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IM ar nir <Tohr.,

Thank vou for your note ro Indian speakers in 
the B»B,C. series of talks on Indian Constitutional 
^efoiw. T an very sorry indeed j’^on find it 
iriyossihle to or^ranise ench speakers.

You won’t Kind ny saying that I feel confident 
two or three could he got together fron India, and 
wonld if necessarj' pay their oxvn expenses either to 
this country or to sonenherc r.idwaj^ frosi which thcj' 
Kight he able to put tliO Indian point of view.

hhxle it la binie that there in a good deal of 
diver Fil ty of oT^inion on co^-tain r,<^ tiers, there 5-s a 

vo'-y con si dor able Kaso of Indian agi-e cr.cn t on 
fundap-cntals, and it is these which 3. think the 
Britlsli people ought to he told about* But, of course, 
I earrot <ueotiou yo'^jr discretion in th© matter, 
though T must ©xi'ress my very keen disappointment.

Tours sinee rely,

3 J. r do Im iMJjti^r 
broadcasting iiouse

M*iH^
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yOTBS ON Tita LONDON PA3SENONE TRANSPORT (AGRRMSOT) BILL.

^^ : (D^ ^ M«c^ C. £{5>x«r>. t|-ib.^i : (^‘^l

It is most important to ensure that any extensions 

such as those proposed meet the general considerations required 

by main lino electrification. The London Passenger Transport 

Board’s area must be considered integrally with main line 

electrification as the railways in ttiat area form part of, and 

are indeed, the centre of all main line activities. It 

becomes necetsary, therefore, to consider th© present proijosals 

in th© light of future developments, and to ensure that the 

e2kteiisions Eire carried out so that main line electrification 

would be facilitated, and to make a conversion of the voltage 

of existing railways and meet th© possible requirements 

future.

In 1928 the Pringle Committee suggested two 

alternative voltages for main line work. They were: i 

IbCO Volts Direct Current Overhead.

7b0 Volts Direct Current Track. (Third Rate), 

and these voltages were accepted by the Weir Commission 

Main Line electrification, and a plan outlined based on 

IbOO Volts. The employment of 1500 volts involves of 

necetsity overhead track distribution at a voltage which is 
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higher than permits th© maximum safety to human life, and



involves very serious risk. In addition, it is‘very unsightly, 

and what may he aooeptabl© from the aesthetic view point on 

th© Contenient or elsewhere is not acceptable in this country. 

To say that amenities are not spoilt is a mere evasion of the 

realities of the case, and we will solve our problems without 

adopting the methods of our Continental friends on such 

matters. for instance, cost is as high, if not higher than 

750 volt track equipment, and its reliability questionable. In 

general, th© economic claims of 1500 volts seem to be greatly 

over-stressed, but it has possibilities. Th© claims of 450 

volts are that the track equipment is unobtrusive and almost 

unnoticed, and judging by the experience on the London Transport 

Board’s Regulation of 660-690 volts is vt^ry reliable. This 

inadequate voltage of 750 represents probably the limit of 

safety, but there is ample evidence that it could be handled 

with safety where full axid proper respect was observed. In 

any case, it is preferable to travellin_, about continuously 

in an archway of catenaries of copper wire. The Labour 

Party will not countenance additional disfigurement of* the 

countryside o;c th© airwady deplorable condition of industrial 

areas..

Aece tine; this view, there should be some standard 

regulation adopted for the present extensions, and as a natural 

result the present equipment should b© converted to the standard 

conditions. Th© Bovernment ought to take some decision on



the question imraediately, for whatever (xoverninent is in power 

when national ©leotrlfication is eventually adopted (and we 

believe it will b® adopted) tho question, and consequent 

expenditure will have to be faced.

There ar©, however, certain advantages attachinea to 

th© of 1500 volts, Srd Rail, but the consideration of safety 

to life, safety in maintenance, require full investigation, and 

as the Labour Party is anxious that the most progressive idea 

be utilised, we would ask the Government to Ktiix'ne initiate 

a Technical Research Committee of Technicians, Trade Unions, 

operators and users to explore means for th© safe constructive 

maintenance and reliable operation of 1500 volts Track for 

main line work, limiting; the use of 750 volts to suburban 

schemes.

At the present time, there Is no possible reason foi* 

the continuance of the present voltag©, except th© whims of 

the engineers concerned. To perpetuate the present conditions 

will be a serious mistake,

IX' it is agreed that conversion is desirable, the 

Government should advance th© whole cost and guarantee the 

interest, but they should requir© th© various companies and 

th© Board to repay as may be agreed by them a sum equivalent 

to 25 per cent, of the capital cost - within a period of not 

more than 15 years.



If th© Govornmoiit Jo not do this or if some uannimity 

or pro^^ress in this direction is not md©, a future Labour 

Government may require the various authorities to effect 

standardisation compulsorily at their own cost.

The advantage of such standardisation to manufacturers 

is quite considerable foi’ much expense is thereby eliminated, 

and as a number of British electrical manufacturers have already 

combined their resources in the interests of railway 

electrification to meet the demand that will arise, such 

standardisation would b© very welcome.

Manufaoturers: Metropolitan Vickers and associated interests.

B.T.n. Go.

General Electric Co.

English Electric Go.

Th© Scheme was introduced in the greatest secrecy (or reticence - 

We will leave it at that), and it can be assumed that there was 

something to be ashamed of. It would have been preferable had 

details been furnished in a White Paper at th© same time as the 

statement was made. Can it be that th© Government ar© conscious 
enough

of the fact that th© schemes do not go far/ Such reticence 

leads one to the conclusion that considerable opposition is 

expected, and by the procedure employed it might thereby be 

subdued. Nothing is said in reference to th© Elephant and 

j^Qgtl©- Gamherwell Groen Extension which won proposed two or 



tiire© years a^'o. The needs of South London would not b© met 

by that extension, but it would at least have been indicated 

that the needs of South London had not boon neglected. wuld 

the Qov©mm'-7nt give some assurance that a scheme for b.E. London 

will be proceeded with with all possible expediency. If would 

have been preferable if the whole oi the L.N.h.H. suburban 

system had been included, as such piecemeal development does not 

indicate national planning to meet the needs of the comriunity.

