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My great grandparents George James Anstey (born on 10 March 
1882 in Cardiff) and Ann Jane Williams (born 26 March 1876 in 
Cardiff), known as George and Annie, who married on 30 August 
1903 at St Andrew’s Church in Cardiff, were heavily involved in the 
Labour movement right from its humble origins. The two main 
parties before Labour was founded in 1900 were the Conservatives 
(Unionists) and the Liberals, both of which were right wing and 
represented the interests of the wealthy, primarily land and property 
owners. There was another movement already operating in the late 
1800s called the ‘Co-operative (and Guilds) Movement’, which shared very 
similar views on how society should operate to the Labour Party, 
their main principle being the socialist doctrine of “common ownership of 
things essential to life with a fair distribution of the profits amongst the workers 
and greater equality for the working classes”.1 It was a failed strike in August 
1900 by the ‘Amalgamated Society of Railway Servants’ in Taff Vale in 
Glamorgan (coincidentally, the railway company where George later 
worked and his father Thomas Henry already worked), combined 
with a later (extremely unjust) House of Lords decision outlawing 
strike action, which gave impetus to the establishment of the Labour 
Party in 1900.2 

 
1 The political doctrine of both Conservatives and Liberal parties, on the other 
hand, was capitalist, being that “land, capital, machines, plants, railways and finance should 
be privately owned, with any profits accruing to the owners of said asset”. 
2 The Labour Party to which George and Annie were connected was effectively a 
means for the trade union movement to establish political representation for itself 
in Parliament, and therefore to begin to try and provide legal protections to the 
poor, who in the early 1900s were treated extremely unfairly, with no form of social 
safety net whatsoever. There was no National Health Service, no unemployment 
benefit and no pensions; housing was inadequate, woeful, cramped, unsanitary and 
shoddily maintained, with few rights for tenants against the landlords. There were 
extremely limited employee rights; in short, the political landscape, having been run 
by the wealthy for the wealthy for generations, was exceptionally biased against the 
poor, non property-owning working class. In the early years, political progress was 
slow, mainly because the class of people who the Labour Party represented was in 
large part ineligible to vote (voting was restricted to the landed and property 
owning classes). The 1900 General Election saw Labour win a measly two seats in 



Annie had been politically active in the Cardiff Co-operative 
Movement before the Labour Party was even founded, and she 
introduced George to it in 1903, around the time that they married. 
Indeed, Annie was well known in South Wales as a Co-operator and 
Labourite; she was also the first Secretary of the Llandaff Branch of 
the ‘Railway Women’s Guild’. George and Annie’s political careers really 
began to take off in 1913, when George was offered a position at the 
Head Office in London of the newly formed National Union of 
Railwaymen. Annie continued with the Co-operative Movements, 
joining the ‘Royal Arsenal Co-operative Society’ and later the ‘Tooting 
Women’s Guild’; during World War One, she also helped found both 
the ‘Wandsworth Labour Party’ and the ‘Balham and Tooting Labour Party’.  
 
The 1918 General Election, held just after cessation of hostilities in 
World War One, produced a much stronger showing from the now 
flourishing Labour Party, winning 57 seats and 21% of the popular 
vote; for the first time, the Labour Party was a real political force to 
be reckoned with (George and Annie must have been truly delighted, 
having been involved in its rise right from its humble beginnings 
twenty years earlier).3 By this time they were settled in Norwood; 
Annie continued with her Guild activities, founding the ‘Kennington 
Park Guild’ and the ‘Camberwell Green Guild’, while George continued 
to rise through the trade union ranks, attaining the position of 
‘Cashier to the Railwaymen’s Approved Society’. 
  

 
Parliament; by 1906, their lot was improving, winning 29 seats in that election (but 
still the fourth placed party) and by 1910 it had increased again to 42 seats. One of 
the Labour Party’s first major political victories was in 1906, when they helped get 
the ‘Trade Dispute Act 1906’ passed in Parliament, effectively reversing the Taff Vale 
House of Lords decision. 
3 World War One really shook things up politically on a national scale. Millions of 
men returning from the battlefields of Europe, having risked their lives defending 
the British Empire, were demanding a say in how their country was run. The 
‘Representation of the People Act 1918’ widened suffrage by abolishing practically all 
property qualifications for men and granting all males over the age of 21 the right 
to vote; in addition, women over 30 with certain qualifications were granted the 
vote. The effect of this was to immediately increase to size of the electorate from 
around eight million (mainly wealthy land and property owners) before the war to 
around 22 million in 1918, with around 43% of the electorate being women. Of 
course, the vast majority of this newly created electorate was working class, and the 
Labour Party was their natural bedfellow. 
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Figure 1: Annie (standing centre front) addressing a Women’s Co-operative 

Guild meeting in the 1930s. 
 



