull)
Ward, lrene M. B. (Wallsend)
Wardlaw-Milne, Sir J. 8.
Warrender, Sir V.

Waterhouse, Capt. C.

Watkins, F. C.

Watson, W. Mel.

Wayland, Sir W. A.

Wedgwood, Ri. Hon. J. C.
Weston, W. Garfield

Waestwood, J.

Whiteley, W. (Blaydon)
Wickham, 'Lt.-Col. E. T. R.
Wilkinson, Ellen

Williams, C. (Torguay)

Williams, Sir H. G, (Croyden, 5.)
Williams, T. (Don Valley)
Willink, H. V.

Wilmet, John

Windsor, W.

Windsor-Clive, Lt.-Col. G.
Wintertan, Rt. Hon. Earl
Womerslsy, Sir W. J.
Woodburn, A.

Weods, G. 5. (Finsbury)
Woeolley, W. E.
Wootton-Davies, J. H.

Wragg, H.

Young, A. 5. L. (Partick)
Young, Sir R. (Mewton)

TELLERS FOR THE NOES.—
Mr. Munro and Mr, Boulton.

divided: Ayes, 297;

Assheton, R.

Astor, Majer Hon. J. J. (Dover)
Astor, Viscountess (Plymouth, Sutton)
Attlze, Rt. Hon. C. R.

Anderson, Rt. Hon. Sir J.(Se'h. Univ.) Baillie, Sir A. W. M.

i»
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Barnes, A. J.
Batay, J.

Baxier, A. Beverley

Beamish, Rear-Admiral T. P.
Beaumont, Hubert (Batley)
Beechman, N. A.

Ballenger, F. J.

Benn, Rt. Hon, W. W,

Bennett, Sir E. N. (Cardiff, Central)
Bennett, P. F., B. (Edgbaston)
Benson, G.

Bavin, E.

Bird, Sir R. B.

Biair, Sir R.

Bossom, A. C.

Bower, Gomdr. R. T.

Boyoe, H. Leslie

Broad, F. A,

Broadbridge, Sir G. T.
Brocklebank, Sir C. E. R.
Brooke, H.

Brown, Rt. Hen. E. (Leith)
Browne, A. ©. (Belfast, W.)
Bullook, Capt. M.

Burke, W. A.

Bulcher, H. W.

Butler, Rt. Hon. R. A.
Cadogan, Sir E.

Campbell, Sir E. T.

Cape, T.

Carver, Major W. H.

Cary, R. A.

Cazalet, Thelma (Islington, E.)
Chapman, A. (Rutherglen)
Chapman, Sir 8. (Edinburgh, §.)
Charleton, H. C.

Churchill, Bt, Hn. Winston S. (Ep'ing)
Callindridge, F.

Colman, N. C. D.

Conant, Capt. R. J. E.

Gooper, Rt. Hn. A, Duff (W'st'r5.6G'gs.)
Coopor, Ri. Hon. T, M. (Edin.,, W.)
Courthope, Col. Rt. Hon. Sir G. L.
Crookshank, Capt. Rt. Hen. H. F. C.
Crowder, J. F. E.

Culverwell, G. T.

Daiton, H.

Davidson, Viscountess (H'm'l H'mst'd)
Davies, Major Sir G. F. (Yeovil)
Davison, Sir W, H.

Denman, Hon. R. D.

Denville, Alfrod

Doland, G. F.

Drews, C.

Duckworth, W. R. (Moss Side)
Duncan, Bt, Hon. Sir A. R. (C. Ldn.)
Eden, Rt. Hon. A,

Edmondson, Major Sir J.
Edwards, Sir C. (Bedwslily)
Eiliot, Rt. Hon. W. E.

Ellisten, Captain G. S.

Emery, J. F.

Emmolt, C. E. G. C.
Emrys-Evans, P. V.

Entwistle, Sir C. F.

Erringion, E.

Erskine-Hill, A. G.

Ethorton, Ralph

Evans, Colensl A. (Cardiff, 5.)
Evans, D. 0. (Cardigan)

Evans, E. (Univ, of Wales)
Everard, Sir W. Lindsay
Fleming, E. L.

Flatchar, Lt-Comdr. R. T. H.
Foot, D. M

Frankel, D.

Fremantle, Sir F. E.

Fyfe, D. P. M

Gibbins, J.

Gluckstein, L. H.

Gower, Sir R. V.

Graham, Caplain A. C. (Wirral)
Green, W. H. (Deptford)
Greenwood, Rit. Hon. A.
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Grifiths, G. A. (Hemsworth)
Griffiths, J. (Llaneily)

Grigg, Sir E. W. M,

Grimston, R, V.

