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Meeting of the Cabinet to be held at No.10 Downing
Street, S.W.I., on WEDNESDAY, 25th November, 1936,
at 11.0 a.m.
AGENDA
1.

FOREIGN AFFAIRS.
(a)

The Five Power Conference

- (If required)

(Reference Cabinet 66 (36) Conclusion 2)
(b)

The Situation in Spain:
Rights.

The Question of Belligerent

(Reference Cabinet 66 (36) Conclusion 3)
Note by the Secretary covering Notes of a Meeting
of Ministers held at 1 0 , Downing Street, S.W.I.,
on Sunday, 22nd November, 1936, at 4.30 p.m.
C P . 312 (36) - already circulated.
Draft Merchant Shipping (Carriage of Munitions to
Spain) Bill.
(Circulated by direction of the
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs.)
C P . 317 (36) - circulated herewith.
2.

CONCLUSIONS OF HOME AFFAIRS COMMITTEE.
11th Conclusions (36) of Committee of Home Affairs
to be circulated.



(i) India and Burma (Existing Laws) Bill.
(Reference Cabinet 66 (36) Conclusion 7)
Memorandum by the Secretary of State for India,
covering draft Bill.
H.A* 37 (36) - already circulated.
(ii) Public Works Loans Bill.
Memorandum by the Financial Secretary to the
Treasury, covering draft Bill.
H.A. 38 (36) - already circulated.
3.-

VOLUNTARY EUTHANASIA (LEGALISATION) BILL (HOUSE OF LORDS).
Memorandum by the Minister of Health.
C P . 316 (36) - already circulated.

ici

4.

PRIVATE MEMBBRgJ[ BILLS.
For Friday, November 27th.
(a) Annual Holiday Bill.
(Mr. Rows on (La.)).

Second Reading.

(b) Hotels and Restaurants (Grptuities) Bill.
Second Reading.
(Mr. Holmes (L.N.)).
For Friday, Beeember 4th.
(a) Offices Regulation Bill.
(Mr. Ammon (La.)),

Second Reading.

(b) Journalists (Registration) Bill.
Reading.
(Mr. Bossem (U)).

Second

(c) Sheep Stocks Valuation (Scotland) Bill.
Second Reading,
(Sir C. MacAndrew (U)).
TO TAKE NOTE OF:
5.

ALLOCATION OF CONTRACTS TO THE DISTRESSED AND SPECIAL
AREAS.
(Reference Cabinet 57 (36) Conclusion 2 1 ) .
Memorandum by the First Lord of the Admiralty.
C P . 315 (36) - already circulated.
(Signed)

M.P.A. HANKEY,

Secretary to the Cabinet.

2, Whitehall Gardens, S.W.1.
November 21st, 1936. '
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CONCLUSIONS of a Meeting of the Cabinet held at
10, Downing Street, S.W.1., on WEDNESDAY,
25th NOVEMBER, 1936, at 11. 0 a.m.
PRESENT:
The Right Hon. Stanley.Baldwin, M.P.,
Prime Minister.
(in the Chair)
e Right Hon.
J. Ramsay MacDonald, M.P.,
Lord President of the Council.

The Right lion.
Neville Chamberlain^ M.P.,
Chancellor of the Exchequer,

e Right Hon.
The Right Hon.
Anthony Eden, M.C., M.P. ,
Sir John Simon, G.C.S.I. , K.C.V.O. ,
O.B.E., K.C., M.P., Secretary of
Secretary of State for Foreign
State for Home Affairs.
Affairs.
te Right Hon.
The Viscount Halifax, K.G. ,
C C S . I . , G.C.I.E., Lord Privy'
Seal.

The Right Hon.
Malcolm MacDonald, M.P.,
Secretary of State for Dominion
Affairs.

fee Right Hon.
W. Ormsby-Gore, M.P. , Secretary
of State for the Colonies.

The Right Hon.
A. Duff Cooper, D.S.O., M.P.,
Secretary of State for War.

