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MP.’S BROTHER KILLED
.7 : - - - ... :' • erl: co. ' ) ' " .a, i

Mr. James Lansbury Found Dead 
on Railway .

Mr. James Lansbury, brother of Mr. 
George Lansbury,. M.P., was found 
dead on the railway , near Forest Gate 
Station, yesterday morning. .

He left his home at Forest Gate on 
Sunday night with the intention ' of 
going to chapel, but it has not been 
definitely ascertained whether he actu- 
ally attended a place of worship. .

A man of 70, he lost a daughter, a 
few weeks ago, but was stated to have 
been bright and cheerful in the past 

-week. - - . -—-
Mr. J. Lansbury, had taken part in 

the. Labour movers HaliE rest Gate, 
but he had not been assowated with 
any public bou —". %/ '«. ' 

dog". ■ APT -20.

















HOUSE OF COMMONS.
THURSDAY, 9th FEBRUARY, 1928.

[Extract from Official Report.]

UNEMPLOYMENT.

Speech by Mr. GEORGE LANSBURY, M.P.

DEBATE ON THE ADDRESS.
Motion made, and Question proposed,

"‘ That an humble Address be presented to 
His Majesty, as followeth :

we,:
" Most GRACIOUS Sovereign,
We; Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 

loyal subjects, the Commons of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg leave 
to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty 
for the Gracious Speech which Your Majesty 
has addressed to both Houses of Parlia
ment.”

Amendment proposed: At the end of 
the Question, to add the words

" But regret that no mention is made of 
measures designed to grapple with the 
pressing urgency of unemployment, especi
ally in the coal and other basic industries, 
and its menacing effect on many areas where 
industrial enterprise is being crippled and 
local government is breaking down.'— 
[Mr. Arthur Render son. ]
******

Mr. LANSBURY: I should have thought 
that every agriculturist in the country, 
and certainly those who are continually 
speaking on behalf of agriculture in this 
House, would have welcomed any pro
posal for dealing with what I believe 
everyone who knows anything about the 
land of this country knows is a very great 
evil indeed, and one which cannot be 
dealt with by the ordinary local authori
ties or by the landlords. I do not think 
it is feasible for the ordinary landlord 
to deal with the results of floods and of 

years of neglect of proper drainage. 
Further, if what the hon. and gallant 
Member for Louth (Lieut.-Colonel 
Heneage) says is at all correct, the 
future development of agriculture, about 
which there is so much talk, must be a 
hopeless business altogether. As a towns- 
man, I do not take so gloomy a view 
about the land of this country. I believe 
that both the land and the labour of 
this country are among the best in the 
whole wide world, and, if both had 
been treated properly and given proper 
opportunities, there would be a much 
larger proportion of the land under culti
vation than there is at the present time.

As to miners not being able to do this 
particular kind of drainage work, I 
should have thought that anyone who 
knew anything of the mining industry, 
and of the men employed in it, 
would have known they are just 
the sort of men who would be able 
to . do the kind of work that drain
age involves. I think someone pro
posed in this House a year or two ago 
that we should take young men, especially 
from the towns and mining villages, in 
much the same manner as we took them 
during the War to train for service over- 
seas, and put them into encampments to 
clear up what is at present derelict land, 
and bring it back into proper cultivation. 
When people talk about giving land 
away, I would suggest that, if there are 
any landlords who are prepared to give 
away land, they should give the land to
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the nation or to the local authorities, 
many of whom, no doubt, would find a 
decent use for it, especially if the State 
undertook the task of bringing whatever 
land was not at present fit for culti
vation back to a condition in which' it 
would be fit for cultivation. Although 
I live in East London, I have enough ex
perience of dealing with land by men 
from the East End of London to know 
that almost derelict land, by the labour 
of organised unemployed men, has been 
brought into a state of cultivation equal 
to a garden. Classical instances of that 
can be seen at the present moment at 
Laindon in Essex, or at Hollesley Bay 
in Suffolk. The fact that both those 
■estates were derelict when they were 
taken over has convinced me that, by 
proper organisation and a reasonable 
expenditure of money, it would be 
possible to do what I have just suggested 
bring land back to a proper state of 
cultivation.