UK Political Situation 1922-1924 
 
The period from 1922 to 1924 was quite an extraordinary time in 
British politics, with no fewer than three General Elections, and the 
reasons behind this political turmoil hugely influenced George’s 1924 
Election Campaign (as a national candidate and representative of the 
Labour Party, George was obliged to promote and fight for their 
policies, regardless of his personal opinions). As such, a brief 
background summary is useful at this point. 
 
The 1922 General Election held on 15 November 1922 was 
uneventful enough, easily won by the Conservatives with 344 seats, 
giving them an overall working majority in Parliament. However, 
Labour’s performance was noteworthy in that not only did they 
improve on their 1918 performance by winning 142 seats and 30% of 
the popular vote, but for the first time in history they had overtaken 
the Liberal Party to become the second placed party (a trend which 
to this day has not been reversed). Only 209 days into his term of 
office, the Conservative Prime Minister Andrew Bonar Law fell ill 
and resigned, replaced as Prime Minister by his colleague Stanley 
Baldwin. Even though Baldwin had a comfortable working majority 
and could easily have waited another four years until the next 
Election, he decided he wanted to receive a mandate from the 
people, so he called the 1923 General Election on 6 December 1923. 
His gambit badly backfired however, for the Conservatives won only 
258 seats (not enough for a majority in the House of Commons); 
Labour continued their rise with 191 seats and the Liberals won 158.  
 
Stanley Baldwin continued as Prime Minister with his minority 
Conservative Government for a few weeks, but when Herbert 
Asquith, the Liberal Party leader, announced that the Liberals would 
not support the Conservatives, Baldwin had no choice but to resign. 
The Liberal Party formed a coalition with the Labour Party (between 
them, they had a working majority) and so on 22 January 1924 
Ramsey McDonald became the first ever Labour Prime Minister, 
though the Labour Party were still entirely dependent on Liberal 
support in order to govern. Practically speaking, given that Labour’s 
and Liberal’s political views and agendas were almost polar opposite, 
the Labour Party was able to get very little of the legislation it would 
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like through Parliament; indeed one of the only major pieces of 
legislation that did pass was ‘Wheatley’s Housing Act’, which became 
law in August 1924 and which was mentioned frequently by George 
during his campaign.  
 
One of the issues that continually dogged the Labour party in its early 
years was the fact that socialism (to which the Labour Party adhered) 
and communism are quite closely related, and in the early 1920s the 
British electorate was rightly fearful of any possible communist 
threat. Revolution was rife throughout the world (in fact, one of the 
principal reasons all men over 21 were given the vote in 1918 was 
because of the fear of revolution in Britain). There were Socialist 
Governments in both France and Germany, but it was the Russian 
Revolution, and the takeover of that country by the Communist 
Bolsheviks, that shook the first ever Labour Government to its core 
and caused its swift demise. The Conservative and Liberal parties 
were well aware of the political advantage that could be gained by 
tarring the Labour Party with the ‘communist’ label, and that is 
precisely what they did. One of the first acts of the McDonald 
Labour Government was in February 1924, when Ramsey McDonald 
informed Parliament that the UK was to recognise the Bolshevik 
Communist regime in Russia, sign a Treaty with them, and guarantee 
a loan to the Bolsheviks. This in itself was not such a big deal, but 
when combined with what happened next, it caused a problem that 
mushroomed until it toppled the Labour Government.  
 
On 25 July 1924 there appeared a new issue of ‘Workers Weekly’, a 
newspaper of the Communist Party of Great Britain, in which the 
editor J. R. Campbell published a provocative ‘Open Letter to the 
Fighting Forces’ urging the members of the British Military not to fight, 
but instead to line up with their fellow workers and turn their 
weapons on their oppressors. On 6 August 1924, it was announced in 
the House of Commons that the Attorney General was 
recommending the editor J. R. Campbell to be charged with 
incitement to mutiny under the ‘Incitement to Mutiny Act 1797’. 
However, on 13 August 1924, the Labour Government inexplicably 
forced the charges to be withdrawn. This was a catastrophic decision 
which, combined with the earlier recognition of the Communist 
Bolsheviks and loan guarantees to them, made it a simple matter for 



the Conservatives and Liberals to unite against the common enemy 
Labour, who were “obviously under the control of extremists and 
communists”. Without the backing of the Liberals, the Ramsey 
McDonald Labour Government was a sitting duck, so on 8 October 
1924 a vote of no confidence passed in Parliament, and Ramsey 
McDonald had no option but to resign. Yet another General Election 
was called, to be held on Wednesday 29 October 1924, the third in 
two years. 
 