[he Most Hon.
The Right Hon.
The Marquess of Zetland, C C S . I . ,
The Viscount Swinton, G.B.E.,
G.C.I.E., Secretary of State
M.C., Secretary of State for
for India.
Air.
[he Right Hon.
Walter Elliot, M.C., M.P.,
Secretary of State for
Scotland.

The Right Hon.
Walter Runciman, M.P.,
President of the Board of
Trade.

&e Right Hon.
Sir Samuel Hoare, Bt. , G.C.S.I.,
G.B.E., C.M.G., M.P., First
Lord of the Admiralty. .

The Right Hon.
Sir Thomas Inskip, C B . E . , K.C. ,
M.P. , Minister for the CoOrdination of Defence.

[the Right Hon.
W.S-Morrison, M.C., K.C., M.P.,
Minister of Agriculture and
Fisheries.

The Right Hon.'
Oliver Stanley, M.C., M.P.,
President of the Board of
Education.

fhe Right Hon.
Sir Kingsley Wood, M.P.,
Minister of Health.

The Right Hon.
Ernest Brown, M.C., M.P.,
Minister of Labour.

jhe Right

The
Hon.
The Earl Stanhope, ICG., D.S.O. ,
I M.C., First Commissioner of
Works.
THE FOLLOWING WERE ALSO

T

Right Hon.
L. Hore-Belisha, M.P., Minister
of Transport.'
PRESENT:-

The Right Hon.
The Earl of Plymouth, Parliamentary
Under Secretary, Foreign Office.
(For Conclusion.- 3 )
Oo

lonel Sir M.P.A. Hankey, G.C.B. , G . C M . G . , G.C.V.O. ,

Secretary.

((of

THE FIVE-POWER
CONFERENCE.
(Previous
Reference:
Cabinet 66
(36), Con
clusion 2.)

1. The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs
informed the Cabinet that the Memorandum approved
at the Meeting referred to in the margin had been
corjjmunicated to the French, Belgian, German and
Italian Governments.

The French Ambassador had

informed him that the Memorandum would be agreed as
a basis for discussion and that in the near future
the French Government would send a note of approval.
The German and Italian Governments had not yet
replied, but the first indications of their attitude
were not unfavourable.

ILL
THE SITUATION
IN' SPAIN.
Question of
Belligerent
Rights.

2. The Cabinet had, before them the following
documents on the situation in Spain and the question
of belligerent rights:-

(Previous
Referenc
Cabinet 66
( 3 6 ) , Con
clusion 3. )

THE MERCHANT
SHIPPING
(CARRIAGE OP r.R*MUNITIONS TO
SPAIN) BILL.

The Notes of a Meeting of Ministers
( C P . - 3 1 2 (36)) held at No. 10, Downing
Street, 02 Sunday, November 22nd, at
4. 30 p.m. , circulated to the Cabinet
by direction of the Prime Minister.
The Conclusions reached at the Meeting
were summed up as follows:
w

(a) The general policy of the Government
is- one of a continuance of Non
intervention, that is to say to take
part in the conflict on either side.
n

0

(b) In pursuance of this policy, it is
the intention of His Majesty's
Government that British shipping
should not carry war material to any
port in SPain.
(c) The best method of securing this is
to legislate so as to ensure that
British ships do not carry arms and
ammunition to any Spanish port.
This
is analogous to the Foreign Enlistment
Act.
The legislation should provide
that it is illegal for a British ship,
whether chartered or not, to do so.
(d) The Foreign Secretary should the same
evening send messages to the Spanish
Government and to General Franco's
Government announcing the above general
policy and explaining that in addition
to the action which His Majesty s
Government have already taken to
prevent the export of arms from this
country to Spain, they are considering
what action they themselves can take
to prevent transport of arms by
British ships to Spain.
1

(A copy of the telegram actually sent
is attached in Appendix IV to C P . 
312 (36).)
(e) The Foreign Secretary should, before
making a statement in Parliament,
consult the Board of Trade as to the
feasibility of the proposed legislation.
(f) If possible, the Foreign Secretary should
announce the policy in-the House of
Commons on the afternoon of Monday,
November 23rd.
(g) The Admiralty should consider the
issue of fresh instructions to the
Naval Commanders-in-Chief concerned,
in the light of the Statement to be
made by the Foreign Secretary.

