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6th. January 1930.

Dear Mr. Lansbury,

Your kind letter of 
congratulation upon the honour just 
conferred upon me, is very much appreciated.

I also thank you for 
your kind remarks regarding my father. 
You may be assured that I will do what 
I can to uphold the tradition associated 
with his name.

With all good wishes,

Yours sincerely,

The Rt. Hon. George Lansbury, M.P. 
39, Bow Road,
E.3.
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Mr. and Mrs. GEORGE LANSBURY •

HARD TIMES IN 1884-85.
Just before the famous and popular 

George Lansbury, now well in his seven- 
ties, became Commissioner for Works in 
the present MacDonald Cabinet he gave a 
long interview to the London “Graphic" 
on his hard and bitter experiences as a 
migrant to Queensland in. the dour 
eighties, before even Queensland Labor 
had become a power. The story is a 
sad one, but worth the telling, and Mr. 
Lansbury, now grown broader in his 
views of Sunday, though still a subject 
of anxiety to colleagues, tells it well. He 
is a well read and deeply -sincere Angli
can of the Anglo-Catholic school, but this 
has not prevented the overcoloring of 
his story of "My Hard Times as An 
Emigrant.” Nevertheless,, the story is in- 
teresting, though it has alwaysto be 
remembered that to-day conditions have 
in every way been revolutionised to the 
great advantage of the migrant. Its more 
interesting features are as follow: — _

The most eventful episode in my life, 
apart from those of a political and public 
character, took place in the years 1884-85, 
when with my wife and three children, 
all under four years of age, and a younger 
brother .who was not eleven, I emigrated 
to Australia. ores

The reasons which induced us to un- 
dertake what was at the time so uproot- 
ing, if not revolutionary, a course were 
these. My wife and I were members of

should all make our fortune. The feeling 
was intensified when we reached Austra
lia,' and were going up the Brisbane 
River.

When we landed on the quay outside 
the emigrants’ depot, we realised without 
a word from anyone that we were not 
being landed amid the pleasant surround- 
ings we had imagined. It is well over 
40 years sinces the day we reached Aus
tralia, but I can see that emigrants’ de
pot now, with its bare walls and no furni
ture, and hear the officials talking in a 
rather hectoring manner. There was no 
food for us; in fact, only discomforts.

The most important thing for me was, 
of course, to get work. I had never been 
out of work in my life before, but in this 
land I found none for eight weeks, .al- 
though I was out early and late looking 

। for it. I offered to labor on the land, 
on the roads, or to do any kind of laboring 
or clerical work. I had introductions 
to leading men in Queensland, from the 
Bishop of Brisbane downwards. They 
were all very kind, very sympathetic, but 

: nobody could find me a job.
After describing his first Brisbane job 

and a very unpleasant time on his first 
; farm, Mr. Lansbury proceeds:—

Nothing happened, except that I got on 
. another farm outside Brisbane and again 

took part in every process of work on it. 
Then a man, whom I had met at various 
meetings when I was unemployed and who 

. had become a friend, told me of a job in 
: 'Brisbane. Without him and others, whose 
: friendship I.had made in similar cir-
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a little band of youngsters connected. . 
with the Whitechapel church. When the 
average age of the members was about 14 
we began to discuss every question under 
the sun. We read Butler's “Analogy,” 
and took sides with Mr. Gladstone in 
connection with the Bulgarian atrocities, 
about which he wrote so vehemently and 
vigorously in those days.

When my wife was 19and I was just 
21 we got married. We were the first 
of the little band to do so, and our home 
was thrown open to our friends, who 
made it into what might be likened to 
a small parliament. Soon we were dis- 
cussing the subject of Socialism, especially 
the Socialism of Disraeli’s “Sybil” and 
Kingsley's "Alton Locke.”

Constantly the question of emigration 
and the far-away lands over the seas came 
up for discussion. At that time I was 
very sick of the competition for daily 
bread. I was a small contractor engaged 
with my brother in a business which we 
had taken over from our father, who was 
dead. Although I was so young I always 
felt that whatever. comfort we had was 
gained from the labor of others. I ob- 
jected very strongly to this then, as I 
object very strongly to' it now.

On a bright April morning in 1884 we 
steamed out of Plymouth Harbor to seek 
the Holy Grail of a new life. On the 
steamer there were about 500 other emi
grants, herded together in the most 
wretched accommodation which could be 
meted out to human beings. Privacy 
was something that did not exist on the 
vessel.__ We slept on egg boxes, packed 
like sardines in a tin, and were supplied 
with such bad food that had we not taken 
supplies with us and bought more at the 
various ports at which we stopped we 
must assuredly have starved.