George’s 1924 UK General Election Campaign 
 
At the beginning of October 1924, George probably would have 
scoffed at the very idea that he would have been running for 
Parliament only a few weeks later, but sometimes life springs these 
extraordinary surprises, and this was one such time. The constituency 
in which George fought was Lambeth, Norwood in South London, 
henceforth referred to simply as Norwood, and as soon as the 
General Election was called, the search to find suitable candidates to 
contest this seat began. Norwood was staunchly Conservative, having 
been easily won by that party in every election since its establishment 
as a constituency in 1885; the candidate they chose was the 
formidable Walter Greaves-Lord, who had first won the Norwood 
seat in 1922, winning 61% of the popular vote, then again in 1923, 
romping home with around 50% of the popular vote. The Liberal 
Party decided to play politics and not field a candidate (in order not 
to split the right-wing vote); the ‘Brixton Free Press’, a right-wing 
newspaper, applauded this decision, reporting:  
 

“it is not known why the Liberals did not field a candidate [in Norwood] 
but it is understood that it was for purely patriotic reasons and for that they 
are to be congratulated, for they are Englishmen first and party men next”. 

 
As for the Labour Party, the natural choice was the candidate who 
contested the 1923 General Election, William Hodgson; however he 
declined to run to due ill-health. As such, on 14 October 1924, at a 
meeting chaired by G. S. Clarke, George was officially adopted by the 
Labour Party as their candidate for Norwood. On accepting the 
position, George stated: 
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“As far as I am concerned it will be a clean fight. My opponent and his 
supporters are entitled to his and their opinions which they claim to be right, 
while we on our part claim that our opinions are right. I shall fight upon 
measures and principles, and there will be no question of personality at all”. 

 
George’s adoption as Labour Party candidate was picked up by no 
lesser a newspaper than the right-wing ‘Daily Telegraph’, which 
reported:  
 

“It is admitted in Unionist quarters that the Labour Party have chosen a 
very strong candidate in Mr G. Anstey, a local man who probably will poll 
more votes than any of his Labour predecessors. Norwood embraces 
considerable working class areas and the advice given by Unionists is that 
the duty of every supporter of Walter Greaves-Lord is to vote”.4  

 
So George had only fifteen days from his adoption by the Labour 
Party as their candidate to the actual Norwood Election; as such, his 
campaign needed to begin immediately. I am very fortunate in being 
able to give a detailed account of his campaign, in the main thanks to 
his scrapbook, which was given to me by his granddaughter Jane 
Davey in late 2014. Inside this scrapbook, George kept innumerable 
press clippings of the various twists and turns of his campaign, and it 
is from these clippings that the bulk of the below story is extracted. 
 
One of both candidates’ first tasks was to find a top level party 
executive to provide a letter of endorsement for their candidature. 
Walter Greaves-Lord’s endorsement came straight from the top, 
from Stanley Baldwin himself, the Leader of the Conservative Party. 
George’s endorsement came from James Henry Thomas, who at the 
time was in the Cabinet of Ramsey McDonald’s Labour Government 
as Secretary of State for the Colonies; additionally, he was General 
Secretary of the National Union of Railwaymen. 
  

 
4 The Daily Telegraph gave George credit for something he was not (a “local” man); 
George and Annie had only arrived in Norwood six years previously, and not only 
were they not Londoners, they weren’t even English! 



 
Figure 2: The first of two souvenir posters of George’s 1924 Campaign – 

this was the front page of his Election Brochure. 
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Figure 3: The second of two souvenir posters of George’s 1924 Campaign; 

this one hangs proudly on my wall to this day. 
 



 
Figure 4: George (second from right) on Nomination Day, 18 October 

1924. The other individuals in the photo are unknown. 
 
As such, an endorsement from a man of his stature would certainly 
have been beneficial to George’s campaign, and it was duly provided, 
stating:  
 

“Having known Mr G. J. Anstey, the Labour Candidate, for a number of 
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years, I have no hesitation in recommending him to the electors of the 
Norwood Division of London as being a man of ability and character, and 
well fitted to champion the cause of Labour in Parliament.  
Signed J. H. Thomas.”  