Lieut.-Colonel HENEAGE: May I say 
that, when speaking of miners, I thought 
I made it clear that I was not suggesting 
that they were not suitable for any scheme 
of drainage work, but merely that they 
were not suitable for settlement on the 
land ?

Mr. LANSBURY: I question that stater 
ment, because, if it be right, it is also 
true they are not fit for emigration, 
and, therefore, another of the proposi
tions of hon. and right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite " goes west.” They are con
tinually telling us that we should 
encourage emigration, and a month or 
two ago one noted Tory newspaper, 
advertised the fact that it had 
taken 100 or more young miners 
out to the Colonies, where they 
were doing very well on the land. I 
think, myself, that with proper organisa
tion and a proper backing—the same kind 
of backing that those men get abroad— 
the same miners would do very well in 
this country. I would not be so certain 
about this if it was mere theory, but I 
have seen, not one, but scores of men 
taken off the streets of London. Men 
who have had a very little training at 
Hollesley and many of them are now 
doing well either in Canada or in 
Australia or in this country. I am 
certain more would be able to get their 
living on the land in this country if we

paid as much attention and spent as much 
money on them as we do to send them 
abroad. It is just a question whether we 
have the will and the money and are 
determined the job shall be done.

The Minister of Health treated us with 
the same kind of cynical, contemptuous 
indifference that he always does. [HON. 
MEMBERS : " Oh! ”] That is the effect 
on me. The right hon. Gentleman has 
certain talents in that direction and I 
recognise them. He treated the Debate 
in the thinnest manner possible and rode 
off at a tangent about Russia and about 
safeguarding and took up very little time 
in defending his own administration. I 
should have thought any intelligent 
member of the House would know that in 
Russia Socialism has not yet been 
applied. I have been challenged why do 
I not live a Socialist life. I cannot live 
a Socialist life because I am living in 
the midst of a society that determines 
very largely the kind of economic life I 
am obliged to live, there would be 
no reason for Socialists to carry on 
propaganda or to come to this House and 
talk about Socialism if they could 
live as Socialists apart from their 
fellow men and women. In exactly the 
same way no one nation—that is why 
Socialists are international—can become 
a purely Socialist nation with the rest of 
the world living under competitive con
ditions. I should have thought any 
ordinary student of the Bolshevik theory 
would understand that is the reason why 
the Third International carries on pro
paganda for international revolution. 
The sort of nonsense the right hon. 
Gentleman and others have talked, that 
the fact that Socialism does not exist 
in the way we Socialists want it to 
exist in Russia is an argument against 
our fundamental .position, shows that 
hon. Members have not taken the trouble 
to understand our position. We Socialists 
have never said that by a single Act of 
Parliament you could bring in Socialism. 
We have never said that because we be
lieve Socialism would remove social 
and industrial evils, that could be done 
by producing a Bill and getting it passed 
through Parliament. The whole of our 
argument is that society is progressing 
and never stands still, and the only logi
cal move forward is a movement towards 

more social control and development and 
towards co-operation as against compe- 
tition.

