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GUY ALDRED (November 1962)

We do change the world. One generation merges into
another. The hopes of yesterdayôs heroes and martyrs

ó become the inspiring slogans of the martyrs and heroes of
today, and by them are passed on to the heroes and martyrs
that will be tomorrow. An unchanging yet changeless logic
of development.
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Fonnwohn
This speech was recorded at Guy A. Af1dredôs home

address on the afternoon of Friday, 3rd May. ,lp963. It had
been his intention to speak in person at the May Day meet-
ing which would be held in the Central Halls on the
following Sunday; but his doctor, and his close associates,
prevailed upon him to make a recording instead.

Commenting on this, Guy Aldred said: ñ I am opposed to
doing so, as it seems to me that a recorded speech lacks the
verve and originality of a speech spoken direct from the
platform. I feel this very much as a restriction, because I
believe in extemporary speechðnot in prepared speeches.
I am afraid, however, that my strength may not permit me
to speak with the vigour and the continuity that is necessary
to the successful meeting. So I have prepared this recorded
speech as a possible alternative to the original speech.

ñIn any case, I will attend the meeting. and if I am
unable to speak I will hear it played to the audience. I will
then answer questions as they arise. The audience can
depend upon my reply to questions.ò

In the event that is what happened. Guy Aldred sat
on the platform while the speech was relayed; then he
answered questions and replied to discussion.

He delivered several more public speeches, both by
tape and in person, before he died on the 16th October, 1963.

This speech has been transcribed from the tape by
Ben Mullin who has also written an Introduction.

JOHN TAYLOR CALDWELL.
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INTRODUCTION

This speech, recordm by óGuy Aldred close to the and
of his life, represents a contribution to the general discussion
on the fundamental problem facing the working class move-
ment, namely, that of unity. That there is need for such
discussion goes without question. Unless the conscious
elements within the working class movement make some
attempt to come to a general understanding, we will make
no progress. T - E E -

Guy Aldred was an uncompromising Anti-Parliamen-
tarian, and this speech does reþect the Anti-Parliamentary
position. Anti-Parliamentarism has been systematically mis-
understood by the whole left-wing movement. We. of the
left-wing movement, are broken into innumerable sects and
moups. Each group conducts a hate campaign against
comradm in other groups, at times our activity of slander
against our comrades exceeds our activity against the system.
It docs not matter now how this has come about. it is a
Enct and it is a fact that must be overcome. This short
speech sets out to tackle this problem of division within the
working class movement. ,

When we come to consider that, regardless of what
group or party we belong to, we are members of the working
class movement and that the working class movement has a
tremendous history stretching back as far as we can go, we
get some perspective of our own position in relation to the
working class struggle. We should realise that our group is
but a dot against this greater background. Groups and
parties have passed away, and will pass away, but the
struggle will go on. Our loyalty should not be to the group,
right or wrong, our loyalty should lie with the working class
movement and with the overall struggle of the workers.
The working class struggle has passed through every chapter
in history, it has adopted many names and causes, it has
been used by power-seeking groups. but it does represent a
continuous history of struggle. There are many similarities
between the early Christians in their -struggle against the
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ruling hierarchy of their time and the present day socialist
movement in their struggle against current State and
Monopoly Capitalism.  A

The early Christian movement was destroyed , by the
Deiýcation of Jesus. It was destroyed when it turned its
discussion to Theology and Mysticism. It was destroyed
by fragmentation as a result of theoretical differences
between this or that individual who then created his own
little sect. It was ýnally destroyed when it was adopted by
the ruling hierarchy and absorbed into the ruling class
culture. All this has happened to the socialist movement.

The fact that the early Christian movement was
destroyed did not mean that the working class movement
had ended, indeed, it went on to blaze even more dramatic
episodes across the pages of history. It is not my job here
to retell the brilliant episodes in the history of the working
class movement, but it is essential to stress that there is a
connecting link between all the chapters in history, between
all groups, they all represent an expression of the overall
working class movement. The working class struggle
encircles the globe. As I have already pointed out, its
history goes back to earliest times. Against this broad
background our group, or our party, is really a tiny frag-
ment of the whole picture. This is essentially the Anti-
Parliamentary position.