 
Next came ‘Nomination Day’ on 18 October 1924, when both 
candidates formally presented themselves at Lambeth Town Hall in 
Brixton. The glorious photo in Figure 4 was taken at that momentous 
occasion, surely one of the proudest moments of George’s life. 
However, with the election only ten days away there was no time to 
waste, so immediately after the formalities had been completed, both 
candidates threw themselves into their respective election campaigns. 
 
George and Annie spent the afternoon of Nomination Day on a 
whirlwind of open-air meetings at Mayall Road, Rushcroft Road, 
Bloom Grove, Hinton Road and Loughborough Junction, then in the 
evening came the first ‘official’ campaign event at Rosendale Road 
School Hall.5 Labour Party helpers had been active all day decorating 
the Hall with Labour Election paraphernalia. Both George and Annie 
addressed the fairly large crowd; Annie focused on appealing to the 
women voters to do the right thing and vote Labour. George gave a 
rather generalised opening speech to his campaign, summarising the 
Labour Government’s achievements whilst in office, and the policies 
on which he would base his candidacy. A section of George’s address 
was as follows:  
 

“I think any reasonable minded person will agree that in view of the 
majority we could only put things forward, but there was not much likelihood 
of getting them through. No doubt the first thing Mr McDonald took in 
hand was the improvement in this country’s condition in international 
affairs, and it is pretty well admitted by all parties that he has been very 
successful. I think it is absolutely necessary that the Labour Party should go 
back with a good working majority to complete the things we have started, 
particularly the question of widows pensions, old age pensions, disarmament, 
equal franchise for women and work in connection with the League of 
Nations, of which I am a strong supporter. We want to open up the trade of 

 
5 Most of both candidates’ meetings throughout the campaign were held in school 
halls, presumably because the schools were owned by the London County Council 
(LCC) and could be utilised at short notice. 



the world, especially with regard to Russia, because we feel it would enable a 
large proportion of our unemployed to secure work. It is necessary for Labour 
to be returned to get on with the work and deal with those who have control 
of the supplies and prevent them from exploiting the needs of the people…It 
is most essential that we should be returned to power with a good majority so 
that we may continue our good work for the restoration of the industrial and 
economic peace of the whole of Europe. The world is watching Great Britain, 
and evidence of this is afforded by the fact that Germany, France and Italy 
are willing to agree to a 48 hour working week if Great Britain gives the 
lead…the Labour Party are anxious to go forward with Mr Wheatley’s 
scheme, for conditions in the Herne Hill district and other parts of Norwood 
are very bad. We are out to get a house for every family.” 

 
There was certainly a mutual respect between the two candidates. In 
one of his speeches, Walter Greaves-Lord paid George a great 
compliment, stating:  
 

“I am on most friendly terms with Mr Anstey and I hope his supporters will 
follow the example of the Labour candidate and conduct themselves as he 
does”.  

 
Coincidentally, Walter Greaves-Lord had previously agreed in June 
1924 to speak at the West Norwood Brotherhood Freemasons Lodge 
on 19 October 1924. Of course, when this was arranged nobody had 
an inkling that the date agreed would be mid-election campaigning. 
The Freemasons (to which both George and Walter Greaves-Lord 
belonged) are a non-political organisation; in fact, speeches of a 
political nature are forbidden at their meetings. So in the interests of 
political neutrality, George and Walter Greaves-Lord were invited to 
share the platform. Walter Greaves-Lord’s speech was entitled ‘The 
Elimination of Waste’ and he ended his speech saying that “neither I nor 
Mr Anstey will tolerate any unfriendly criticism. We hold different views, but each 
of us is doing our best as we think for our country”. After the speech, George 
proposed the votes of thanks and congratulated Greaves-Lord for his 
“very excellent speech”. He then continued:  
 

“I appeal to the members of the Brotherhood on behalf of both Mr Greaves-
Lord and myself in these anxious days to think about what you are doing. 
We hold different views, but we both have at heart the welfare of the country 
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and the welfare of the people. I would like to thank the Brotherhood for the 
opportunity of standing together on your platform”.  

 
After the relative calm of Sunday 19 October 1924, it was back to 
election campaigning, and George had a hectic and nonstop series of 
meetings planned, running right up to Election Day itself. In addition 
to the night-time meetings, there were numerous open-air meetings 
during the daytime too. The evening meeting at Gypsy Road School 
on Monday 20 October 1924 was well attended, with both George 
and Annie speaking. In George’s address, he stated:  
 

“I am much encouraged by the meetings. We are going to win and the other 
people know it. There are a large number of voters who did not come out last 
time and I ask them to come forward and help to return a Labour 
Government in order that we might be able to get on with the work we have 
started. The people who controlled the wealth of this country wanted to get to 
power again, and if they did they intended to have a Coalition. We do not 
want that after the record of Labour in the House of Commons”.  