The scheme for the G.W.R. should have included th© I^addlJijJ^ton.- 

Maidenhead section which is densely loaded, but the present 

proposals seem to indicate that the Board wishes to further 

develop the district our to Huislip in advance of revenue. Has 

the Government full assurance that this section will ^® A 
i f^O^lTWAL g I 

economical and financially sound? and o/
As regards ths present Inner Circle, the Board X^Jicsox 

zMi/v © 
proposed recently to discontinue Circle operation, terminating the 

’’Circle” at South Kensington and Aidgate Stations. This seems 

to be a policy which cannot be justified, and the residents 

not only in South Kensin^/;ton, but passengers on the north part 

of th® Inner Circle require greater consideration. The Inner 

Circle still fulfils the function of providing interchange 

facilities between the main line stations, at Kuston, St. Panoras 

Kin^^s Cross, Liverpool Street, Henchurch Street, St. PauAs, 

Charing Cross, Victoria and Paddington, as apart from th© carriage 



of the general public. There is ©very reason io.c iws 

continuance as an independent service, and rather than create 

inconvenience to passengers increase tnere facilities.

The time has arrived when entire separation of the 

various services using the SSoubh Kensington Aid,,ate tunnel is 

required, and a further tunnel underneath the present one for 

Inner Circle service only is urgent. But there sfsems to have 

been general reluctance to provide a further tunnel, no doubt 

dictated by financial considerations, rather than engineerijig 

ones as the latter can be easily met by the e:.;nrcisc of no 

mor© ingenuity than the Board’s engineers ordinarily exercise.

It is not possible fully to visualise the developments 
of the ^^^"^^^ 10 to 15 years on all parts of the Circle south, a 

and if it is, what proposals does the Board put forward as a 

solution of the problem (a matter of greater importance to the 

travelling? public than th© main extension of services) of the 

existing evils. If restriction of services is to be th© 

Board’s solution by termination of Circle trains at South 

Kensington and Aidgate, it is evident that a more progressive 

and courageous policy is required if the interests oi the future 

are to be safeguarded, as transport is essentially a public 

service.

No tampering with Transport.

If a scheme is opensive, it will b© justified 

ultimately because it then imposes the limit of development on 



the type of train ©mployed whereas at present the track and 

tnnnel facilities are the limiting factors. As evidence of this 

the Board recently constructed the Monument-Bank escalators etc. 

to divert traffic from the DistrJct-Oircle Section. It is 

observed that it Is proposed to enlarge and improve the power 

supply of th© Boai'd and other ancillery works. {To what extent 

is this being permitted?). Does this mean 

that the Lots Road, Neasden, or any of the other non-standard 

frequency generating stations will be oxtended?. If so, has 

th© opinion on the desirability of such a course been solicited 

from, the Central Alec tri city Board or the Uectricity 

Commissioners, and if so, on what grounds, and to what extent 

have these authorities consented or disagreed with such a policy. 

Ab is well-known, the Central Electricity Board is now in th© 

position to supply to railway authoritiec almost unlimited 

quantities of current, and its concentrated resources seem to 

have been neglected*

Th© existing generating station of the .Board ar© 

operatini:^ almost continuously at their maximum capacity, and in 

the interests of convenience to the public, it is imperative to 

ensure absolute security of supply, and to obtain current from 

where ample resources and multiplicity of feeding points are 

or can b© made available. It should be an instruction to 

the Board and the railway companies concerned to obtain the 

energy required from the Central LiRctricity Board (or from 



authorised undertakings) at standard periodicity, as Is, the^oase 

at present in parts of the Board’s undertakings and that th© 

Biectricity Commissioners be instructed to refuse applications 

to extend the present non-standard stations.

The Government should take a decision in respect 

of this problem for futux’e guidance, and the ir^terGSts and 

activities of all parties concerned should be closely co

ordinated to the public advantage.

A comparison of th© performance of the Transport 

Board’s stations show them to be fax' below th© best (or even 

th© average) performance of th© ©elected Stations oi the S.E.E. 

Scheme of the Central .Sleetricity Board, and it is in the 

interests of national economy, and for a number of other equally 

forcible and acceptable reasons, to ensure that public 

corporations co-opcrate to the maximum extent tn fchc inter©ts 

of th© service and the user.

Thex’© are at least a dozen selected stations in th© 
fuel

S.B.S. Scheme where th© fxli consumption per unit is less than 

th© average oX’ th© Transport Board’s stations and on fuel 

consumption alone if the current were obtained from the Board, 

a savins of anything from flOO.bOG to iil60,000 per annum would 

b© affected as apart from the generation capital charges being 

eliminated. In addition, it is of th© utmost importance to 



provide load for the now soleot^d stations end other new 

plant whioh is bein'’ brou^'^ht into oof'p: 1.3 3ion in that 

Schone.

•xS the Soard are no., empowered to ne-jotlate direct 

agroements with railway authorities, it is hoped that 

advantage xuay be taken, of this.

In order to detoiroinT'TTrF'aTTTGTenoy and ©conory of 

operation of electrification (or otherwise) will th© 

’■ Inistor instruct the tain .Lin© Companies to prepare .separate 

accounts for the new electrified system , sc that proper 

comparison ray be made between pre-electric and electric 

operation.

Trolly vehicles.

Insist all tram tracks be taken up and reinstated of 

road, hole surface to be properly finished. Cost to b© 

borne by th© Poerd and local authorities.

F GF 
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oouh Kensington station,

:t seems prfjf-jrable to put jirole 15’8ins below ground as 

sevloG will not be so heavy, and on “rounds of* onplnooring 

oosiderations at Gloucester Road and Routh K nsin :ton.

Gj>ueester Road,

It seers prefarabla to put ircle trains below iistrict. 

Ti© johein® ray naoecsltato sacrifice of carriage marshaxling 

©ace at Gloucester noad.

Id. gate.