Gritten, W. G. Howard
Gunston, Capt. Sir D. W.

Hall, J. H. (Whitechapel)
Hall, W. G. (Colne Valley)
Hammersley, S. 5.

Hannah, 1. C.

Hannon, Sir P. J. H.
Harland, H. P.

Harris, Sir P. A.

Haslam, Henry (Hornsastle)
Hayday, A.

Headlam, Li-Col. Sir C. M,
Hely-Hutchinson, M. R.
Headerson, J. (Ardwick)
Henderson, J. J. Craik (Lesds, N.E.)
Heneage, Lt.-Col. A. P.
Hepburn, P. G, T. Buchan
Hepworth, J.

Herbert, A. P. (Oxford U.)
Hewielt, T. H.

Hicks, E. G.

Hill, Dr. A. V. (Cambridge U.)
Holdsworth, H
Hollins, 4. H.
Holmes, J. S.
Horsbrugh, Florence

Howitt, Dr. A. B.

Hudson, Capt. A. U. M. (H'ckn'y, N.)
Hume, Sir G, H.

Isaags, G. A.

Jagger, J.

Jdenkins, A. (Pontypool)
Jenkins, Sir W. (MNeath)

John, W.

Johnstone; H.

Jones, L. (Swansea, W.)
Jowitt, Ri. Hon. Sir W. A.
Keeling, E. H.

Kennedy, Rt. Honm. T.

Key, C. W.

Lamb, Sir J. Q.

Lathan. G.

Law, R. K.

Lawson, J. J.

Leach, W.

Lennox-Boyd, A. T. L.

Leslie, J. R.

Liddall, W. 8.

Lindsay, K. M.

Lipson, D. L.

Liswellin, Colonel J. J.

Lioyd, Major E. G. R.

Loftus, P, C.

Logan, D. G

Lucas, Major Sir J. M,
Lyttelton, Capt. Rt. Hon. 0.
MaeAndrew, Gelonel Sir C. G.
Macdonaid, G. (lnoce)
MaeDona'd, Rt. Hon. M. (Ross)
McEntee, V. La T.

McEwen, Capt. J. H. F.
MeKin, J. H.

Mainwaring, W. H.

Maitland, Sir A.

Makins, Brig-Gen. Sir E.
Martin, J. H.

Mathers, G.

Mayhew, L1.-Cal. d.

Madlicott, Captain Frank
Miiner, Major J.

Mitchezon, Sir G. G.

Montague, F.

Moore, Lieat.-Col, Sir T. €. R.
Morgan, H. B, W. (Rochdaie)
Morgan, R. H. (Stourbridge)
Morris, 0. T. (Cardil, E.)
Morrison, Rt. Hon. H. (Haekney, 8.
Morrison, R. C. (Tottenham, M.)
Mort, D. L.

Mail, Sir J.

.(Slhlaluwn)
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Naylor, T. E,

Meven-Spence, Major B, H. H.
Nicolson, Hon. H. G. (Lejcester, W.)
Nield, B. E.

Nooi-Baker, P. J.

Nunn, W.

Oliver, G. H.

0'Neill, Rt. Hon. Sir H.

Owen, Major G.

Paling, W.

Parker, J.

Peake, 0.

Pearson, A.

Peat, C. U.

Perkins, W. R. D.
Pethick-Lawrence, Rt. Hen. F. W.
Plugge, Capt. L. F.
Ponsonby, Col. C. E.
Power, Sir J. C.
Pownall, Lt.-Col. Sir
Procter, Major H. A.
Purbrick, R.

Railes, H. V. A. M.
Ramsbotham, Rt. Hon. H.

Ramsden, Sir E.

Rankin, Sir R.

Reed, Sir H. 5. (Aylesbury)

RAeid, Capt. A. Cunningham (St. M.)
Reid, W. Allan (Derby)

Rickards, G. W.

Riley, B.

Ritson, J.

Robertson, D.

flobertson, Rt. Hn. Sir M. A, (M'ham)
Ross Taylor, W. (Woodbridge)
Rowlands, G.

Royds, Admiral Sir P. M. R.

Russell, Sir A. (Tynemouth)

Salmon, Sir L

Salt, E. W.

Samuel, M. R. A.

Sandersen, Sir F. B.

Sehuster, Sir G. E.

Seott, A. D. (Wansbeek)

Scott, Lord William

Selley, H. R.

Shaw, Capt. W. T. (Forfar)

Shute, Col. Sir 4, J.