Anti-Parliamentarism is not a mania about the
British Parliament. The term was ýrst used to emphasise
the difference between the traditional socialist struggle and
the breakaway groups who became orthodox and concen-
trated their elforts and their resources on getting into
Parliament. Many of the groups who went over to
Parliamentarism became so involved in that activity they
lost sight of the struggle. They became so involved in
becoming respectable, in becoming accepted by the ruling
class; in electioneering; in raising funds; in becoming ó ýtô
to govern, that they created a breed of people who know
nothing of the original cause of the struggle. The ýnal
development in this line of thought is to be found in the
fact that the Labour Party now employs professional
advertising agencies to sugar their palliative pills.

Anti-Parliamentarism is in reality the whole struggle
of the working class movement. It believes in keeping the
cause of the struggle well to the forefront of our activity.
It is determined that we do not substitute the struggle
between groups, for power or popularity, for the real
struggle for working class emancipation. Anti-Parliamen-
tarism does not conýne its activity to one particular sphere
or one particular area. The working class will ýght on every
front, this gives rise to the various groups. But we must
be loyal to our comrades, it it does not matter what faction
they belong to. We must be loyal to our comrades in
industry, we must be loyal to our comrades who work at
the political level, we must be loyal to our comrades who
concentrate on propaganda and we must be loyal to our
comrades who are imprisoned or executed, who are ill-
treated at the hands of the Capitalist State.  

This is the message ,of this speech, which I ask you to
read fairly with an open mind. Do not approach it from a
sectarian position with a view to ýnding faults. You will
ýnd faults. Guy Aldred recorded this speech at the end of
his life during a period of great suffering. It is remarkable
that he still grappled with working class problems and was
not overcome with personal anguish. I ask the reader to
be as impersonal, and as impartial, in his consideration of
this speech. And I further urge him to make its subject-
matter a topic for discussion in his own group or party, or
in any circumstance where such an important matter may
be considered.

 BEN MULLIN.
Glasgow, 1967.
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. MAY TDAY
Premninary Note . .- ..  

May Day is an expression of pure nature worship. Its
celebration connects up, naturally, with the class struggle
and the economic interpretation of history; Without doubt.
its traditions are those of working class struggle and
celebration. They support the" call of Spring to those who
toil, they relate the harmony of nature to the toil and suffer-
ing of those who dwell on the Earth and suggest the need
for escape. Hence the May month is one of inspiration to
break free from bondage. "Slavery gives way to freedom.
and a new atmosphere comes into the lives of the people.
Much of the inspiration is mystical--but it is also a very
real and true harmony that makes for battle and the
struggle for justice. Finally, the tendency towards social
freedom is established.  1 A

Thus May begins a new dance for the slavm, the dance
of the apprentices. The old fashioned dance of a half-
hearted and a half-witted sense of joy gives way to a true
ioyous exaltation in" social freedom. Men and women
become adult in an atmosphere of true youth, and so the
new social system is born. The very name of the month
suggests the purpose of the month. May is so called from
the goddess Maia. The name under which the Earth was
worshipped at this season of the year. The ýrst of the
month has always been an important date in the religion of
nature-worship. The famous 17th century poet, Spenser,
salutes May as the sovereign month of manôs happiness, the
ñ fairest maid of all the year.ò It is characteristic of the
enthusiasm with which the arrival of the month was wel-
comed. Yet the symbolism seems to have been a little
overworked, and man, dwelling in slavery, must have found
the joy extremely transient.

t G. A. ALDRBD.
Glasgow, May Day, 1963.

THE TWO NATIONS
A Hay-Day Menage

It is ýfty-nine years since I mounted the public platform
on May Day, in London, as an avowed social'wt. I called
myself a Social Democrat, but the Social Democratic deýni-
tion was very temporary. g I used more often the term-ð
Socialist, and I thought as a socialist and I considered that
I belonged to the great socialist movement. I did not
diýerentiate between Social Democrats, Communists or
Anarchists. Indeed, at that time I did not know very much
about Anarchism. It is true that at that very moment I
was not actually a member of ' the Social Delnocratic
Fmeration. I did not join that organisation till a few
months later, but I was very active in its rank! and very
active among its comrades and I looked upon the S.D.F. as
a great socialist bmy. In a way I dare say it was, particu-
larly in London, where it seemed to have most root. -