There appears little justification to keeping this station 

3pon. It would seen nore desirable to use existing space 

to facilitate the co-ordination and improvoTnent of all existing 

services. If proposals were adopted, Aldgnte 'East Gtation 

to be moved eastwards, and ^^^/^^ subways. provided to 

the most desirable points. Considerably i-provod services 

generally would outweigh any disadvantages of the change.

probably still possible to arrange bettor in the change

facilities at Gloueest--r "Road and South Kensington stations

Blackfriars.
Statlons affected, Glouooster Bond, Mansion Houss,

Gouth Kensington, Gannon street.
Sloane Square. Monument.
Victoria. Mark Lane,
St. JamosKs Park, Aldgate.
Westminster. AldyatQ Rast.
□baring Gross.
Temple.



Dear Private Secretary,

You Avrote to me on the 28th November in connection v/ith 
the case of Private P,Angus, a constituent of Mr. Lansbury’s, 
Mr. Angus is anxious to have his son discharged, from the Arny on 
the ground, that he is not physically fit.

Private Angus is still a patient in the Cambridge Hospital 
at Aidershot, and the medical authorities think it vzould be better 
to defer any further examination until his condition has irrproved. 
As this ■will not prejudice the father’s application, I think Mr. 
Lansbury will agree that it is better to defer the matter.

I -will reply as soon as the position is clear.

Yours sincerely,

Private Secretary.

The Private Secretary to
The Rt, Hon. G. Lansbury, J. P., M,P., 

House of Commons,
S.W.I.









1 ■ ■ ■’■ ^^o’^ney House
"^ ***^iS ’̂'^*^. • — ^T ' Smith Square

= Westminster

London, s.w.i

22nd January, 1935 

Dear Mr. Lansbury,

Some time ago it was suggested to me that some 

effort should be made to express general appreciation of 

the eminent public services which have been rendered to the 

nation over a period of more than forty years by our mutual 

friend and old Parliamentary colleague, George Barnes.

I need not reiterate these services, his champion

ship of Old Age Pensions, his worx for the Co-operative and 

Trade Union Movement, and his devotion to the cause of 

International Justice and Peace. We all remember how during 

the War his ardent patriotism and loyalty were an inspiration 

to his fellow countrymen. Believing as he did in the justice 

of our cause, he joined the War Cabinet as the representative 

of Labour, and loyally co-operatec witn his colleagues in 

the prosecution of the War. Subsequently at Versailles he 

was mainly responsible for the establishing of the International 

Labour Office at Geneva, erected under the auspices of the^. 

League of which he was also an enthusiastic supporter.^ Qp
ImPOLITIGALil 
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Since iiis retirement from public life, he has 

consistently refused to allow any of his friends to issue any 

appeal, or to raise any fund in order to show their appreciation 

of his manifold activities in the public service. The only 

suggestion which he is willing to consider favourably is the 

presentation of his portrait to the I.L.O. at Geneva, and it is 

felt that this would be a most fitting tribute, because Barnes 

will always be regaraed as the principal founder of that 

institution.

May 1 therefore appeal to you to join a small and 

influential Committee for the purpose of raising a fund for 

that purpose? Enclosed is a list of those who have already 

consented to serve on the Committee, and a copy of the circular 

letter v/hich, if approved, will be sent out under their 

signatures to old friends and associates who will probably 

wish to identify themselves with the presentation. It is 

also suggested that the subscription should be limited to 

£1. 1. 0.

I have already sounded Mr. H. Beresford Butler, the 

director of the I.L.O., and he assures me that the presentation

of a portrait will be heartily welcomed by the Governing

Body of that institution.



3

In conclusion I may say that if the Committee desires,

* I shall be delighted to act in the capacity of Honorary Secretary

and Treasurer of the f’und, and undertake the necessary

* arrangements for the painting of the portrait, and its

presentation to the I.L.O.

Believe me to be.

Yours sincerely.

The Rt. Hon. George Lansbury, M.P., 
39, Bow Road.,
E.3.



Dear

It has been suggested to us that some effort should 
be made to express general appreciation of the eminent public 
services which have been rendered to the nation over a period 
of more than forty years by our mutual friend, George Barnes.

V/e need not reiterate these services, his champion
ship of Old Age Pensions, his work for the Go-operative and 
Trade Union Movements, and his devotion to the cause of 
International Justice and Peace. V/e all remember how during 
the War his ardent patriotism and loyalty were an inspiration 
to his fellow countrymen. Believing as he did in the justice
of oux- cause, he joined the War Cabinet, and loyally co-operated 
with his colleagues in the prosecution of the War. Subsequently 
at Versailles, he was mainly responsible for the establishing 
of the International labour Office at Geneva, erected under 
the auspices of the League of which he was also an enthusiastic 
supporter.

Since his retirement from public life, he has 
consistently refused to allow any of his friends to issue 
any appeal, or to raise any fund in order to show their 
appreciation of his manifold activities in the public service. 
The only suggestion which he is willing to consider favourably 
is the presentation of his portrait to the I.1.0. at Geneva, 
and it is felt that tnis would be a most fitting tribute, 
because Barnes will always be regarded as the principal 
founder of that institution.

May we therefore appeal to you to contribute towards 
a fund for this purpose, subscriptions to which will be limited 
to £1.1,0. We have already ascertained from Mr. H. Beresford 
Butler, the Director of the I.L.O. that the presentation of 
a portrait would be hearuily welcomed by the Governing Body 
of that institution.

We feel sure you will desire to be associated with 
this small token of appreciation of the great public services 
which George Barnes has rendered to the nation.

Yours sincerely.



PERSONS HO HAVE CONSENTED TO S^RVi. OH THE BARNES PORTRAIT

OOMiilTTEE

The Rt. Hon. Lord Amulree,
Sir A. Shirley Benn,
Mr. H. B. Butler,
The Rt. Hon. Sir Austen Chamberlain,
The Rt. non. Viscount Cecil of Chelwood
The Rt. Hon. Lord Gladstone of Hawarden
The Rt. Hon. L. Lloyd George,
Txxe Rt. Hon. Lord Hutchison of Montrose
The Rt. Hon. Sir Robert Horne,
Mr. Erank Hodges,
Mr. H. May,
The Most Hon. Marquess of Reading,The
The Rt. Hon. Sir Herbert Samuel,
The Rt. Hon. Sir John Simon,
General Smuts,
The Rt. Hon. Viscount Snowden,
The Rt. Hon. J. H. Thoma$,
Sir Alfred Tyler,
Sir Robert Young.