A draft Merchant Shipping (Carriage
of Munitions to Spain) Bill (C.P.
317 (36)), circulated by direction
of the Secretary of State for Foreign
Affairs, and framed to secure the
objects mentioned in (c) above.
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs did not
think it necessary to describe in detail what had
happened on Sunday, November 22nd, as the Cabinet
had received the Secretary's Notes of the Meeting of
Ministers held on that evening ( C P . - 3 1 2 (36)).
He said it would be necessary to watch for a favourable
opportunity to confer belligerent rights on both
parties in the Spanish struggle.

In reply to a

question as to what would be a "favourable opportAxnity '
1

he mentioned the fall of Madrid.
The First Lord of the Admiralty did not like the
idea of waiting for the fall of Madrid, which might
perhaps be long postponed.

He suggested that the

trade negotiations might perhaps provide an earlier
opportunity.

The present arrangement could only be

regarded as a stop-gap.

He was apprehensive as to

embarrassments for the future which might be created
by the Bill.
So far as the Bill was concerned, discussion
focussed mainly on Section 2, the object of which was
to check the use of the British Flag by a foreign,
merchant ship carrying war material to Spanish ports.
It was explained that if a ship flying the British Flag
was suspected of being in reality a foreigner carrying
arms, a British man-of-war would, by this Section, be
empowered to visit her.

If she turned out to be a

foreign ship the man-of--- ar would, of course, give
her no protection.

The general object of the

arrangement was to put a stop to a ruse-de-guerre
which otherwise might be used to frustrate the policy
of non-intervention.

IC4
The main criticism or this Section was that it
might easily result in impairing the exercise of a
right to which we o u r s e l v e s w h e n a belligerent, had
very frequently resorted, and to which we should, in
the event of war, again have resort;

that is to say

the use of a foreign flag b y a merchant ship as a
ruse-de-guerre.

The proposal was felt to create a

most dangerous precedent.
The Cabinet were informed that the legal advice
had been that there would not be much danger in this
Section as a precedent provided that it was recognised
to be only a stop-gap arrangement and did not continue
too long.
One suggestion was that the difficulty might be
surmounted by altering the title of the Bill, or by
a preamble to make clear that the whole arrangement
was limited to the present crisis in Spain.
The view of the Cabinet, however, was that
safeguards such as those suggested above, however
defensible they might be in theory, might well In
practice alter the situation and create precedents
for corresponding action, mutatis mutandis, by neutral
nations when w e were a belligerent.
It was pointed out that a foreign ship using the
British Flag was either doing so in the exercise of ''
some belligerent right 01 otherwise.

If, as at present,

neither of the two parties to the struggle in Spain
was recognised as entitled to belligerent rights, a
foreign ship using the British Flag could be dealt with
under Section 69 of the Merchant Shipping net, 1894,
which was in accordance with recognised international
law.

if, later on, we were to recognise belligerent

rights to the two parties in the Spanish struggle
AtcUZr*s f-f tLji dill

the existence of this^A*e* might cause difficulties.

In all the circumstances there was general
agreement that Section 2 should he deleted.
The Cabinet agreed

—

(a) To approve the general policy
adopted at the Meeting of
Ministers held on Sunday,
November 22nd at 4.30 p.m. ,
. as set forth in CP.--312 (36)
and summarised at the head of
this Conclusion:
(b) To approve for introduction in
the House of Commons the draft
Merchant Shipping (Carriage of
Munitions to Spain) Bill attached
to C P . - 3 1 7 (36), subject to the
deletion of Section 2:
(c) That the above decisions should
be subject to the right of the
Secretary of State for Foreign
Affairs, the First Lord of the
Admiralty or the President of
the Board of Trade to call
attention to any consideration
that had been overlooked, and to
any drafting or other minor
alterations that may be found
necessary or desirable:
(d) That one of the Law Officers of
the Crown and the Parliamentary Secretaiy to the Board of Trade
should take charge of the Bill
in the House of Commons.