The whole of this Debate to-night is 
on a subject which 25 years ago would 
have merited very little attention and 
which the Government of the day would 
have scorned to take any part in what- 

ever. What has brought the 
10.0 p.m. subject right up to the front, 

as it is to-day? In 1911, 
when I made by first speech in this place, 
I remember quite well how the whole 
House, except a handful of Labour men, 
refused to admit the right of Parlia
ment even to discuss the question, to say 
nothing of taking action in regard to 
unemployment', but within a very short 
time this House had to interfere with 
the right of private individuals to do 
what they like with their own by insist- 
ing upon a Government scheme of 
national health insurance, and so on. In 
those days it was a handful of trades and 
industries that felt , the pinch of unem
ployment. It was mainly people einployed 
in unskilled trades or employed around 
the docks, the victims of casual and in
termittent employment. To-day we are 
faced with" an entirely new situation. 
It may very well be, as the right 
hon. Gentleman said, that the War has 
accentuated the evil but those who have 
been preaching to us about what is done 
in America are going to have a very rude 
awakening within the next few months. 
We know now that all the boasted pros
perity, with no unemployment, in America 
is coming to an end and that the pro
blem of unemployment is having to be 
faced in that great country just as it is 
here, and that proves the truth of my 
right hon. Friend’s statement that unem
ployment is inherent in the capitalist 
system and is part and parcel of that 
system, and that you cannot get rid of 
it until you get rid of the system. You 
are now faced with a fact that not, rela
tively speaking, a handful of men in the 
East End of London or around the docks 
at Liverpool or Southampton are clamour
ing for work. The basic industries of the 
country are in so parlous a condition, that 
when the biggest champion of private 
enterprise in the House, I mean the fight 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Carmar
then Boroughs (Sir A. Mond), spoke 
shortly before the end of the Session every 
word he uttered was in favour of some 
national action for the mining industry.

What is the use of talking of the 
benefits and the glories of private enter- 
prise, when you have to come to this 
House and ask it to find the means of 
rescuing private enterprise from the ruin 
the system has brought upon it? The 
right hon. Gentleman himself told us 
that someone had got to take out of the 
industry all those men who are at pre
sent not wanted there. But it is not 
merely the mining industry that you are 
faced with. The people in East London 
and similar districts have an almost 
age-long experience of this evil they are 
experiencing it in exactly the same 
manner as it is being experienced in 
South Wales. When you have taken your 
200,000 miners out, what are you going 
to do with our 10,000 in Poplar and the 
East End ? What are you going to do 
with those myriads of people in West 
Ham who are being starved into mere 
existence? What are you going to do 
with all the other men and women up 
and down the country for whom 
admittedly there is no room? There are 
a million men out of work and a million 
who are under the Poor Law. There are 
200,000, we are told, in the mining areas. 
You are going to shift a few of them 
about, but what does the Government 
propose to do with the rest of them ? 
Nothing at all. You just fasten- on this 
one big, basic industry and one big bunch 
of men and talk of them as if that was 
the whole problem. They are only a tiny 
fraction of the problem you have to deal 
with. The Government are bankrupt of 
any proposal for dealing with them. In 
their hearts, if they believe in anything, 
they believe in Protection. In their 
hearts, they believe in the theory of 
tariffs, the keeping out of foreign goods. 
In their souls, they know that it has been 
tried, found wanting and been rejected 
by this country time after time, and that 
it cannot save us. It is not even 
saving the United States. Within a very 
few months that country will be faced 
with the problem of what to do with the 
tremendous accumulation Of goods that 
goes on day after day. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Prime Minister—I have 
quoted him from platforms many and 
many a time—made a speech which 
any Socialist could have made diag
nosing the position. He put it this 
way. He will forgive me if I put 
it in my own words instead of his; 
if I misrepresent him I will give way 



for him to correct me. I think it was 
on the King’s Speech in the first Session 
after he was made Prime Minister. He 
said the problem we had to face was 
this, that during the War our power to 
produce had so much increased because 
of the necessities of the War, that when 
the War was over and all the men had 
come back from the War we had more 
men and more machinery to do the work. 
Our markets were contracted because of 
the War. His remedy was that we should 
have more emigration to the Colonies 
so that the new Colonies would grow food 
in exchange for our manufactured com
modities. But he went on to say that, 
always there is great suffering during a 
great period of change, just as there was 
when we turned over from hand-made 
goods to machine-made goods. That is 
the right hon. Gentleman's statement.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Bald
win) : That is quite true.