REPLIES ARE STILL AWAITED EROM:-

The Rt. Hon. J. Ramsay Macdonald, 
The Rt. Hon. Stanley Bald-win, 
Mr. Walter Citrine, 
The Rt. Hon. Arthur Henderson, 
The Rt. Hon. George Lansbury, 
Mr. Isaac Mitchell.



25. 1. 35. 

pear Sir,

J^r* Lanfjhnry has asked m to send 

yon enclosed copy of a letter which he recently 

received from the ’^ar Office in re yard to your 

son. He did not send this to yon earlier 

because, as yon will note, the X^epartnent has 

promised to write again and he ms delaying 

re wr5.tiny to you until he received the further 

letter. T is has not yet come to hand, hut 

he will let yon know its contents as soon as 

possible.

Yours faltbfully,

Private Secretary.
I am writing to the «?ar Off lee agrin today asking if it is 

nov/ nos si hie to give fu then information about your 
son’s condition, 

ir. F. Angus,
7S, ^yke Hoad,

How,



25. 1, ?5.

Bea” Private Secretary,

lou wrote to ®e or the S:^ ^^rd January 
io conr.ect5-on with the case of Private P.Andros» v?hos0 
father ^Tishes to have 61 scharf'eA from the -^rmy on 
the ground that he is physically unfit*

i'r. Angns senior is very anxious about 
his son’s condition and continually calls upon Ap. 
Lansbury for further news. Is it possible for 
you. to let me know what the position now is in 
regard to this man?

Yours sincerely.

r ri va tc 3e c re t cry.

Ihe rrivato Secretary, 
War 0ffi e e, S.^•1.



Dear Private Secretary,

V<e have received an interim report on the case of Private

Angus on v/hose behalf you reminded me yesterday, but he is still 

in hospital and no definite decision can be reached for a week or

two.

Yours sincerely,

Private Secretaiy.

Private Secretary to
The Rt,Hon.G-. Lansbury, J. P., LLP., 

House of Commons,
S.W.I.



Thorney House

Smith Square

Westminster

London, s.w.i

30th January, 1935

My dear Mr. Lansbury,

Many thanks for your secretary's 
letter of the 29th. I need hardly say hoi,'? delighted 
I am to know that you are prepared to heoome a member of 
the committee in connection with the presentation of the 
portrait of George Barnes to the I.L.O. at Geneva. We 
shall now go ahead with the despatch of the circular 
letter and I am adding your name to the list of signatories 
who had already consented to serve as members of the 
committee.

With renewed thanks,

Believe me to be,

Yours sincerely.

The 3t. Hon. George Lansbury, M.P., 
39, Bow Road, 
3. 3.



4th February, 1935,

With reference to the case of Private Angus, 
Northarj:5)tonshire Regiment, on Vi/hose behalf you v/rote some months 
ago and. about \^om you spoke to me on Friday, I have obtained an 
interim report upon his condition.

Private Angus has never been placed on the "dangerously 
ill" list. He was on the "seriously ill" list for the period 11th 
to 24th November, 1934, since when he has been convalescent. His 
general health has inproved and he has gained in weight. His 
tenperature has been normal for six weeks and he is now allowed to 
get up daily from one o’clock.

A medical board will be held on him as soon as 
convalescence is conplete and a decision will then be reached as to 
wiiether it would be better to retain him in the Service or not.

I hope 
fears.

that this information will allay the parents’

A7^ 9 ^



Zt^ L^ Ct ^■^^ February, 1955
-r-------- ^

Many thanks for your letter of the 
2nd.

I shall be very glad to have a 
talk with you whenever you can manage it, 
but if possible with Just a few days warning. 
Perhaps you would have somebody ring me up 
so that we can settle it.

I am wondering what you have in 
mind by your reference to internal manage
ment, patronage and payments? If you are 
thinking, among other things, of the way in 
which staff are appointed, paid and promoted, 
it may interest you to know that less than 
a year ago we asked two very well-known 
Individuals, both with great experience of 
Civil Service appointments, to investigate 
our methods here. We told them they were 
to have every facility they asked for, and 
that they could examine any member, senior 
or Junior. They went into their work very 
seriously and at the end of it presented us 
with a report which, if this is one of the 
matters about which you are concerned, I will 
let you see.

I shall be glad if you will keep 
this matter private, but I had it in mind if 
at any time there was any agitation about our 
methods of appointment, to give this whole 
report to the Press.

You may have noticed that during

Telegrams: Broadcasts London * Telephone: Welbeck 4^68
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the time when you were in hospital, I had 
two meetings in the House of Commons, one 
with your people and the other with Conser
vatives, at both of which about two hundred 
people were present. At these meetings I 
said I would answer any questions that any
body liked to ask, and I certainly did answer 
a vast number. There were one or two on 
matters of this sort, and the attitude at 
the end of both meetings, as expressed in 
terms of a Resolution and otherwise, seemed 
to indicate that those present were fairly 
happy about us.

However, that was late one after
noon, and perhaps they were unhappy again 
by the next morning; anyhow, I shall be 
very glad to have a talk with you.

Thank you for what you say about 
my being overworked. I think I am a little 
bit tired, because ever since I came back 
from South Africa I have had a particularly 
busy time and two of our most senior people 
are off ill, also I had a succession of late 
nights in the office last week. I do not 
think, however, I feel any strain, and I do 
not think I ever have, certainly not to the 
extent of being affected by it. For one 
thing I do not worry:

The Rt. Hon. George Lansbury, M.^,^———' ’
59^ Bow Road,

E.5.

GMG
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25th February, 1935*

Vlaa/ hr' JbtWt^^>^ r'
It was a very special pleasure and a 

privilege to meet you here the other morning when
you were broadcasting to Australia, I knew, of 
course, that you were a regular listener, though 
I was particularly interested when you said you had 
views on the Children* s Hour, which is perhaps the 
most difficult and elusive part of our work. I 
would hesitate to suggest adding anything to the 
burdens which you already carry in your public 
capacity; but I would like to think that your son, 
who accompanied you the other morning, might let 
me know from time to time of your criticisms of the 
Children’s Hour and of anything else in the programmes, 
it being understood that any communication of the 
kind would be entirely confidential to me as a pro
fessional broadcaster, and in no circumstances to 
be used for political or public purposes.