 
Annie’s speech was aimed squarely at female voters; she said  
 

“if there is a Labour Government we are going to have peace in Europe, 
whereas if you return the other people you will have no peace and mothers do 
not want their sons taken away. I appeal to mothers to vote Labour to see 
that Labour had the opportunity to give your children an equal chance”. 

 
That same evening, over at St Jude’s, Railton Road, Herne Hill, 
Walter Greaves-Lord was continuing to stab at Labour’s weakness –     
Russia. In his speech, he stated:  
 

“The dropped Campbell prosecution says the Government chose dissolution 
rather than inquiry, which would have given the truth. The article suggested 
the men of the Army and Navy should be untrue to the oath they had taken 
and they should commit mutiny on their own country. That is the best and 
surest way to bring about revolution and the public can see how serious it is. 
The public probably remember the beginning of the Russian Revolution 
during one of the most critical periods of the War. If the fight had been kept 
going a little longer along the Russian Front, Germany would have had to 
give in before she did, and hundreds of thousands of British soldiers’ lives 



would have been saved. Extreme revolutionaries were sent there in order that 
Britain would be defeated by Germany. The revolution in Russia was 
brought about by the establishment of just those methods that Campbell was 
trying to initiate in this country…On the Russian Treaty, I cannot 
understand the attitude of the Government, for if there was one thing the 
British working man had always stood against it had been tyranny, and I 
cannot imagine them sending their money to those who were trying to crush 
the life out of the Russian people. Russia had always been a Christian 
country, but no child was now able to be taught the Christian religion 
throughout Russia, and they were the sort of people the Government were 
prepared to make terms with, and they had been trying to bring over teachers 
to teach in the schools in this country. Before Russia had any of our money 
surely the proper thing to do was to insist on them paying the debts they 
already owed. Russia could take the money and spend it how she liked, 
while all the time she was owing hundreds of millions of pounds. The issue in 
this election is socialism which threatens the present industrial system.”  

 
It really was too easy for Walter Greaves-Lord, for what he was 
saying was basically true; Labour’s pro-Russia stance was political 
suicide. Even though it was an indefensible policy, Labour, through 
their own incompetence (and hence George, through no fault of his 
own), were stuck defending it. Walter Greaves-Lord had no need to 
promote Conservative issues or conduct an election campaign to 
actively try to win the Norwood seat; he merely had to continue 
prodding at Labour’s weaknesses and deficiencies, and let the 
electorate come to their own inevitable conclusion. In fairness, 
George did at least attempt to put a positive gloss on the Russian 
issue, mentioning it occasionally in his speeches; he had no choice in 
fact, he couldn’t ignore it. The main thrust of George’s, and I 
presume the Labour Party’s, argument was to highlight the economic 
benefit the Russian loan would bring; the following extract from a 
speech made by George in a meeting during the week before the 
General Election provides the thrust of the argument:  
 

“A loan to Russia will prove of great advantage to Britain for the reason it 
will help put our industries up on their feet. Russia is an agricultural 
country badly in need of agricultural machinery, which this country can 
supply. They want manufactured goods and in return they can give us corn 
and other grain. I believe the principal reason why Conservatives and 
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Liberals are not in favour of the loan is because they cannot make enough 
profit out of it, unlike the loan to Germany where Germany is paying at 
least 7 ¾ per cent interest for her loan, and thus in 15 years they will pay 
for the use of the money three times over the amount lent. Russia cannot 
afford such interest for a loan and therefore British financiers will not help it 
forward – they only think of filling their pockets. The loan to Russia will 
speedily do away with unemployment in this country which is chiefly to be 
found amongst men who were previously employed in the export trades of this 
country. The Labour Party are out to break up the rings and trusts which 
are holding the public in the hollow of their hand and victimising them at 
every turn”.  

 
However, the retorts from Walter Greaves-Lord were relentless:  
 

“Let us be abundantly clear that the Bolsheviks are not to be trusted and 
guaranteeing a loan to them means the British taxpayer will be on the hook 
once they default. We will have no truck with the Bolshevist Government in 
Russia; the UK should not ratify a treaty with men who have the Russian 
nation by the throat. Ramsey McDonald refused the Russian request for a 
loan in June 1924 but under pressure from extremists in his party promised 
the guarantee of the British taxpayers”.  