Mr. LANSBURY: I agree with that. 
The right hon. Gentleman has not carried 
it any further. He says somebody has 
to suffer. You cannot say that in the 
same way to-day and have it accepted 
as it could have been said and accepted 
in 1834. You have had elementary 
education since 1870, and the fact that 
I am standing here talking at this Box, 
and that my comrades are here too, 
proves this, that the working people are 
not going to accept the doctrine that, 
because we are able to produce more 
goods and because we have got more 
machinery to get more good's, they have 
to suffer and endure poverty and 
destitution. They will never accept that, 
and whether this House finds a way out 
or not, somebody will have to find a way 
out. We are not going to Submit—I am 
an old man and in the very few more 
years that I have to live I will not submit 
without a protest to the doctrine that, 
because we are able to produce more 
wealth, those poor people among whom 
I live have to starve as their fathers did. 
The right hon. Gentleman had in his 
mind, I am sure, spinething that was 
written of the times of which he spoke 
when those people who Could only work 
with their hands found themselves driven 
out and died, ' “ clemmed to death,” 
as they say in the North amid the 
hills and dales of Lancashire and 
Yorkshire. People will not submit to 
that position to-day.

The Socialist movement doe's not come 
to you and say, "Pass an Act of Parlia
ment and everything will be well with 
you.,” We are not such lunatics as to 
say that. You may very well put that 
forward as what you imagine to be our 
proposition. What is it that we have 
asked you to do at least three times ? 
We have asked this House on three 
occasions to let us have a round-table 
talk through a Committee representative 
of all parties to discuss what can be done 
here and now to deal with the situation. 
How have we been replied to ? “ No, 
no useful purpose will be served.” Very 
well, we put our proposition, My hon. 
Friend the Member for Dundee (Mr. 
Johnston) almost on the last day of the 
last Session put this proposition from 
this Box and asked that a Committee 
should be appointed—a Committee on 
which you would be in a majority—in 
order to, discuss how we should deal with 
this situation. The Government refused, 
and now they have come forward with 
a King’s Speech which has nothing in it 
at all except a few words leaving the 
situation exactly where it was except, as 
I shall show in a minute or two, very 
much worse.

We have said this to you over and 
over again. First of all, we know that 
we cannot transform this system from 
a competitive one to Socialism imme
diately, and so industry must be carried 
on. We have asked you over and over 
again to remove some of the hindrances 
that keep industry back in this country. 
The rates! What does anyone trouble 
about the rates until they get to a point 
where people cannot pay them ? We 
have asked you to deal with the question 
of royalties and with the question of the 
improved value that comes to land only 
by the presence of population. Take our 
district of Bow and Bromley. We are 
owned by a very decent man. He cannot 
help being born a Viscount. He was 
born that way, and he has the estate. 
I am not saying a word against him as 
an individual, but he takes out of our 
poverty-stricken district hundreds of 
pounds each year and gives us nothing 
back in return. If you sat round a table 
and you were face to face with that sort 
of thing there would not be a man who 
could defend it. Why should I as an in- 
dividual pay him £20 a year for the 
privilege of living in a house that he 
never built and never paid a halfpenny 

towards building, simply because he says 
he owns the piece of land on which the 
house is built. I pay the rates. I help 
pay for everything. Whatever improve- 
ments are there, I help pay for them. We 
think that that is one of the things that 
should be socialised right away and that 
we should have all that increment value 
for the service of the community. If 
that were done in our district, in Poplar, 
it Would help our rates very considerably 
indeed. It would help the rates in the 
mining areas, and if they could rate 
mining royalties, the mining areas would 
be helped still further. I would not have 
said so much about Socialism except for 
the sneering references of the Minister of 
Health.