The Rt. Hon. George Lansbury, M.P.,
39, Bow Road,

Bow, E.3»

MC
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A.R.1814/1955

1st March, 1935.

Dear Private Secretary,

Enquiry has been niad.e into the question of permits 
for British firms in Grimshy to employ foreigners as 
"Ships Husband-s” or "Water Clerks" about which you forwarded, 
the enclosed letter from Mr. H. Peterson of 23, Sterling 
Street, Grimsby, on the 12th February.

It appears that the employees in question are 
sent out to meet foreign vessels and to canvass for orders 
for the firms they represent. They arrange for landing, 
supply stores, give information regarding fishing grounds, 
and generally act as guides to the crews. Pluency in one 
or more foreign languages is usually essential, and physical 
fitness for duties that involve long and uncertain hours 
is a qualification that must not be overlooked. Applications 
are occasionally received from Grimsby fishing agents for 
permission to employ a foreign "'Water Clerk", and as a 
rule the requirement is for a person able to speak a 
Scand^avian tongue and having experience of Seine-net 
fishing, as distinct from the usual British trawling. 
liThen such applications are made, it is the Department's 
normal practice, before agreeing to the importation of a 
foreigner, to ascertain whether a British subject or a long 
resident foreigner is available for the employment, - the 
Employment Exchange machinery being used for this purpose. 
Even though the Exchange may be able to submit likely 
candidates for the employment, it often turns out, for 
example, that although they can speak the language, they 
lack the necessary seafaring experience, and are not, 
therefore, suitable for the employer’s purposes.

The Private Secretary tp
Rt. Eon. G.. Lansbury, J.P. , M.P., 

House of Commons,
S. W. I.

/In
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In such oircumstanoes we should feel justified, 
in issuing a permit for a limited, period., to enable the 
firm to employ the foreigner whose services they d.esire.

Note has been taken, however, of what Mr. Peterson 
says in his letter'and. his observations will be borne in 
mind, if an employer in Grimsby shoi31d. make application 
for permission to bring a foreign ’’Water Clerk” from 
abroad, in the near future. It appears that Mr. Peterson 
is in touch with the Local Exchange and. he can be assured, 
that if he mintains his registration there, his case will 
be fully consid.ered. for any employment for which he is 
suitable.

Yours faithfully,

Private Secretary.



Ww • Gw^ ^si-£“M, ^ITyJafe^ 

Qs-gr —

. C-cnrt

H.M.Office of Works,
Storey’s Gate,

Westminster, SW, 1.

4th March, 1935.

Dear Lansbury,

In ^uly last the Commons Kitchen Committee put forward, 

a proposal that the Strangers’ dining-room on the principal 

floor of the House of Commons should, be transferred, to the room 

on the terrace front now used as a Servery, and that the 

Strangers’ dining-room should itself become the Servery.

After considering the matter, I came to the conclusion 

that the improvement likely to be effected by this transfer 

would be only partial, and that we should not embark upon a 

change of this magnitude without carefully considering the 

larger question of the arrangement of dining and kitchen 

accommodation in the Houses of Parliament generally. For the 

reasons given in the enclosed copy of a memorandum which I 

addressed to the Chancellor of the Exchequer, this consideration 

can, in my opinion, most effectively be given by a Joint Select 

Committee. If, as I hope, you will agree, I will take an early 

opportunity of moving that the Committee be appointed.

I am sending a simil^^^^TlCieJ^^^r to the Prime Minister,
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Mr. Baldwin, Lord Hailsham and Sir Herbert Samuel, and I may- 

say that the Chancellor of the Exchequer, the Chief VVhip 

the Lord Great Chamberlain and the Chairman of the Commons 

Kitchen Committee have already informed me that, in their 

view, a Joint Select Committee would be the best method of 

seeking solutions of the many problems involved,

Yours sincerely.

The Rt-Honj George Lansbury, M.P,, 
House of Commons.



I

6» Ui. 36.

I have your letter of the 4th. and whilst 
expressing no final opinion on your Uemorwadum, I 
am in full agreement with your proposal to set up 
a Joint Select Committee.

I wish, however, to say that in Hy opinion the 
whole question of accomodation for members ought to 
be investigated, as in ny judgement the House of 
Commons is one of the worst equipped legislatures so 
far as ordinary members are concerned. There are 
no private rooms for members to take visitors or^ 
friends, as there are, for instance, in the Parliament 
House just established in Ulster.

So, when the proposal comes up it may be that I 
shall ask the House to give wider terms of reference. 
I think members have no idea of the amount of space 
which could be provided if the whole building from 
one end to the other were surveyed and a statement of 
the avail^le accomodation and how it is now used were 
made. ■'

The nt. Hon.
W.G. Orraesby-Gore MP.,

H.M. Office of Works,

S.w.l.
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STRICTLY CONFIDENTIAL - Tor the information of members only.
e’7

METROPOLITAN BOROUGH OF POPLAR

Copy of letter sent to Mr. W.M. Citrine, 
Secretary of the Trades Union 

Congress.

12th March, 1935.

Dear Sir,

A question has arisen betiween the Council of this Borough 
and the Electrical Trades Union resulting in the withdrawal of 
certain men from the Installations Department of the Electricity 
Undertaking. A copy of the correspondence which has passed between 
the Electrical Trades Union and the Council is enclosed.

The Council have entered into an agreement with the Trade 
Unions who cater for the men in the employ of the Council, and the 
Electrical Trades Union are a party to this Agreement. Clause 2 of 
this Agreement is as follows

’’That there shall be established a Joint Council 
’’consisting equally of representatives of the Poplar Borough 
"Council and representatives of the Trade Unions, to whom all 
"disputes, questions of discipline or other matters affecting 
"the employees of the Borough Council shall be referred, 
"before any stoppage of work takes place.............."

The Joint Council Wages (No.2) Agreement considered the 
correspondence at a meeting on the 11th December, 1934, but the 
representative of the Electrical Trades Union declined to argue the 
matter before the Joint Council, contending that the dispute was 
between the employees and the employer and that, therefore, the 
Borough Council’s Electricity Committee were the competent authority 
to receive the deputation.