 
The campaigns of both parties continued pretty much in the same 
vein during the final week, however on 25 October 1924, just four 
days before Polling Day, yet another ‘Communist and Russia’ linked 
disaster befell the Labour Party. In September 1924, MI5 had 
intercepted a letter signed by Grigory Zinoviev, chairman of the 
‘Comintern’ in the Soviet Union. In the letter, British Communists 
were urged to promote revolution through acts of sedition; MI6 
believed it to be genuine. It was agreed by all parties that the letter 
should be kept secret, but then on 25 October 1924 it was leaked, 
and published by the ‘Times’ and the ‘Daily Mail’, both right-wing 
newspapers. The timing of the leak could not have been worse for 
George, bringing the Campbell Case and Russian Treaty issues right 
to the front of electors minds once again.  
 



On the final weekend of campaigning (25 and 26 October 1924), the 
Labour Party in Norwood made one final push to convince electors 
to vote for George, with the publication of a four page Election 
Brochure reiterating Labour policies. The front page is a magnificent 
souvenir of George’s 1924 Election Campaign, which can be seen in 
Figure 2. Inside the brochure appeared a personal message to the 
voters from George, and a recap of the policies that the Labour Party 
stood for. The contents are as follows:  
 
FELLOW CITIZENS, In the past when appealing for your support, the 
Labour Party has only been able to offer you an alternative programme to those 
placed before you by the elder parties. Today that handicap has vanished for all 
time. Since the General Election of last December, Labour has been in office but 
not in power. In spite of this handicap, I contend and I think rightly so, never has 
a Government rendered nobler services to the commonwealth of all peoples. In every 
sphere of its activities some measure of success has been attained. 
Foreign Policy: The Foreign Policy of the Government, so ably directed by Mr 
Ramsey McDonald, has once again restored the prestige of this Country, and 
added respect and consideration to his advice in the Councils of Nations. Here 
indeed are the foundations of a fairer and nobler civilisation. Do you intend to 
allow the opponents of Labour to find the means to wreck this before full 
completion, and have the hopes, not only of this country, but of the whole world, 
dashed to a dangerous despair? The men of war cannot afford to see the men of 
peace succeed – hence this struggle. Labour governs too well. 
The Russian Treaties: These Treaties, now awaiting ratification, open up a new 
era of prosperity. For the fishing industry alone, over 4,000 additional square 
miles of sea will become available to British trawlers. By the guarantee of a loan 
(probably £30 million) the wheels of commerce in some of our most depressed 
industries would be set in motion and secure in return the corn from the Russian 
granaries, and thus render the Country independent of the American corn trusts. 
This loan is only necessary because of the war-mongering folly of the Lib-Tory 
Coalition that spent £100,000,000 on destroying the Russian markets – money 
squandered without the consent of either the electors or even Parliament. 
The League of Nations: Whilst recognising certain imperfections in the League, 
there is within the organisation the greatest possibility of national differences being 
settled by peaceful arbitration instead of brute force, and for that reason it has my 
whole-hearted support. 
The Housing Problem: Our opponents, who could only build houses sufficient to 
meet a quarter of the current depreciation, cannot await the results of Mr 
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Wheatleys Housing Scheme, which includes i) houses to let at low rents; ii) a 
separate dwelling for every family in the land; and iii) a continuous policy of slum 
clearances, and in addition a scheme for the prevention of profiteering in building 
material, and a continuity of employment for all engaged in the building trades. 
Unemployment: This problem cannot be solved within the existing social system 
with a minority taking more out of the industry than the service they render 
warrants, and the vast masses receiving only a pittance relative to the services they 
give. I most emphatically claim that the Labour Party has materially lessened the 
worst hardship that has befallen the poorest of our fellow, and I heartily support 
the progressive nationalisation of the land and all essential industries, the erection 
of national power stations, and the continuance of the schemes that were being 
organised by the Government as necessary steps towards the solution of this 
domestic tragedy. 
Education: I stand definitely for equality of opportunity for every child. This policy 
has been started. The Government has insisted upon smaller classes, larger 
number of qualified teachers, new schools, more secondary schools and full 
maintenance for the poorer children – all practical steps towards Labour’s ideals. 
To the Women: I appeal especially to the women to carefully and conscientiously 
consider (no matter what side you have given your support in the past) the Labour 
Government’s great work for international peace, its reduction of food taxes 
(partly nullified by greedy profiteers), its education policy and a general progressive 
programme of social reorganisation. 
In conclusion, I appeal to you, in all sincerity and earnestness to cast your vote at 
the coming election, for the cause that will lead to the Socialist Commonwealth in 
which there will be an opportunity for the Brotherhood of Man to conquer hate 
and strife – the twin demons of mammon.  
I remain, Yours Sincerely, Geo . J. Anstey”. 
 