My wife was ill during the whole eight 
weeks of the voyage, and recovered from 
sea sickness only on the few days we 
happened to arrive at some port. I had 
therefore to take care of the babies, one 
of whom was only six months old. The 
bathing and dressing of them, especially 
in the tropics, where I washed them in 
the buckets while the men were washing 
down the decks, was an event that caused 
considerable excitement among thetwo 
or three hundred women on board.

All our discomforts were endured

cumstances, we should have done very, 
badly indeed. I
' This new job was a parcel delivery I 
man. I stuck at it for the rest of the 
time I was in Australia. My wage was 
50/ a week and a house to live in at a I 
place called Toowong, five miles out of 
Brisbane. |
• There is not much to tell about the I 
work, except that the hours were from 
8 in the morning until 12 or 1 o'clock 
next morning on many days. The roads 
around Brisbane were nothing like what 
they may be now, and often it was only 
the lights from streaks of lightning run- 
ning along the roads which saved the 
cart from tumbling over the sides of the 
hills.

During all the twelve months or more 
that I passed in -Queensland I enjoyed 
exceptional health. The outdoor life and 
hard work did not hurt me one bit, but 
my wife and children suffered severely. 
For this reason we made up our minds 
to ask for the money to go back home.

Neither my wife nor I ever regretted 
our emigration experience, hard and bit- 
ter as this was at times, because it taught 
us, as nothing else could, what life is. 
Although our parents were not rich we 
had both been brought up in a sort of 
well-to-do working class comfort, and we 
discovered in Queensland what it was to 
be out of work through no fault of our 
own.

People sometimes wonder why I should 
be so bitter and angry about unemploy
ment in this country. It is because I 
know the soul-destroying effect of this 
curse that I get sick at heart.

Then, too, we understood what it meant 
to.be really poor. We experienced this 
also when we came back home. We both 
knew what it was not to have enough 
money to get through the week, so that 
on Friday our food was much shorter than 
on Sunday. It is these facts which have 
made me understand, too, that it is the 
mother who, in the working class home, 
goes short.
I came back home a rebel, • and I am 

still a rebel against the present man-made 
poverty and destitution. I also came 
home a feminist, convinced that human 
society will only be redeemed and puri
fied by the conscious co-operation of men 
and women.
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24th April, 1930

Dear Lansbury,

The enclosed has been 

submitted by the Consultative Com

mittee to the Cabinet. I thought

you would like to have a copy. 

Yours sincerely,



I understand that East Africa will come before the
Cabinet shortly. I have no inside information, but if the 

forecast of our policy given in the Manchester Guardian (Oct.29) 

is correct, I feel great anxiety. It will, in my opinion, be 

quite imamant inconsistent with Labour Party policy as laid 

down in Jahour and the Nation, Labour and the Empire: Africa, 
and elsewhere.

The Consultative Committee has already had an interview 

with Passfield. But it would appear that their views have not 

prevailed, and I should be glad if I could have a few minutes 

talk with you, as my personal feeling about it is very strong, 
and I may claim to have followed the subject closely.

Quite apart from the Hilton Young Report, I would urge 

the need of a new departure in Native Affairs, on the lines of our 

Party policy. A sharp break with the past is expected of us. 

If we fail here, there will be great disappointment among our 
friends everywhere, including many colonial officials who hold 

our views, but cannot speak out. Opposition is also to be 

expected, of course, especially in the many circles influenced by 
the Kenya Settlers.

As to Hilton Young and Wilson, the granting of an 

unofficial majority in Kenya, without a counterpoise in the 
shape of full executive power in the hands of some authority 



charged with carrying out a definite Native policy, would be 

quite impossible for us to accept. Powers given to a High 

Commissioner to preside over Conferences, to report home, or 
even to reserve bills, would not provide a sufficient counter- 

poise.
In holding this view, we have the support of the Hilton 

Young Commission itself, of Ingard and other peers, of weighty 

authorities who have been lately writing in the Times (e.g., 

the Archbishop of York), of the India Office, etc.

As to the franchise, it cannot be solved except on the 

basis of a common roll of electors, and an identical "civili- 

nation test" for all. We are explicitly committed to this 

in our Party literature and resolutions* I enclose a separate 

note of some of the reasons in its favour*

As to our colleagues here, I have the names of no less 

than 44 who are deeply interested in these questions, and are 

not inclined to let them drop. I have talked with many of 

them, and I believe there are more whom I do not know* 

I would add that the line taken by our Party on the 

Palestine and East Africa Loans Bill, in 1926, was very 

strong, and our speeches could be quoted against us with 

devastating effect, if we do not act up to them*

Yours sincerely, 
CHARLES RODEN BUXTON, 



Franchise for Natives (as wall as Indiana) on a 
Rommon roll of electors, with a "civilisation test". 

th t tttt

(1) We gain the support of Indian opinion.
(2) We gain the support of the Liberals.