The Borough Council afterwards passed the following 
resolution:-

"That the No.10 Area District Council, Greater London 
Area,Electricity Supply Industry, be informed that this 
Council would welcome any effort on their part to bring to 
an end the dispute in the Council's Installations Department."

At a meeting held on Monday last, the General Purposes 
Committee of the Borough Council (comprising the whole of the 
members) passed the following resolution:-

"That the representatives of the Electrical Trades Union 
be informed that all the men now on strike will be re-employed 
immediately on their presenting themselves at the Station, and 
that thereupon the Council will take steps to ensure that the 
Joint Council will enquire as soon as possible into all 
grievances advanced by the EIs^^iSL^aJ. Trades Union."
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The foregoing ms reported to a meeting this morning of 
representatives of the Electrical Trades Union who replied that they 
were unable to advise the men to return to work.

The representatives of the Union stated that the men on 
strike would not return to work unless the men previously in the 
employment of the Council who remained at work when the strike was 
called, as well as the men who have since been taken on, were 
dismissed.

It is obvious that the questions raised are the concern of 
other Unions than the Electrical Trades Union and I am therefore 
directed to forward the foregoing statement of the case, together 
with a copy of the correspondence which has passed.

Yours faithfully,

(sgd) H.E. DEWIS,

Town Clerk.

W.M. Citrine, Esq., 
Secretary,

Trades Union Congress, 
Transport House, 

Smith Square,
S.W.l.

Council Offices,
Poplar High Street,

E.14.

15th March, 1935.



METROPOLITAN BOROUGH OF POPLAR

Correspondence which has passed between the Poplar Borough
Council and the Electrical Trades Union relating to the 

Installations Department of the Council's Electricity Undertaking,

22nd October; 1934 ~ Letter of Borough Electrical Engineer (Mr.R. 
Illingworth) to London District Secretary (Mr,G,Humphreys)^ E.T.U.

'’During the past few weeks we have had occasion to make a large 
addition to our wiring staff and have asked you from time to time 
to send us men suitable for our purpose.

It is with regret5 however, that I must protest against the 
quality of the men generally sent to us. Most of them profess all 
the qualifications desired but seem to lack'the ability of carrjring 
out quite small jobs neatly and efficiently.

Several jobs have had to be rewired almost immediately after 
completion, and in consecjuence, several of the men have been 
discharged.

Thus we are still in want of lUiremen but unless I can have some 
assurance that they are capable of small house wiring work, obvious
ly it will be more advantageous to this Department to seek some 
other solution to the problem.

Therefore, will you please let m.e know if you are in a position 
to obtain the men required. '’

31st October, 1934 - Letter of London District Secretary, E.T.U., to 
Borough Electrical Engineer.

”I have to refer to your letter dated 22nd instant, also the 
visit that Mr. Coster and myself paid you yesterday (Tuesday) 
afternoon.

It is with regret we learn that certain of the staff, both 
mechanics and mates, have not rendered the service you expected. In 
one instance, as explained to you, we agree the wrong tjrpe of man 
was sent you.

I am of the opinion that one of the chief reasons why the type 
of man we have been able to send along has not always come up to 
your expectations is the circumscribed area from which we are 
entitled, according to your Council's instruction, to draw the 
labour. Whilst we have the privilege of sending along men to a 
number of Borough Councils Installation Departments, it is very rare 
we are tied down to the employment primarily of local men and I am 
definitely/- satisfied that should your Council afford us the opportun
ity^ of sending the best men on our Unemployed Register at this 
office, without the restriction of them living in the Poplar area, we 
can I feel sure supply the type of m.an you require.

Mayr I say that this alsn applies to electricians' assistants. 
Jn this connection I would draw your attention to the fact that by 

X'^greement with the National Federated Electrical Association this 
‘typo of man is not a labourer, but is in everyr respect a semi-skilled 
and experienced man. In this regard I would draw your attention to 
Rule No.14 of the London Agreement, the last clause of which refers 
to the fact that the electrician's assistant is entitled to carry 
certain tools and it is in virtue of this fact and his experience in 
the industryr that we have been able to secure a rate of 80 per cent, 
of the mechanic's rate for these a^^^tcH^^hs, A very essential point 
in the production of the two men, meciuRniiAand mate, is the measure 
of efficiency of the mate himselfA



I should he pleased^ therefore, to know whether we majr send 
along a further hatch of mechanics and assistants, who will in our 
opinion he of the type to enable ^rou to carry out the work 
efficiently on the small properties upon which you are mainly 
engaged,"

9th November, 1934 - Letter of London District Organiser (hr.A.iV.Coster) 
E.T,U., to Borough Electrical Engineer.

"At a recent meeting of members of my organisation employed in 
your Wiring Department, considerable dissatisfaction v^ras made known 
with regard to others than members of the Electrical Trades Union 
being engaged in the Luring Department and I am to convey to you a 
resolution of the meeting which was carried unanimously; "That the 
Borough Electrical Engineer be notified that as and from the 7th 
November, 1934, our members employed in the Wiring Department are 
not prepared to work with electricians assistants other than those 
who are members of the Electrical Trades Union, and that the 
Organiser if necessary give to the Borough Electrical Engineer such 
reasons in explanation of the resolution."

I vrould be extremely obliged if you would let me have your 
comments upon this matter Sir, and should you feel it necessary to 
see the undersigned with regard to explaining the attitude of our 
members, I will be happy to wait upon you at your convenience 
together with our Shop Stevmrd, Mr, W. J. Newell,"

16th November, 1934 - Letter of London District Organiser, E.T.U,, to 
Borough Electrical Engineer.

"My members having expressed concern with regard to dismissals 
in your Wiring Depart'ment, duh^ met and considered the position.

It was alleged that members of mAr Union in vour Council’s emplo3r 
in this department had been dismissed in one instance the man 
concerned being Mir. Taylor, electrician, a member of ry^ Union, who 
was informed that he was too slow on the job; I understand no other 
complaint is made by your offices with regard to this man. Two 
further members of my Union, Messrs. Millar and Thompkins, 
electrician and mate, were discharged, it is understood firstly 
because their work was not satisfactory, and secondly due to com
plaints of your consumer. My members in your Council’s Wiring 
Department express considerable alarm at the position and I have been 
instructed at a meeting of those members to make request to your good 
self for consideration to be given to the reinstatement of these men 
in your Council’s em-ploy.