Election Day 1924 
 
On Election Day itself, Wednesday 29 October 1924, the result was a 
foregone conclusion. Even George in his wildest dreams could not 
have really believed that the result would have been anything but an 
overwhelming victory for the Conservatives and Walter Greaves-
Lord (for the record, Walter Greaves-Lord polled 22,178 votes to 
George’s 8,927). On hearing the results, which were read out by the 
Mayor, Walter Greaves-Lord expressed his thanks to the Town Clerk 
for the excellence of the arrangements in connection with the 
election in Norwood. He added: 



“The spirit of the contest has been that of a straight, clean fight, and I 
thank Mr Anstey and his supporters for their courtesy”.  

 
George also spoke, putting a positive spin on the result, saying: 
 

“Labour, as well as Mr Greaves-Lord, have won, because we have nearly 
doubled our vote compared to the last election. I am quite satisfied and eager 
for the next fight. Labour will keep nibbling at them. All we have to do 
whatever party we belong to, is to see to it that England is made a country 
for the people”. 

 
In truth, the 1924 UK General Election was not democracy’s finest 
hour, but the fight for Norwood was an exception, in that it was 
fought in an honourable manner by both candidates. Neither George 
nor Walter Greaves-Lord could control what was occurring on the 
national or international stage, but they could at least ensure that their 
personal conduct was impeccable. It is evident that throughout the 
campaign, there was much mutual respect between Walter Greaves-
Lord and George; even the right-wing press were in agreement that 
George had conducted himself in a completely professional and 
honourable manner during the campaign, a credit to both the Labour 
Party and our family name. Bravo George! 
 
1931 General Election Background  
  
Seven years after George’s valiant but ultimately unsuccessful effort 
to become a Member of Parliament for Labour in Norwood, the 
Ansteys once again embarked on the same quest; this time however it 
was Annie’s turn. Once again, as in 1924, to gain a full appreciation 
of Annie’s election journey, it is necessary to understand the national 
and international circumstances at the time, for the 1931 General 
Election (and hence Annie’s campaign) was dominated by issues 
which were completely outside of her control.6  
 
After the 1924 General Election, the Conservatives governed for the 
full term of office from 1924 to 1929, at which time there was 

 
6 In a similar manner to George in 1924, Annie spent her campaign defending and 
promoting issues and policies on behalf of the Labour Party that would surely not 
have been the focus of her campaign had she been given the choice. 
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another General Election fought on 30 May 1929. It is not known 
why neither George nor Annie contested Norwood in the 1929 
General Election; research on that point is still ongoing. W. O’Brien 
Reeves fought on behalf of Labour but the result was the same, with 
Walter Greaves-Lord winning the seat of Norwood for the fourth 
time with just over half of the popular vote. Nationally, however, the 
1929 General Election was a huge swing from Conservative to 
Labour, so much so that for the first time ever the Labour Party 
actually won the General Election, though still without an overall 
majority.7 So, as in 1924, Labour in 1929 set about governing the 
country as a minority government under Prime Minister Ramsey 
McDonald, with support from the Liberal Party. Six months later, the 
1929 Wall Street Crash occurred, which caused the world economy to 
plunge into the Great Depression. At the time, the pound was on the 
Gold Standard, so one of the Government’s main tasks was to 
balance the budget.  
 
Matters came to a head in August 1931, when it became apparent 
that if the Labour Government did not do so, then sterling would 
collapse, exacerbating the world’s economic woes. A multi-party 
committee, made up primarily of actuaries, accountants, and bankers, 
produced a report with proposals urging drastic measures, including a 
massive cut in unemployment benefits. The Labour Cabinet was split 
on these proposals, with a significant minority (led by Arthur 
Henderson) refusing to accept the cuts. At a meeting of the Cabinet 
on 20 August 1931, Arthur Henderson argued that rather than do 
what the bankers wanted, Labour should hand over the responsibility 
of Government to the Conservatives and Liberals, and leave office as 
a united party. It was obvious to Ramsey McDonald that the Labour 
Party was not going to agree, so on 24 August 1931 he went to see 
King George V offering his resignation.  
 