Let us come to the Minister of Health’s 
own position. Here he is faced With a 
situation similar to that with which the 
1834 Commission had to deal. Whatever 
may be said about Socialist adminis- 
trators, whatever may be said derogatory 
of any of us in regard to the expenditure 
of public money, this House has allowed 
to grow up in working-class -areas a 
burden which none of those areas are 
able themselves to bear. This House 
often discusses poverty as if it were only 
a matter of unemployment but it is not 
that. There are questions of old age, of 
sickness, of widowhood, of orphanhood 
and it is always where the poor are that 
those questons are most acute. How is 
the Minister of Health facing up to the 
situation ? The right hon. Gentleman 
paid not the least attention to the speech 
of one of the most respected Members 
of this House, the hon. Member for 
Abertillery (Mr. Barker). That speech, 
I thought, would have moved a heart of 
stone but the Minister of Health passed 
it by with his usual cynicism. Because 
We cannot produce statistics that 
children and men and women are dying 
of starvation, it is not to be assumed 
that starvation is non-existent. Every 
doctor will tell you that the results of 
malnutrition and under-feeding do not 
show themselves at once and you are 
laying up for yourselves trouble from this 
point, of view—that when the. children 
who are being half starved to-day in 
these districts grow up to be young men 
and women they will have no physique 
worth th e name.

My own district is going down. I would 
like the Prime Minister to listen to this.

I concede you everything as to extrava- 
gance. You can get up and prove what
ever you like—that we paid this man 2s. 
and that man 5s. more than we ought 
to have paid. But take it big and broad 
and wide, what is being done by the 
members of boards of guardians who have 
been administering on what are called 
Labour and Socialist lines ? In my own 
district, the death rate among children 
Was about 150 per thousand and we re
duced it to 70 per thousand. If we had 
never done anything else, I should be 
proud of that. I should be proud if we 
had saved the life of only one child. If 
a baby were lying there in this House 
dying for want of something, there is not 
a man here who would not want to give 
the child whatever was necessary to it; 
but when we are dealing with these mat
ters and the children in question are away 
from us, hon. Members do not see these 
things; What is the Minister of Health 
doing in these circumstances ? The House 
of Commons and the country have put 
these burdens on local authorities. When 
we have not enough money to go round in 
districts like Abertillery, Monmouth- 
shire and Glamorganshire generally, what 
does the Minister do ? I admired his 
cynicism this afternoon. Had he been 
on the stage I would have admired it 
more. Had he been acting a part I would 
have felt like giving him a jolly good 
cheer when he stood at that Box and 
said that he had two Socialists and an 
Independent and that" these three were 
doing this, that and the other as if they 
were doing it of their own free will.

The right hon. Gentleman knows these 
men have been doing this simply 
because he has informed them that there 
will be no money unless they do it. They 
are obliged to reduce the lighting of the 
streets. The collection of refuse from 
the streets is only to be done once a week 
instead of twice a week, and the right 
hon. Gentleman boasts of what he has 
done. The Minister of Health! He 
might rather be called the Minister of 
Death. That is what the Minister of 
Health has sunk to in this country. This 
man stands here and tells us that these 
three officials are carrying out this work 
as if they were doing it of their own free 
will. There is also the cutting down of 
the salaries of the teaching staff. That 
is what we have come to in this, the 
richest country in the world. These dis-



tricts are in their present situation 
through no fault of their own and all the 
Minister can do is to put a pistol to the 
heads of the council and compel them to 
administer their areas in this awful 
manner. I can think of no other word for 
it. I expect the right hon. Gentleman’s 
assistant will stand there to-morrow or 
Monday and say that the Poplar Board 
have been brought to heel. And so they 
have ; but not because they believe in 
the policy of the right hon. Gentleman 
but because they can do nothing else. 
When men and women are put in the posi
tion. of capitulating or allowing the 
Minister to come in to do what he has 
done at West Ham, they have to choose 
the least of two evils.

