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developed, the imprison- 
made over the workers’ 

industrial

%

the workers soldiers has

As the present war against Fascism has
menf of workers for absenteeism, the claims
lives by the Ministry of National Service, the plain
conscription of Fire Watching, reveal the actual servitude that war 
involves. Militarism is the natural enemy of working class struggle, 
and war is fatal to social emancipation, unless it develops into the 
tragedy of revolution. Such revolution is never one of thought, but 
the consequence of chaos and exhaustion.

This work indicts the Labour Governments of 1924 and 1929 as 
organised hypocrisy. Every worker knows that the speeches of 1915 
to 1923 had no relation to the behaviour in office of the men who made

3
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The preface to the first part of Socialism and Parliament explains • 
how this work becomes Part II. In revising the pamphlet issued in 
1928,1 have added much new material, including the “potted biography” 
notes. The purpose of this “biography ” is not to indict personally the 
persons mentioned. Some of their speeches and much of their conduct 
would merit great praise if only they had lasted the distance, and.not 
turned aside to pursue careerism. My real aim is to show how, grow­
ing adaptability to ideas of reformism, and a growing parliamentary 
sense of responsibility to capitalist institutions, transferred practising 
conscientious objectors of 1914-1918 into stern practising militarists V
in 1924, 1929-1931, and 1939—? The more convincing the parliamentary 
apology for such conduct under pressure of parliamentary and 
administrative necessity, the more thorough is the proletarian con­
demnation of parliamentarism, which, on the apologists’ own showing,

• • * * , Lc “ * . ,>• '.A •*-. .* - ’ i ’ • J

can function only In the interests of capitalist Imperialism. Neverthe­
less, the fact that the various Labour and I.L.P. members rose to the 
Treasury Benches—some passing into the National Government—owing 
to the first endorsement of their radical anti-inilitarfet and seemingly- 
Socialist views at the polls, proves that the democracy shared theii' 
radical sentimenits. As parliamentarians retreat from revolutionary 
views, they advance their careers as servants of capitalism, and finally 
pass into obscurity. John Burns did it and Snowden and Ramsay 
MacDonald emulated his example. One evidence of the anti-working 
class nature of militarism and parliamenitarty careerism, is the fact 
that, as the parliamentarians defend militarism, they attack also the 
workers for striking, proving that the driving force of careerism is 
servitude to capitalism. Who so would make
the outlook that would keep them serfs.
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to the Indians and Egyptians were far from
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late
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There are no small instalments of Socialism, here. Only

and Reparations destroyed the progress of 
and replaced Kaiserism with Fascism or

‘ ‘ I cannot honestly say we have made any change in the policy of the 
Government. ’ ’

the
encroachment of Imperialism and the assassination by its own leaders 
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messages
the matter of the disgraceful bombing operations in 

William Leach, war-time conscientious objector and 
of

MacDonald, as Foreign Minister in the first Labour Government, 
had Ponsonby for his assistant. Both had been members of the Union 
of Democratic Control, which aimed at the abolition of secret diplomacy 
and the control of foreign affairs by Parliament. In office, both played 
at secret diplomacy. One of the four cardinal points of the Union of %
Democratic Control was ;—

Yet, within six months of Labour being called to office,
Government agreed to give territory in Jubaland (East Africa) to 
Italian Government, presumably to obtain Mussolini’s support on 
subject of Reparations. The East African concession was preparing 
way for Italy’s

* 9
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Italian African
democracy in
Hitlerism.

the
the
the
the

ambitious designs on Abyssinia and dreams of an 
Empire :
Europe,

these speeches. They used the anti-militarist and progressive feelings 
of the democracy as implements with which to obtain power. The Leeds 
Convention was a kind of parliamentary blackmail, a threat of

♦ revolution unless the speakers became the Crown Ministers. Once 
in office, they evinced no desire to change the speed limit, and they kept 
faithfully to the old ruts.

Wheatley described his housing proposals, rightly, as “ real 
capitalism—an attempt to patch up a capitalist ordered society.” 
Wheatley began his career as a miner and lived in poverty. He died 
worth a few thousands and left his son an Advocate and his daughter 
a doctor. Parliamentarism gave his children a career. Notwithstand­
ing, his notorious safeguarding of his family tendencies, Wheatley had 
some principles. He rememebered the fact* of his poverty and he was *
not a happy apologist for capitalism. He had no wish for martyrdom 
but he did seek a social change. This contradiction in Wheatley’s

i

make-up explains the man. The result was that Ramsay MacDonald 
omitted him from the second Labour Government.