'7o
SPAIN.
The NonInte invention
Committee.

3. The Parliamentary Under-Secretary to the Foreign
Office (The Right Hon. The Earl of Plymouth), who is
the Chairman of the International Committee on Non
intervention, sitting in London, was introduced at

Previous
Eeference:
Cabinet 66
(36), Con
clusion 4. )

the request of the Secretary of State for Foreign
Affairs for consideration of this item.
The Earl of Plymouth reported that the Non
intervention Committee had reached a broad outline
of a plan for enforcing non-intervention in Spain
except that on the Air aspects of the question the
matter was not quite complete.

Broadly, the proposal

was to establish groups of agents at points of
ingress on sea and by land.

The Committee had

adopted the plan in principle and had referred it to
their respective Governments.

It was agreed that the

plan could only be applied provided both sides in the
Spanish struggle would accept, which seemed very
unlikely.

The Non-intervention Committee now

wanted to put the arrangement in operation.

H e asked

if the Government would authorise him to make a
statement to the effect that they approved it in
principle and that it should be presented to both
parties.

That would not commit the British Government

as to the scale and scope of the arrangement, though
the plan included a list of points where agents were
urgently required and at which agents might therefore
have to be supplied as a first step.

He could not

postpone making a statement of the Government s policy
1

much longer, as the general trend of view on the
Non-intervention Committee was that, in the event of
the two parties in Spain accepting the proposal, the
nations ought to be ready to put it in operation at
once.

The^sohmio was estimated to cost rather more

than £1,000,000 in one year.

In the view of the

m
Cub .:Commit tofr/th : had drawn it up, nothing less would
Q,t

he effective.

In the Non-intervention Committee the

representatives of some nations had thought that its
scope was too large and too costly.

The German repre

sentative had taken the opposite view and considered
it was not large enough to be effective.

He w a s likiely

to be supported by the Russian representative in this
view.

Of course no scheme could be effective without

not only agreement but also co-operation from the
parties concerned.

He asked whether, if other members

of the Committee agreed in the plan, he would be
authorised to approve it on behalf of His Majesty's
Government.
In reply to a request for detailed information
the Earl of Plymouth added that under the proposed
plan there would be a number of agents on the Spanish
coast who would have the right to enter ports and
search cargoes, reporting to the Non-intervention
Committee, the Chief of his group, and to the Government
of any ship which appeared to have broken the rule.
The personnel would be drawn mainly from the non
interested Governments.

The lion's share of the cost

would be borne by the countries which were deemed to
be most interested in non-intervention, namely, the
United Kingdom, France, Germany, Italy, Russia, the.
share of each of which would be about £160,000 a year.
The remainder of the cost would be divided among the
other nations in the same proportion as their contri
bution to the League of Nations.
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs -thought
that there" was a good deal of manoeuvring for position
going on among the different nations

on this question.

The Chancellor of the Exchequer suggested that even
if it was not very likely that the parties to the
Spanish struggle would agree to the scheme, it was
still loss likely that they would co-operate in working it.
After some further discussion the Cabinet agreed

—

(a) That the Earl of Plymouth should be
authorised to inform the International
Committee on Non-intervention that His
Majesty's Government would agree In
principle to the scheme for making
non-intervention effective in Spain:
(b) That at the same time the Secretary
of State for Foreign Affairs, through
such channel as he might deem appro
priate (not excluding the Chairman of
the Non-intervention Committee), should
give a sharp reminder to certain Govern
ments that notoriously were supplying
war material t3 one side or the other,
that this arrangement would be unnecessary
if they would take steps to stop the
exportation of arms to Spain from their
respective countries:
(c) That there was no objection in principle
to the use of the Foreign Office channel
of communication to the two parties in
the Spanish struggle, on the understanding
that the Secretary of State would only
use good offices to pass on a communica
tion issuing from the Chairman of the
Non-intervention Committee and the
replies.

(The Earl of Plymouth withdrew at the end of this item.)

SPAIN.
Alarmist
Atmosphere
in the Press.