Yesterday this House in regard to Lord 
Haig did a thing which I think proves 
that there is good solid feeling and 
respect for any man whom they regard as 
a great fine figure of a man. We have 
in the Poplar district to-day 1,200 
ex-Service men, and their wives and 
dependants on Poor Law Relief. They 
have been there for months. And 
why ? Because this nation will not 
find them work. If this House has 
any respect for the memory of Lord 
Haig, or for the men who went out and 
fought in the War, it would say, “We 
will go into Committee of'Supply to- 
morrow and find the necessary money, at 
whatever cost, to take these men and 
their wives and families of Poor Law 
relief.” With regard to young men, sons 
of the men who went to the War, many 
of them have never had a chance to 
work. I spent the last recess trying 
to understand the situation of each in
dividual unemployed man in my Division, 
I have interviewed hundreds of men and 
women and as they have gone through the 
Committee rooms I tell you my heart 
sinks. The longer they are kept on 
Poor Law relief the more demoralised 
they get; but it is a choice of starv- 
ing them, or partially starving them, 
and giving them Poor Law relief. 
You give us no other option. The Min
ister of Health says, " Strike them off,” 
and we have the district auditor sitting 
at the board table, with a dozen assist
ants, going through every case. In some 
cases, where there is a family income, he 
strikes them off, and also in some cases 
where there is a pension.

The Minister of Health has the impu- 
dence, positively the impudence, to say 

that local government has not broken 
down. In unions such as Poplar the 
board of guardians do not exist. They 
have no power to administer. The dis
trict auditor sits in the board room, picks 
out cases, determines what they are to 
have and the function of the boards of 
guardians is wiped out. In addition, in- 
spectors of the Department go round 
visiting cases. I do not object to that, 
it should have been done a long time ago, 
but the point is that there is no policy 
at all except the old policy of 1834; that 
is pushing people off the Poor Law. 
What does it mean? In Abertillery it 
means that the people who want light 
for their streets, the refuse cleaned away, 
and the teachers who want decent 
salaries for their work, have to pay for 
unemployment. They have to bear the 
burden of what ought to be a national 
charge. They are called upon to bear the 
cost of something which is not theirs at 
all. You cannot put the responsibility 
for the manner in which work at the 
docks is organised on Poplar. You can
not put on the shoulders of the people 
of Monmouth and Glamorgan, the respon
sibility for the plight in which the mining 
industry is. We make you a present of 
everything you can bring against us in 
regard to extravagance. When that is 
done, when you have proved all that, 
the problem remains for you to deal with 
it, and the manner in which the right 
hon. Gentleman is dealing with it is not 
the way to deal with a social problem of 
this kind.

I will give another reason for saying 
that, apart from my principles. as a 
Socialist. I had to hear the evidence on 
which the Report of the' Poor Law Com- 

.mission was based. Read the story 
written by Lord George Hamilton in the 
Majority Report of the Poor Law Com
mission, and then read the Minority Re
port that Beatrice Webb and Sidney 
Webb wrote, and you will find agreement 
in the two Reports that this proposed 
penal treatment or continued penal 
treatment of people because they are 
poor, leads nowhere at all. The whole 
workhouse system of 1834, even Mr. 
Disraeli in his day cursed as any decent 
man who knew anything about it must 
have cursed it. That system broke down 
because in our people, even in those days, 
there was something that would hot 
tolerate it. The working people will not 
tolerate it to-day. Although' it is' true 

that the right hon, Gentleman, with the 
strength of the majority behind him, will 
smash our Amendment and get a 
majority to back up the Minister of 
Health in the nefarious work he is carry
ing on against the poor, I am certain 
that the nation will reap what it is 
sowing. Small-pox is a very deadly 
disease when it gets going, and so are 
typhoid and other diseases. How is it 
that you have not had these diseases 
during all this recent bad period ? It 
has been because people’s physique has 
been maintained. Every man knows that 
the best guarantee against disease is a 
healthy body and healthy mind. Food 
is one of the necessary things for a 
healthy body. The best safeguard against 
Small-pox-----

Dr. WATTS: Vaccination.