MacDonald's
democratic. In
Mesopotamia, William Leach, war-time conscientious objector 
peace-time Under Secretary for Air, confessed in the House 
Commons :

“ No province shall be transferred from one Government to another without 
the consent, by plebiscite or otherwise, of the population of such province.”



of. the Socialist Movement. If parliament is the way of Labour’s 
emancipation, the workers’ movement should take office, resolved 
never to surrender the keys of office, until the social-economic 
system has been transformed. This is not dictatorship but 
efficiency, democratic efficiency. Ramsay MacDonald and his Labour 
lieutenants, I.L.P. and otherwise, only played at democracy. They 
studiously and steadily outraged and mocked the working-class in its 
struggle 'towards freedom, and in its too trusting reliance on 
parliamentarism. Fascism did what the Socialist parliamentarians did 

f

not know how to do : used parliament to destroy all opposition whilst 
seizing power by force. In 1931, Ramsay MacDonald finally used 

• * \

Parliament to liquidate the Socialist Movement throughout Britain. He 
had been advancing to that achievement with the aid and the applause 
of the I.L.P. since before 1924. As is shown in the “ Introduction ” 
to my “life” of John MacLean (“ The Word” Library, 1st Series^ 
No. 3), that end was anticipated in the Socialist Review by Bruce 
Glasier. Not the attainment of Socialism, but the high capitalist 
honouring of MacDonald was foretold; and foretold accurately by a * • «
prophet who did not live to see his prophecy come true. The organised 
Labour Movement has marched the workers in circle formation round 
the fools’ parade. It is the aim of the present writer to bring this 
inglorious folly to an end. Hence this work.

9

As a matter of curiosity, I retain the 1928 Foreword.• . • *

It is only fair to recognise the splendid stand made against this 
war by Lord Ponsonby. With the Duke of Bedford he is an outstanding 
enemy of war, militarism, and oppression. Ponsonby’s Falsehood in 
War Time is a classic indictment, of war propaganda and pyschology. 

War seriously affects the rights of colonial workers, v If they are 
oppressed under capitalist peace (conditions, they are oppressed even 
more undei- the peculiar condition of war. Creech Jones has made a 
tremendous stand in the House of Commons for the native worker.

< • • • . •* • . • ■

In all references in this work to S.P., Part I., without any other 
explanation, the reference is to Socialism or Parliament, which is Part
I. of Socialism and Parliament.

As with Part I-, so with this part, owing to the paper situation, it 
has been necessary to set the text in very small print.

GUY A. ALDRED. 

Glasgow, July 1, 1942. 
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1928—FOREWORD
•w • - . ' • ’ . ’ ■ * . —' .1 ‘ < - X . • J ■
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A portion of this work, entitled “Labour in Office: J. Record” 
• ’ * • + , • * .• * • * r • / '

has been revised and enlarged from the pamphlet of that title, 
published in 1926. We have added two chapiters.

» . *

The original pamphlet was translated and published in German, in * -•- •
July, 1927, by the Kommunistische Arbeiter Zeitung. Another German 
translation of this pamphlet was published at the same time by the 
Proletarische Zeitgeist. The translations are quite distinct in the 
mattei* of style, but the record of facts is the same. And the facts 
alone matter.

The other portions of this pamphlet are revised from the columns 
of The Commune.

We issue this booklet as a companion pamphlet to Socialism or 
Parliament. It adds to the indictment found in that work without 
repeating any of the facts. Actually the two pamphlets should be 
issued as one work. ' .

We propose to follow up this work with a collection of Essays in 
Anti-Parliamentarism.

GUY A. ALDRED.
Glasgow, December 1, 1927. '
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Ramsay MacDonald entered upon his career as Prime Minister 
of Great Britain on January 22, 1924. On that date he became the 
first “Labour” Premier of Great Britain. His Government lasted for
288 days. It was defeated in the House of Commons on October 8 
and dissolved the next day. A General Election followed and Ramsay 
MacDonald resigned office on November 4. During its existence, the 
first “Socialist” Government proved itself to be an administration of 
pale pinks, conscious of the criminal folly of being too aggressively 
Socialistic, alive to .pie prestige of place, and sensitive to any sugges­
tion that political position should be used as the jumping off ground 
for working class power and struggle. Every member of this 
administration knew that the price of place was the surrender of 
Socialist power and the negation of the class struggle.

I t may be said that’some members, like F. W. Jowett, made a stand 
for Socialist anti-militarism or expressed unhappiness at compromise, 
like Wheatley. The result was that such heretics were dropped by 
MacDonald in 1929.