(3) We are in line with the best traditions of the 
Empire, expressed in official Proclamations, 
declarations of statesmen, etc., re equality before 
the law,

(4) It was given in other parts of the Empire, notably 
the West Indies, where it has been the saving of 
the situation.

(5) It is demanded by the only representative native 
body in Kenya.

(6) However few Natives come on at first, it is the 
mere fact of equality which makes a powerful appeal,

(7) We produce a favourable effect on Native opinion all 
over Africa.

(8) Separation of races in the matter of franchise 
increases inter—racial antagonism.

(9) South Africat-

(a) A powerful non-party Manifesto at Cape Town recently 
(Archbishop,eto) advocates its retention*

(b) It has proved of practical value in the Cape, in 
protecting natives against injustices.

(c) Even Herzog does not say that Natives are unfit 
for franchise (he only uses "swamping" argument)
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15th April, 1930.

MEMORIAL ON AFRICAN POLICY
(Transmitted by the Consultative Committee) 

UJo—t Co-edka *l EePLaro -n)

/ 77 [ Q\E, the undersigned, wish to represent to the Government, in 
(O 7 / )the most friendly spirit, the dissatisfaction which we feel as to 

the non-fulfilment of Labour's policy with regard to native 
races, particularly in connection with East Africa.

This policy has been clearly set forth in Conference resolutions, in 
Labour and the Nation, in the pamphlet Labour and the Empire: 
Africa, etc.

Broadly speaking, though a Labour Government has been in office 
for nearly a year, and though efforts are doubtless being made, nothing has 
yet been actually accomplished to put this policy into effect. Many of our 
fellow-countrymen in the Empire who are in sympathy with us, are already 
saying that the Labour Government is, after all, doing nothing but follow 
up the policy of its Tory predecessors.

In particular, no steps have been taken to secure the land rights of the 
natives, to alter the restrictive labour conditions, to revise the unjust systems 
of taxation, to increase the proportion of public expenditure on native areas, 
or to establish equal rights before the law.

Reference may be made, by way of example, to such subjects as expendi
ture on native areas (including education), alienation of Crown lands to 
white settlers, collective punishment ordinance, restrictive action against 
Kikuyu tribe, pressure on Chief of Bechuanaland to grant mining concession 
to British South Africa Company.

In some cases, definitely reactionary steps have been taken, e.g., the status 
of the Chief Commissioner in Kenya has been lowered ; while in Southern 
Rhodesia the clause protecting the right of natives to purchase land in 
certain areas is being eliminated from the constitution of the Colony, without 
any condition being insisted upon as to reserving an adequate quantity of 
land for the Native Purchase Area.

In view of the above, we urge that
(1) The Government should, without delay, publish a comprehensive 

statement of the general principles by which their native policy in 
tropical areas will be guided.

(2) This should be done without waiting for a decision on the constitutional 
changes suggested by the Commission on Closer Union in East Africa, 
if such decision cannot be expedited.

(3) Instructions should be sent, without delay, by the Secretary of State, 
outlining at least the preliminary steps required for a thorough overhaul 
of the Land, Taxation and Labour systems, and of the expenditure on 
native and white areas respectively, and for the establishment of equal 
rights before the law.

P.T.O.
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NORMAN ANGELL.
J. ARNOTT.
P. J. NOEL BAKER.
JAMES BARR.
ETHEL BENTHAM.
A. FENNER BROCKWAY.
J. W. BOWEN.
C. R. BUXTON.
A. G. CAMERON.
W. CARTER.
R. J. DAVIES.
D. R. GRENFELL.
T. GRIFFITHS.
W. G. HALL.
SOMERVILLE HASTINGS.
P. C. HOFFMAN.
J. F. HORRABIN.
J. H. HUDSON.
F. W. JOWETT.
J. M. KENWORTHY.
F. LEE.
A. McELWEE.
M. MARCUS.

J. MARLEY.
L. W. MATTERS.
D. L. MORT.
G. MUFF.
W. PALING.
PHILLIPS PRICE.
B. RILEY.
RENNIE SMITH.
R. SORENSEN.
CAMPBELL STEPHEN.
J. STEWART.
W. B. TAYLOR.
E. THURTLE.
J. C. WEDGWOOD.
W. WELLOCK.
J. C. WELSH.
ELLEN WILKINSON.
T. WILLIAMS.
C. H. WILSON.
E. WINTERTON.
E. F. WISE.
R. S. YOUNG.