Mr. LANSBURY: Vaccination without 
food would not save anyone from small- 
pox, and everyone knows it. I would 
like to ask the hon. Gentleman, who is 
a good doctor, " Do you agree that muck 
and refuse should be left about the 
streets and be removed only once a week 
instead of twice a week ? ”

Dr. WATTS: No.
Mr. LANSBURY: Then the hon. Mem

ber is on my side. I want to bring the 
House back to consider the case of the 
ex-service men. Everyone knows my 
views. My own friends know that I 
gave time and energy and thought on 
behalf of the victims of the late War, 
long before the British Legion was 
started. I had in my room this morning 
first a woman and then a man, both of 
them victims of the War, and both of 
them taken off the relief list by the audi
tor, acting not exactly on the instruc
tions of the Minister, but on a general 
sort of policy. It may be that I am 
wrong in saying that they should have 
assistance out of the Poor Law. Will 
some hon. Member tell me what is to be 
done with them, and who is to look after 
them? When I came back to the House 
I remember that Dr. Macnamara, every 
time he spoke in a Debate about unem- 
ployment, talked about the “ living 
wall ” that stood between us and the 
enemy in Flanders. Will some of you 
tell me what you really think ought to 
be done with those unemployed ex-service 
men and the mothers of ex-service men ?
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I hear you are to discuss arid perhaps to 
determine -that none of them shall have 
votes; but I do not want to discuss that 
now. If you are to take their votes 
away, are you also to take the means of 
living, away from them? Are you to be 
more ruthless than the Germans were? 
Are you going to starve them ? None of 
us here has ever felt the pangs of in
voluntary hunger; I never have. Yet 
here are men who have; you cannot deny 
it. I could parade them by thousands, 
men who fought in the War.

Go out of this House along the Em
bankment to-night, or go along any cold 
night. You will say, " They are only the 
wastrels.” Yes, but they are wastrels 
who fought for you in France arid 
Flanders, many of them. Go through the 
casual wards in this country. In 1905 
I took the late Lord Long, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour, and two or three other leading 
members of the Conservative party 
to Laindon and Hollesley Bay and 
we spoke to the men about their past. 
The overwhelming majority of them 
had fought in the Boer War. Both 
the right hon. Gentlemen I have 
named, for whom I had a high re
spect because of their humanity, hung 
their heads, and so did all of us. What 
will you say to these men when you meet 
them, and you must meet these men ? I 
am sorry the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Carnarvon Boroughs (Mr. 
Lloyd George) is not here to-night. I am 
sorry many of those who also made 
speeches during the War and wrote 
articles at the end of the War are not 
here. There was one period towards the 
end of the War, when the Archbishop 
put me on a committee with many other 
people, when I had a vague sort of idea 
that we were going to change. I had a 
sort of notion that the world, even though 
it seemed rather insane to think it after 
that bath of blood, was really going to 
be better, and that we would never have 
to talk about the kind of things that we 
are talking about to-night. I turned up 
the other day a report of the first speech 
which I made in the first Parliament 
which I attended, and I could repeat that 
speech, and it would be apropos of the 
present situation. Is it not a dreadful 
thing after all the terrific, heroic things 
that were done in the War ? I am not 
one of those who think that the comrade
ship of the trenches and battlefields is of
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no account. But where is it to-day ? When 
the men came back wounded and bruised 
many women of the upper class and the 
middle class, to their honour, engaged in 
nursing work and washing up and in many 
other kinds of occupations. Is it not 
worth the while of this country now to 
do a very big thing for the whole of the 
common people? I had an idea to-night 
of reading out a passage from Ruskin, 
but I have not brought the book. 
I had not pluck enough to put the book 
into my pocket, but there is a passage 
in " Unto this last ” in which he says 
to all those who read his book: " Raise 
the veil boldly; face the light.”