I would further suggest that this matter could be discussed if 
you will kindly arrange a time and date when a small deputation of 
my London District Committee could wait upon you, my District 
Committee having considered the report arising from the meeting above 
mentioned."

19th November, 1934 - Letter of Town Clerk (Mr,H.E.Dennis) to Secretary 
of -Trade Union Side (Mr.F.'iMBugh) of Joint Council Wages (No.2) 
■/^^g r e erne nt, 

"The Council side oj? the Joint Council Wages (No.2) Agreement 
( will be appointed bjr the Council on the 29th instant and a meeting of 
, the Joint Council will be arranged as soon as nossible thereafter to 

consider the several matters forwarded by you.
The Electricity Committee have also referred to the Joint 

Council correspondence with the Electrical Trades Union (copy 
enclosed) with regard to the engaging of electricians and electric
ians’ mates, and an item will be placed on the agenda."
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23rd November, 1934 -' Letter of London District Organiser, E.T.U., to 
Town Clerk.

”My Committee having recently considered reports concerning the 
interests of my members employed, in your Wiring Department, instruc
tions were issued that your Borough Electrical Engineer be written to 
on the subject. Letters dated 9th and 16th November were therefore 
sent to your Borough Electrical Engineer on the instructions of my 
Committee; although I am assured by your Borough Electrical Engineer 
my letters were received and have had the attention of the appropriate 
Committee of your Council, my Committee note with regret no communica
tion from your Council has reached these offices upon the subjects 
contained in the correspondence.

My Committee therefore would be extremely obliged if we could 
have your Council's desires both with regard to the complaints as 
contained in the correspondence and the request by my Committee that 
a small deputation be received to go into the questions affecting our 
members in your Wiring Department.

Could I further draw your attention to the urgency of the 
position and I am instructed by my Committee failing a reply within 
a reasonable period a report of the situation to date is to be 
placed before my members in the employment of your Council’s Wiring 
Department. Could I therefore please have the desires of your 
Council upon the matter?''

24th November, 1934 - Letter of Tom Clerk to London District Organiser,

'’I beg to acknov/ledge the receipt of your letter of yesterday's 
date, regarding the employees of the Council's Installations Depart
ment, and to state that this matter was before the Electricity 
Committee at their last meeting and was referred by them to the Joint 
Council V/ages (No.2) Agreement for consideration. An item will 
accordingly be placed on the Agenda for the next meeting of the Joint 
Council.^

24th November, 1934 - Letter of Town Clerk to Secretary of Trade Union 
Side, Joint Council Wages (No.2) Agreement.

'’With reference to my letter of the 19th instant, regarding the 
engaging of electricians and electricians' mates, I enclose copy of a 
letter which I have to-day received from the Electrical Trades Union 
on this matter, together with a copy of my reply.

I shall be glad to know if Tuesday, 4th December next, will be 
convenient for a meeting of the Joint Council Wages (No.2) Agreement. 
If so, I will endeavour to make arrangements accordingly."

26th November, 1934 - Letter of London District Organiser to Town Clerk.

‘'I aril in receipt of your favour of the 24th instant, the contents 
of which I note and for which I thank you,

I avrait your further communication."

ptjqjfqvember, 1934 - Letter of London District Organiser to Torn Clerk.

I "'With reference to your letter dated 24th November, I am advised 
I by my District Secretary, Mr. George Humphreys, that an item upon the 
I agenda for the next Joint Council Wages Committee is 'Correspondence 
1 from the Electrical Trades Union on the subject of the Council’s 
I employees.
I Am I to understand in accordance with n^r letter to you that a 
I deputation of my District Committee will be asked to attend.
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Could I please have an early reply to this urgent matter?"

1st December, 1934 - Letter of Town Clerk to the London District 
Organiser, E.T,U,

"I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 29th 
ultimo, and to inform ^rou that it is not the practice of the Joint 
Council Wages (No.2) Agreement to receive deputations."

4th December, 1934 - Letter of London District Organiser to Town Clerk.

"I am in receipt of your favour of the 1st inst., for which I 
thank you, and mjr Committee notes therefrom, as we felt would be the 
position, that the Joint Council Wages (No.2) Agreement Committee do 
not receive deputations.

In view of that position could I draw your Council's attention 
to ny letter addressed to the Engineer in the first instance, copy 
of which I furnished him again on the 16th NovenJoer, wherein my 
Committee seek that a sma.ll deputation be received for the purpose of 
placing before your Council's Electricity Committee, in the capacity 
of the Employers, matters arising from complaints of members of m^r 
Union recently in your Council’s'employment, and the decision of 
members of my Union still in your Council's employment in the 
Installations Dept. My Committee feel that we should explore every 
channel with a view to the complaints of my members being investiga
ted and therefore I am to again reiterate our request for a small 
deputation from my Committee to be received by the appropriate 
Committee of your Council to go into these matters. I am further to 
incorm you that this question is becoming most urgent and trust that 
we shall receive notice that the deputation will, be received at the 
earliest possible date,"

Sth December, 1934 - Letter of Town Clerk to London District 0rganiser.

"I am in receipt of your letter of yesterday’s date and beg to 
s'cate that as the Electricity Committee have referred the question to 
the Joint Council, I do not expect the Committee will receive the 
deputation. Your letter vdll, however, be submitted to the next 
meeting of the Electricity Committee,"

6th December, 1934 - Letter of London District Organiser to Town Clerk.

"I am in receipt cf your favour of the Sth December, from which I 
note,my letter of the 4th December will be submitted to the next 
meeting of your Electricity Committee,

I am however to inform- you that m’ members employed in your 
Council’s Installation Department are of the opinion that the 
subjects mentioned in my letters addressed to your Borough Electrical 
Engineer have not received the attention the important matters merit, 
and my members are therefore desirous that a deputation come before 
your Committee for the purpose of'placing ir^r members' complaints 
before that body before Wednesday next, 12th December.