Silkin, L.

Smiles, Li.-Col. Sir W. D.

Smith, Bracewell (Dulwich)

Smith, Rt. Hon. H. B. Lees- (K'ly)
Smith, T. (Nermanton)

Smilhers, Sir W.

Somarvell, Rt. Hen. Sir D. B. (Crewe)
Somerviile, Sir A. A. (Windsor)
Southby, Comdr. Sir A. R. J.
Spears, Brig-Gen. E. L.

Stewart, W. J. (Houghton-le-Spring)
Storey S.

Strauss, H. G. (Norwich)
Strickiand, Capt. W. F.

Stuart, Rt. Hn. J, (Moray and Nairn)
Summers, G. S.

Suteliffe, H

Tate, Mavis C.

Taylor, R. J. (Morpath)

Thomas, J. P. L.

Thomas, W. S. Russell

Thorne, W.

Thurtls, E.

Tinker, J. J.

Titehfnld, Marquess of

Tomiinson, G.

Touche, G. C.

Train, Sir J.

Tres, A. R. L. F.

Tufnell, Lieut..Comdr. R. L.
Wakefhieid, W. W.

Walkden, A, G.

Waller, J.

Walker-Smith, Sir J.

Ward, iLt.-Col. Sir A. L. (Hull)

E

Azsheton
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Ward, irene M. B. (Wallsend) Wilkinson, Ellen Womaersley, Sir W. J.
Wardlaw-Milne, Sir J. §. Williams, C. (Torguay) Woodburn, A.

Warrender, Sir V. Williams, E. J. (Dgmore) Woods, G. 5. (Finsbury)

Watkins, F. C. Williams, Sir H. G. (Croydon, 5.) Woolley, W. E.

Watson, W. Mel. Williams, T. (Don Valley) Wootton-Davies, J. H.

Wayland, Sir W. A. Willink, H. V. Wragg, H.

Weston, W. Garfield Wilmot, John Young, A. 8. L. (Partiok)
Westwood, J. Windsor, W. Young, Sir R. (Newton)

Whiteley, W. (Blaydon)
Wickham, Li-Col. E. T. R.

Windsor-Clive, Li.-Col. G
Winterton, Rt. Hon. Earl

TELLERS FOR THE AYES.—
Mr. Munro and Mr, Boulton.

NOES.

Acland, Sir R. T. D. MeGovern, J.
Bevan, A. Pritt, D. N.
Buchanan, G.

Davies, 5. 0. (Merthyr) Silverman, 8. S.
Kirkwood, D. Stephen, C.

Main Question, as amended, put, and
agreed to.

Resolved,

“* That this House expresses its destestaiion
of the propaganda of the ‘ Daily Worker * in
relation to the war, as it is convinced that the
future of democratic institutions and the ex-
panding welfare of the people everywhere
depend on the successful prosecution of the
war till Fascism is finally defeated; and while
anxious that the principle of freedom for the
expression of minority opinions shall be main-
tained so far as possible and that the minimum
use shall be made even in time of war of
powers of repression, recognises that special

Salter, Dr. A. (Bermondsoy, W.)

S , G. R. (Lambeth, N.)

TELLERS FOR THE NOES.—
Mr. Maxton and Mr. Gallacher.

and effective measures must be taken against
the habitual and persistent publication of
matter which is calculated to impede the
national war effort and thus to assist the
enemy, and approves the action of the Home
qecretary in relation to the ' Daily Worker '
and the * Week *.""

The Orders of the Day were read, and
postponed.

It being the howr appoinied for the
Adjournment o I the House, Mr. SPEAKER
adjourned the®*House, withou! Question

put.
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UNLIMITED ISSUE OF MEDIUM TERM BONDS

A full Trostee Security.

Price of Issue £100 per
cent.

Subscriptions of £100 or
multiples of £50 will be
received until further notice.

Payment in full at time of
application,

No limit to holdings.

Repayable at par on the 15th
August 1965, the Govern-
ment reserving the right to
redeem at par on or after
the 15th August 1955, on
giving three months’ notice.

Interest 39, per annum paid
Iia_lf yearly—15th February
and 15th August,

Interest accrues from date
of purchase.

Income Tax deducted at
source from interest pay-
ments of more than £5 per
annum.

Bonds are transferable free
of stamp duty.

Application forms and pro-
spectus obtainable from all
Banks and Stockbrokers,

There is also a Post Office ‘and Trustee Savings Bank

issue. Subscriptions of £25 or any higher multiple of £5

may be made. Maximum subscription £1,000. Income
Tax is not deducted at the source
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