Let us face the light and lift up the 
veil. I do not believe, I cannot believe 
that the Prime Minister really does not 
mean some of the big things that he says. 
I listened to him yesterday, and he 
carried me away with the speech he 
made, but it is true that words count 
for nothing unless they are followed by 
actions. He cannot do anything alone, 
and I cannot do anything alone—God 
knows I would do it if I could, and 
perhaps he would too—but collectively 
this nation could do what it pleased, if 
we would but give up the idea that mere 
wealth, the making of money, was 
the only thing that mattered. In 
the War you said it was necessary 
for all classes to sacrifice together. 
I say that it is worth while that 
the nation should all sacrifice together 
to get rid of poverty and destitution 
out of the land. I have lived with 
it all my life, and people say that I am 
coloured by it. It has not yet envenomed 

my mind, and I do not think it will now, 
as I am too old, but it has done this 
for me—it has made me feel that the 
only thing that is worth while for this 
country is to take this problem in hand 
in exactly the same manner that it took 
the War in hand, and to determine that 
poverty shall cease.

I believe, as I said in this House once 
before, that our people have the most 
God-given opportunity ever given to any 
nation to build a new world, if we would 
give up fighting merely as partisans and 
settle down, without any preconceived 
notions whatever, to take hold of the 
wealth and the power to create wealth 
that there is in this land and determine 
that we would use it first, as Ruskin 
says, to give life to the common people; 
and then, because of your greater brain 
power, because you are cleverer than 
they, show them the way upward to a 
better and a nobler life. I am not a 
pessimist either. I believe that the 
future of the world is with the working 
people of this and other countries.. I 
believe that my countrymen, the common, 
ordinary “ hewers of wood and drawers 
of water,” those who bear us on their 
backs by their industry, because they 
have got education, because they have 
got knowledge, because they are gaining 
understanding, and because they have 
got political power, will in the end win 
their way, but it is a long road of suffer
ing. If you have the goodwill to be 
joined with them, you can shorten that 
way and hasten the day when poverty 
will be no more.
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30, TURNPIKE LANE,

HORNSEY,

LONDON, N.8.

February 14th. , 1928.

Mr. G. Lansbury, M.P.,
39, Bow Road,

E. 3.

Deat Lansbury,

So our old friend and colleague, A. A. Watts, has 

gone. I cannot say that I am sorry in the circumstances 

of his terrible suffering, and death of his wife. When I 

saw them at Selwyn Road a little while ago I came away ut

terly depressed at the tragedy which had overtaken them. 

Watts remarked how he had looked forward for a few years of 

quiet enjoyment together before the inevitable came.

Please accept an expression of our gratitude from 

the "old 'uns" for all the help you have rendered him and 

the kindness you have shaw to him.

Yours sincere
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BOW CENTRAL HALL MISSION—

BRUCE ROAD, E.3.

SUPESINTENDE/ T :
DEACONESS:

Rev. HARRY WILLING. 
SISTER LILIAN,

4 1, ADDINGTON F. G 5 E,
124, CAMPBELL ROAD,

BCW. E.3.
BOW, E.3.

.... Dec 20th, 192812
Phone East 6283.

Dear Mr and Mrs Lansbury,
Just a line to wish 

you the old wish,- old,but ever new •

May your Xmas bring you satisfaction and joy 

as you look back and contemplate all that you 

have been able to do, to make the world a 

happier place. And may the New Year bring you 

fresh opportunities, and renewed strength, to 

go on building the Kingdom.

Ever yours,











A-ev smerogorr > A--SL55e— r st 
. Lambeth Palace

—== ' - — ======-..
— -Old Palace, Canterbury . 

22 December 1928.

Let me thank you for your kind 

remembrans e and send you my best wishes 

your Christmas time and the coming year.
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