I would further inform your Council that my District Committee 
are equally^ desirous of securing audience by that date and am to 
inform you that if the relationship between your Borough Council and 
My^Union is to continue, that the deputation should be received 
before the date mentioned above."



sth December, 1934 - Letter of Town Clerk to London District Organiser.

"Referring to your letter of the 6th instant (AWC/DM) I beg to 
inform you that the previous correspondence relating to employees of 
the Council’s Installations Department was submitted to the last 
meeting of the Electricity Committee,

You are, no doubt, aware that the Electrical Trades Union have 
entered into an agreement with the Council for dealing with questions 
of this nature and, in accordance with this agreement, the matters 
raised will be considered by the Joint Council Vfeges (No.2) Agreement. 
Until the Joint Council have considered the matter I am afraid the 
Council's Committee are unable to make any decision thereon."

IQth December, 1934 " Letter of London District Organiser to Town Clerk.

"I am in receipt of your favour of the Sth December and in reply 
would inform you my District Committee are not aware that any agree
ment has been entered into with your Council or any Joint Council to 
deal with questions of this nature covering the Installation 
Department and express surprise that your Council should suggest 
different.

Could I draw your attention to my letter dated 6th instant and 
impress upon you the urgency thereof. I am to inform you that 
unless the deputation is received as requested by my Committee by the 
appropriate Committee of your Council, in the capacity of represent
ing my members' Employers, my Committee are not prepared to take the 
responsibility even though there may be a stoppage of work so far as 
your Installation Department is concerned.

In view of the urgency expressed above, could I have an 
assurance that in accordance with my Committee’s desire to come 
before your Council, the deputation may be heard before Wednesday, 
12th December."

11th December, 1934 - Letter of Town Clerk to London District Organiser.

"With reference to our telephonic conversation to-day, I enclose 
for your information a copy of the Joint Council Wages (No.2) 
Agreement, together with a copy of a letter from the Assistant 
General Secretary of the Electrical Trades Union dated 28th February, 
1934."

28th February, 1934 - Letter of Assistant General Secretary (Mr.R.Prain) 
E.T.U., to Town Clerk.

"With further reference to your letters dated 22nd December 1933 
and 19th February 1934 our Executive Committee have now decided to 
accept the Agreement referred to in your correspondence and this 
letter can be taken as the acceptance of our Executive Committee on 
behalf of the Union."

13th December, 1934 - Letter of London District Organiser to Town Clerk.

"I have to thank you for the Copy of Agreement enclosed with 
letter dated 11th instant.

I have noted the alteration in the Copy as per your telephone 
message.

Thanking you for same,"
OF
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2nd. February, 1935 - Letter of Area Secretary (Mr.G.Humphreys) E.T.U., 
to Town Clerk.

”1 have to refer to the correspondence that has passed between 
our Mr.Coster, on the one hand, and Mr.Illingworth, Borough 
Electrical Engineer and yourself, on the other, and in which Mr. 
Coster made an application forbyour Electricity Committee to meet a 
deputation from my London Central Committee to discuss certain 
grievances affecting our members in the employ of the Installation 
Department and in regard’to which my Committee have not received a 
favourable reply to date.

The whole of the above-mentioned facts have been referred to my 
Executive Council and again reviewed by my London Central Committee 
and, as a result, I am instructed to inform you that the Committee 
will withdraw all members from the Installation Department of your 
Council’s Electricity Undertaking at the expiration of three days 
from the receipt of this letter by you.

It being reasonable to assume your receipt of this letter on 
Monday morning, 4th February, the notice will expire on Thursday 
morning, 7th instant.

I shall be pleased to hear from you if there is anything helpful 
to communicate to my Committee,"

Council Offices, 
Poplar High Street, 

E.14.

12th March, 1935.





Dictated Wt not 6i£_n^a^

19. iii. at.

Dear Mr. Han son >

I 3-m writing to the ministry of Pensions 
about Radley and the Ministry accepting liability 
for his treatment at Claybury. But 1 do not q ite 
understand the question of the pension. Did 
mrs. Radley receive more than 28/- while her 
husband was bein^; treated in the Ministry of 
Pensions hospital? You see, you say "all the 
allowances and everything; included was £3. Os. Gd. 
and what I do not understand is the question of 
allowances.

If these were in connection wiUx Ur. 
Hadley, then now he is in the rental hospital 
they will naturally stop because he will be 
^ettint his treataent there. Perhaps you 
will let me know. The- point is, did Urs. 
Radley receive £3. Os. 6d. while her husband was 
in the M.O.P. hospital?

I will let you have the Minister’s reply 
when it comes to hand. I think if you know Uie 
local British Legion people that it wo ^Id be a pood 
thing to get them to take up the case as well: it 
will do no harm if they will do so.

Yours very truly,

Rev. E.A.Hanson,
St. Marks Vicjurage,

E.9.



19* iii. 35.

Dear yajor Tryon,
May I call your attexation to th case of 

Thomas -Hadley about whom your officials wrote on 
March 13th to his wife (AM2503.C.8)•

This man has been under treatment for 
years in your hospitals and also at honi) and 
is now, I am infomed in the London Co -nty 
Council Mental Hospital at Claybury.

We are all extremely anxious that 
liability for this man sh uld be accepted by 
your Departiaent. 1 understand it had been the 
rule for some years that these cases were not 
allowed to come under the Public Assistance 
Institutions.

I shall be much obliged if you will 
loo^ into this c se. I think you will probably 
remember the case as we have had previous 
coi*respondence in reference to the man

I am,

The Rt.Hon.Major Tryon, M.P., 
Ministry of . ehsions, 

S.w.l.



KO’S

MINISTRY OF PENSIONS, 

SANCTUARY BUILDINGS,

18, GREAT SMITH STREET,

S.W.l.

2o/Marcn, 1935.

I write to thank you for your letter 

of the 19th March concerning the case of Mr. Thomas Radley 

at present a patient in the London County Council Mental 

Hospital, Claybury.

I am looking into the matter and hope to 

write to you again shortly.

The Rt.Hon. G. Lansbury, J.P., M.P., 
House of Commons,

S.W.l.
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