4. The First Lord of the Admiralty drew the
attention of the Cabinet to th? alarmist atmosphere
of the Press in matters connected with the Spanish
Civil War.

He quoted two recent examples:

(l) The Press had suggested that some
hind of a crisis had arisen between
His Majesty's Government and General
Franco's Governixient.
It was quite untrue, as suggested in the Press, that
General Franco had rejected the British proposals,
the fact being that he was in communioaition as to the
possibility of a. safe area in Barcelona.
(2) The scare headlines that morning,
"All Leave stopped at Malta".
The fact was that a violent north wind, known as the
"Gregale", was blowing into the mouth of Malta
Harbour, creating a heavy sea, and, as usual, leave
had been stopped and no ship was allowed to depart.
He asked that something should be done to check these
rumours.
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs said
that the Press Department of the Foreign Office were
always trying to check these objectionable practices.
On recent occasions Router's

Agency

had been the

cause of trouble.
After some discussion the Cabinet agreed

—

(a) That the Secretary of State for Foreign '
Affairs should arrange for a Private
Notice Question to be addressed to him
on both the points mentioned b y the
First Lord of the Admiralty, and that
in denying the accuracy of the Press
rumours he should draw attention to
the amount of harm that was done by
raising these scares:

" -

(b) That Reuter's Agency should not be
mentioned by name in the Answer to the
Private Notice Question proposed in ( a ) ,
but that the Secretary of State for
Foreign Affairs should see the "Head of
Reuter's Agency and warn him that on a
future occasion he could not undertake
to'omit a reference if that Agency
continued to offend.

BE ARGENTINE.
?ade Agreement
ith

5.

The President of the Board of Trade

informed the Cabinet that the negotiations with
the Argentine Government had now reached the final
stage and the draft agreement was ready for

previous
Reference:
Cabinet 59 (36)
Conclusion 2. )

immediate signature.

Only one alteration of

substance had been made since the Cabinet approved
the proposals.

The Argentine negotiators had

agreed that if their Government had abolished
exchange control, equivalent advantages would still
be given to British exports.
impracticable.

This had proved

Instead, the equilibrium clause would

apply to this possibility and it had been extended
to allow of short term denunciation of the Agreement
if the matter could not be adjusted satisfactorily.
On mutton and lamb, the proposed guarantee
had been remitted to the Lord Privy Seal, the
Secretary of State for Dominion Affairs, the Minister
of Agriculture and Fisheries and the President of the
Board of Trade himself.

They had agreed that a

settlement on the following lines should be offered
to the Argentines:
(a)

For the first year of the Agreement duty
free entry and no cut on present
quantities;

(b)

for the second year of the Agreement duty
free entry and the right to impose a
further cut not greater than 1 0 % of the
present quantities;

(c)

for the third year an undertaking that if
a cut greater than 10% of the present
quantities were imposed or if the
conditions governing the importation
of Argentine mutton and lamb into the
United Kingdom were otherwise altered
by the United Kingdom Government, the
equilibrium clause should apply.
They had further agreed that if (c) proved

inacceptable, there should be offered For the third year duty free entry and
an undertaking that if a cut greater
than 10$ were imposed, the equilibrium
clause would apply.

The actual form of the guarantee now
agreed was that imports of mutton and lamb from
Argentina would not be reduced below 885,000 cwts.
in 1937 and 796,500 cwts. in 1 9 3 8

0

We were free

to impose a further cut in 1939 subject to the
equilibrium clause.

This quantity guaranteed to

Argentina was 4,000 cwts. larger than 65 per cent,
of the so-called "Ottawa standard year figure", but
was less b y about 6,000 cwts. than the actual
Argentine imports in 1935.
It was intended that the Agreement should
operate retroactively from the SOth November, 1936,
the date on which the Agreement for 1933 was terminated.
The Prime Minister, on behalf of the
Cabinet, expressed great satisfaction at the
conclusion of the Agreement.