Following upon the resignation' of the first MacDonald adminis­
tration, was the miners’ struggle in 1925, and the General Strike of
1926. The workers were, betrayed on the political field by the par­
liamentarians in 1924, and on the industrial field by the grand debacle 
of 1926. The parliamentary traitors thereupon inaugurated a cam- 

' paign for a General Election and the return of a new Labour Govern­
ment. The collapse of the first Labour Government was made an 
excuse for Industrial Action or so-called, and only so-called, direct 
action. The betrayal of direct action was made the excuse for 
establishing a second Labonr Government. Such was the typical 
audacity of the careerists in the post-war years, in their pursuit of 

. place and pelf, and their calculated destraction of the organised 
working-class movement, to which they owed their careers, and to 
which they paid so much lip-service. The tragic failure of the miners' 
struggle; its gross sabotage by the Trade Union General Council and 
its parliamentary allies; the organised callous wearing down and 
undermining by the official leadership of the semi-general strike; 
the deliberate arrestment of the spontaneous enthusiasm and solidarity 
of workers outside the mining industry : * these were reasons for 
destroying Trade Unionism and Labour Parliamentarism. They were 
made grounds by the puerile Communist Party, the maudlin and in­
effectual I.L.P., and the corrupt Labour Parliamentarians, for 100» per
cent. Trade Unionism and intensified Parliamentarism. There were 
some differences as to the nature of its Reformisms, but it was agreed 
that what was wanted was a new Labour Government. Only the 
Second Labour Government was to be a Workers’ Government: a 
Workers’ Government functioning from Westminster, according to 
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SOCIALISM AND PARLIAMENT. Part II. 

these puerile Marxians, who chattered mystery from Marx, and 
answered experience with nonsense. It was pretended by the parlia­
mentarians that the men, who had betrayed the workers in the hour 
of crisis, on the industrial field, would serve the workers devotedly 

.4 * . » ■ *

and loyally, amid the temptations and corruptions of Capitalism, on 
the political field : which really means, in the parliamentary assembly 
or council of the ruling class.

The parliamentarians were assisted ably in this pretence by A. J. 
Cook, who owed his position as Miners’ Secretary to the activities of 
the Communist Party on his behalf. At a time of - supreme crisis, 
when Cook should have been challenged, the Communist Party defended 
him, and left his exposure to the Anti-Parliamentarians. Subsequently 
Cook denounced the Communist Party, and later, in April 1929, 
announced that the Prince of Wales had destroyed his Republicanism. 

As a consequence of the Parliamentary and Reformist Socialist 
Activity, the Baldwin Government was defeated, and the Second •  .
Socialist Government was elected in May 1929. This Government 
resigned on August 24, 1931. Following a cleavage in the Labour 
Cabinet, which had been the subject of much acrimonious discussion, 
MacDonald had lengthy interviews with Baldwin and Sir Herbert 
Samuel. He then drove to Buckingham Palace and was reappointed . 
Prime Minister. The National Government opened its Parliamentary 
proceedings on September 8, 1931, and was confirmed in office by an 
election on October 27 of that year. Ramsay MacDonald resigned the 
Premiership to Baldwin in June 1.935, but continued in the Cabinet, 
occupying Baldwin’s previous post of Lord President of the Council. 
His careerism had reduced the effectiveness of Labour Parliamentarism 
to zero. It was an epic of counter-revolutionary advance and working 
class sacrifice, a perfect study in cynicism, hypocrisy triumphant. 

Such a sinister record cannot be allowed to pass into the forgiveness 
of oblivion. Anti-Parliamentarians have something to say on a question 
of such import to the workers, who, some day, somehow, must bring 
into existence a Free Society. The importance of Labour Govern- 
mentalism under Capitalism, its Socialist integrity, and its worth to 
the workers’ struggle, are themes that the workers’ democracy must 
discuss. Here, without dogmatism, but with perfect frankness, is 
what Anti-Parliamentarians have to say.

a/ •
II. “ His Majesty’s Government ”

Britain’s first “Labour” Government was styled officially 
“HIS MAJESTY’S GOVERNMENT.

4 • Formed by Rt. Hon. J. Ramsay MacDonald, 
“January, 1924.”

It functioned no differently from ahy other Capitalist Government. 
It functioned to defend Capitalism, Imperialism, Monarchism, to per­
petuate the poverty and servitude of those who toil. It continued the 
foreign policy of the old Conservative regime, the policy of secret 
diplomacy, pacts, and intrigues. It made one symbolical departure, 
largely due to the character of one man, who was retired into obscurity 
subsequently. -
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