The Social Democrats differed from the I.L.P. and from
the Labour Party, despite what the members of _ either of
these partim would have you believe to-day, and despite the
fact that -some of the Social Democrats of that time became
leading members of the Labour Party. They diýered in
this great respect, the chief characteristic of the Social
Democrats was their proletarian language, their proletarian
bearing and their proletarian association. I was a strong
wtal abstainer and non-smoker, but I look back with amuse-
ment to the fact that the Social Democrats always met above
public houses and usually had a drink of beer on the table
at their branch meetings. The I.L.P. usually met in very
careful coffee rooms, what we now term and what we termed
in some places then-caf®s. Their fare was always tea or
coýee and cakes, not so that of the Social Democrats. I, of
course, only took lemonade, but at the same time the pro"-
letarian atmosphere of the Social, Democrats pleased me
much more than the respectable atmosphere of the  I.L.P.
meeting. I think this diýerence between assumed intellectó-=
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tuality and a bogus respectability, and the fustian. rustic
attitude of the Social Democrats, represented the difference
between socialism, whether correctly understood or not, and
the respectable parliamentarism of the other factions.

I very soon broke with parliamentarism and began my
activities as an anti-parliamentarian. My sympathies were
with those who stood for direct-action, though I did not
always agree with their protest. I remember speaking once
for an S.D.F. branch in Regents Park. It was about the
time of some direct-action activity. an act of assassination
in Europe, by some alleged anarchist. It does not matter
now whether the person was actually an anarchist or not,
he claimed to be. His act represented a protest by the very
noor, the very downtrodden, against those who are estab-
lished in wealth and in high position. I do not agree, and
I did not agree. when a person sets himself up as prosecutor.
iury and public "executioner, as obviously the man who
engaged in political assassination sets himself up to occupy
all three positions in one person. To me, that savours of
dictatorship. I remember this meeting, because the speaker
before me went out of his way to denounce the Anarchist.
He never analysed the position that made for this protest.
He never analysed the economic condition that pervaded the
misery of the man who was guilty of the act. He never
analysed the position of the people who were responsible
for judging him, nor the journalists who condemned him
merely for the sake of their bread and butter. He merely
went all out to denounce this representative of the poor who
had been guilty of this action. While I did not sympathise
with this action, I sympathised still less with the cant and
the humbug of the condemnation, and when I mounted the
S.D.F. platform I said so plainly and directly.

The result was a furor, and a great antagonism to me
for daring to express this point of view. Nevertheless, I
thought that an explanation of why a person commits an
get of direct action was due. Also, I thought the action
was less reprehensible than it seemed to be. though it was
reprehensible. because the poor who are guilty of such acts
of condemnation, by direct action, by assassination, were
after all defenders of their own rights, protesting against
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some great injustice. Their enemies took the chance of
using an entire state machinery. an economic power to
destroy them, and smilingly went their way feeling how good
they were, because they had killed nobody. Nevertheless.
the evidence is there of the existence of this method of
killing and crushing the lives of the people. When war
comes they rejoice in the thousands they send to their deaths.
Such humbug I do not understand and such humbug, as a
socialist, I condemn.

I remember that before I spoke as a Social Democrat
in favour of May Day, on May Day itself--that the previous
May Day I spoke as a boy preacher. My concept of
Christianity did not bother very much about whether Jesus
was god or not. indeed it resented the idea. My approach
historically towards this theological question was that of
Unitarianism, although the ýrst Unitarians were aristocrats
and too respectable for my liking. I felt that original
Christianity represented the revolt of the slaves and that it
represented the uprising of the masses against the masters.
From that point of view I viewed May Dav before I became
an actual socialist. There was a great deal of mystical error
in my approach and I donôt suppose I said much about the
immediate class struggle, but I do remember that I spoke
historically about the struggle of the common people and I
co-relatal that speech to the struggles of the peasants and
to the struggle of some of the historic events of the great
reformation and to the renaissance period.

Subsequently, I found myself mixing among the
anarchists. Here I found a note that gives birth to tonightôs
speech, and that has played a part in my thinking ever since.
I found mself among a small group of sectarians, mostly
non-English speaking, in the East End of London. Many
of their ideas I agreed with and much of their courage I
admired, but their great anti-Marxism, their severe criticism
of the materialistic conception of history, I did not under-
stand. These people were more anti-Marxist than they were
anti-capitalistic. They certainly preached direct action, but
even direct action can be reformist and tends to lead to trade
unionism, just as trade unions tend to become the basis of
parliamentarism. This fact in both stages of its develop-
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