6,
The Cabinet had under consideration a
THE INDIA AND
BURMA (EXISTING
Memorandum by the Secretary of State for India
LAWS) BILL.
(H.A.-37 (36)) covering the draft India and Burma
(Previous
Reference:
Cabinet 66
( 3 6 ) , Con
clusion 7. )

(Existing Laws) Bill, the object of which was to
remove certain points of doubt arising on the
construction

of Sections 292 and 293 of the

Government of India Act, 1935, and the corresponding
Sections (148 and 149) of the Government of Burma
Act.
The Conclusions reached b y the Committee of Home
Affairs thereon (H.A.C. 11th Conclusions (36),
Minute l) were as follows:
H

( l ) To take note that before the Meeting
of the Cabinet the Secretary of State
for India would confer with the Parlia
mentary Secretary to the Treasury on
the question of whether the Bill
should be introduced in the House of
Lords or the House of Commons:
(2) To recommend the Cabinet to authorise
the introduction, with a view to its
passage into law before 1st April, 1937,
of the India and Burma (Existing Laws) Bill in the form of the draft annexed
to H.A.-37 (36), subject to the amend 
ments suggested at the meeting by the
Solicit or-General, and to any drafting
or other minor alterations that may be
found necessary or desirable".
The Secretary of State for India said that

he accepted the amendments proposed at the
Committee of Home Affairs.

He had conferred with

the Parliamentarj?' Secretary to the Treasury and
they had agreed that it would be advisable to
introduce the Bill in the House of Lords.

The Gahinet agreed:
To authorise the introduction in the
House of Lords, with a view to its
passage into law "before the 1st April,
1937, of the India and Burma
(Existing Laws) Bill in the form of
the draft annexed to H.A. 37 (36),
subject to the amendments suggested
at the meeting of the Committee of
Home Affairs by the Solicitor-General
and to any drafting o f other minor
alterations that may be found
necessary or desirable
0

/.

THE PUBLIC
WORKS LOANS
BILL.
(Previous
Reference:
Cabinet 58
(36), Con
elusion 9 &
Appendix.)

7. The Cabinet had under consideration a Memorandum
by the Financial Secretary to the Treasury (H.A.-38
(36)) covering the draft Public Works Loans Bill, the
principal object of which was to finance the estimated
requirements of the Public Works Loan Comrnis si oners
during the coming twelve months:

together with the

following' recommendation of the Committee of Home
Affairs thereon (H.A.C. 11th Conclusions ( 3 6 ) , Minute
2):
"To authorise the introduction forthwith
in the House of Commons of the Public
works Loans Bill in the form of the draft
annexed ti-o H . A . - 3 8 (36), subject to any
drafting or other minor alterations that
may be found necessary or desirable".
The Cabinet approved the recommendation
of the Committee of Home Affairs as
set forth above.

'7?
THE VOLUNTARY
EUTHANASIA
(LEGALISATION)
BILL.

8.

The Cabinet had before them a Memorandum by the

Minister of Health (G.P.-316 (36)) calling the
attention of his colleagues to the Voluntary Euthanasi
(Legalisation) Bill, the Second Reading of which was
to be moved by Lord Ponsonby in the House of Lords
on December 1st.

The Bill provided that, subject to

certain safeguards, a duly licensed medical practi
tioner might, at the request of any person of sound
mind over the age of 21 and suffering from illness
involving severe pain and of an incurable and. fatal
character, administer euthanasia, that is, might
terminate life by painless means.

The Minister

understood that great differences of opinion on this
subject existed in the medical profession, and the
Bill was certain to arouse controversy outside its
ranks.

In the circumstances he suggested that the

attitude of the Government towards the Bill receiving
a Second Reading should be that whilst the question
of whether it should receive a Second Reading or not
was one for the House itself, no undertaking for
facilities for the Bill could be given by the
Government.
The Cabinet agreed:
That whilst the Second Reading of the
Bill was one for the House of Lords
itself, no undertaking for facilities
for the Bill could be given by the
Government.

THE'ANNUAL
HOLIDAY BILL.
(Previous
Reference:
Cabinet 66
(36), Ccn
elusion 14.)

9oThe Cabinet had under consideration the
Annual Holiday Bill, introduced by a Private Member
and down for Second Reading in the House of Commons
on Friday, November 27th.
The Minister of Labour suggested that the
Bill should be dealt with by an amendment to be
moved by a Private Member on some such lines as
the following:
"That this House, while welcoming the
continuous development of the
practice of granting holidays with
pay and favouring the extension of
this practice by voluntary agreement,
declines to give a second reading to
a Bill which interferes with the
free negotiation of the terms and
conditions of employment between
employers and employed and pays no
regard to the great variety of
circumstances in the many different
industries and occupations which
would be affected."
The Cabinet approved the proposal of the
Minister of Labour as set forth above
and authorised him to arrange for
action accordingly.

THE HOTELS AND
RESTAURANTS
(GRATUITIES)
BILL.
(Previous
Reference:
Cabinet 66
( 3 6 ) , Con
clusion 15. )

10.

The Cabinet had under consideration the Hotels

and Restaurants (Gratuities) Bill, introduced by a
Private Member and down for Second Reading in the
House of Commons on Friday, November 27th.
The Cabinet were informed that the whole
of the time of the House of Commons would be
taken by the Annual Holiday Bill which came first
on the Order Psper and that there was no prospect
of discussion on the Hotels and Restaurants
(Gratuities) Billo
discussed.

The matter w a s , therefore, -not

i t

THE CPPICES
REGULATION
BILL.
(Previous
Reference:
Cabinet 17
(36), Con
olusion 11.)

11. The Cabinet had under consideration the Offices
Regulation Bill, introduced by a Private Member and
down for Second Reading in the House of Commons on
Friday, December 4th.
As this Bill had not yet been printed, it
was not. discussed.

I.

THE JOURNALISTS
(REGISTRATION)
BILL.

12. The Cabinet had under consideration the
Journalists (Registration) Bill, introduced by a
Private Member and down for Second Reading in the
House of Commons on Friday, December 4th.
A s this Bill had not yet been printed, it
was not discussed.

THE SHEEP STOCKS
VALUATION
(SCOTLAND)BILL.
F.R.

1 3 . The Cabinet had under consideration the Sheep
Stocks Valuation (Scotland) Bill, introduced by a

1^(37)15.

Private Member and down for Second Reading in the

House of Commons on Friday, December 4th. ,
As this D'ill had not yet been printed/, it
was not discussed.

SPECIAL AREAS.
..... ..".

*

Allocation of
Contracts to.
(Previous
Reference:
Cabinet 57
(36), Con
clusion 21. )

14.

The Cabinet had before, them a Note by the

First Lord of the Admiralty ( C P . - 3 1 5 (36)) covering
a Memorandum on the Allocation of Admiralty Contracts
to the Distressed and Special Areas, which showed
that the Admiralty were doing their best to give work
to these areas and had kept in the forefront the .
desirability of locating new Establishments in them.
The question was raised as to what
attitude the Cabinet intended to adopt in regard, to
the last Report of the Commissioner for the Special
Areas (England and W a l e s ) .
The Chancellor of the Exchequer said he
was going into the question and, in due course,
would report his proposals to the Cabinet.
The Prime Minister said that he was
prepared to arrange a special Meeting of the
Cabinet if the Chancellor of the Exchequer required
it.
The Chancellor of the Exchequer said that
an amendment was to be moved in the House of
Commons to provide that the present Act should come
to an end in May instead of after a year.

He saw

no objection to this.
The Minister of Health said he had received
a disturbing private report as a consequence of
certain enquiries that he had made.

fie

asked that

the Chancellor of the Exchequer should bear them in
mind in considering this question.
The Chancellor of the Exchequer undertook
to do this.

He also undertook to receive

suggestions from any of his colleagues on the
subject.

The President of the Board of Education said
that he had a suggestion to make to the Chancellor of
the Exchecxuer.
The Cabinet did not dissent from the
Chancellor of the Exchequer's view that the proposed
amendment to terminate the present Act at the end of
May instead of after a year should be accepted.

2, Whitehall Gardens, S.W.I.
25th November, 1936.