However, the King instead asked Ramsey McDonald to head a 
‘National Government’ of all parties to steer the country through the 
economic crisis. Ramsey McDonald accepted, and brought three of 
the Labour Cabinet with him to the National Government Cabinet. 
So on 24 August 1931, a National Government of all major parties 

 
7 Labour won 287 seats, up 136; Conservatives won 260 seats, down 152 and the 
Liberals won 59 seats, up 19. 



was formed with a Cabinet of ten, chosen from the three parties 
(four from Labour, four from the Conservatives and two from the 
Liberal Party). The impact in the House of Commons was immediate; 
all but fourteen of the Labour MPs refused to stand by Ramsey 
McDonald and went into Opposition. The Labour Party, now led by 
Arthur Henderson, was furious at what was seen as Ramsey 
McDonald’s betrayal of Labour ideals and act of treachery in joining 
with the ‘enemy’ parties, and so on 26 September 1931 the Labour 
Party National Executive voted to expel all Labour Party members of 
the National Government, including Prime Minister Ramsey 
MacDonald. The practical reality of this decision was that the Labour 
Party had split in two parties; the ‘Labour Party’ led by Arthur 
Henderson (to which George or Annie belonged) with the backing of 
the overwhelming majority of Labour MPs in the House of 
Commons, and ‘National Labour’ headed by Ramsey McDonald, a 
part of the National Government, with the support of only a handful 
of Labour MPs.  
 
Given the political upheaval, the National Government, under 
pressure from the Conservatives, called for a General Election to 
gain approval from the electorate for the new political setup. Hence, 
Parliament was dissolved on 8 October 1931 to prepare for the 1931 
General Election to be held on 27 October 1931. The impending 
General Election caused the Liberal Party to split into ‘National 
Liberal’ and ‘Liberal’ parties due to their inability to agree on whether 
they should support or oppose the National Government at the 
General Election. 
 
So finally, the 1931 General Election had a very unusual make-up of 
parties; there were effectively only two choices for the elector at the 
ballot box. On one side were the parties collectively fighting under 
the National Government flag, namely the Conservatives led by 
Stanley Baldwin, the National Labour party of Ramsey McDonald 
and the National Liberal party led by John Simon. On the other side, 
against the National Government, were the Labour Party led by 
Arthur Henderson (including Annie), and the remains of the Liberal 
Party, led by Herbert Samuel and David Lloyd George.8 The National 

 
8 The National Government, being a united force, only fielded one candidate in 
each constituency (the candidate chosen being the strongest of all the possible 
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Government’s campaign was based around the principle that the 
National Government had been formed in haste in August 1931 to 
meet a swiftly approaching crisis. They had stopped the borrowing, 
steadied the economy and balanced the budget; furthermore, they 
proposed a comprehensively national government to continue the 
work undertaken thus far, and wanted a mandate from the people.  
 
The Labour Party’s campaign under Arthur Henderson (including 
Annie) was to basically oppose everything the National Government 
stood for, even going so far as opposing spending cuts that they 
themselves had agreed to whilst in Government before the Labour 
Party split. The Labour Party manifesto was criticised across the 
board; in fact it was so extreme that none other than Philip Snowdon 
(who only two months earlier had been the Labour Chancellor) 
described it as “Bolshevism run mad”. Given these circumstances, it is 
evident that Annie (just like George in 1924) never stood a chance in 
the 1931 Norwood Election, through no fault of her own. However, 
she gave it her best shot, as we shall now see. 
 
Annie’s 1931 Election Campaign 
 
Once again, I am very fortunate in being able to give a fairly detailed 
account of Annie’s 1931 Election journey thanks to George’s 
scrapbook, in which he kept press clippings of her campaign, and it is 
from these clippings that the bulk of the below story is extracted. The 
choice of candidate for the National Government to contest the seat 
in Norwood in 1931 must have taken all of ten seconds to decide; it 
was of course Walter Greaves-Lord, the same gentleman who beat 
George in 1924. If Greaves-Lord was a formidable candidate then, he 
was surely now unbeatable with the might of the National 
Government behind him. In addition, he had been knighted, so he 
was now referred to as the even more imposing Sir Walter Greaves-
Lord.  
 
The Labour Party candidate was not so clear-cut. W. O’Brien Reeves, 
the 1929 Norwood candidate, was unable to contest the seat, so the 

 
candidates from each party in the National Government), so the overwhelming 
majority of constituency battles in the 1931 General Election were straight fights 
between the National Government and Labour. 



Norwood Labour Party Committee had chosen Councillor William 
Hunter as his replacement. However on 9 October 1931, an 
emergency meeting of the Norwood Divisional Labour Party was 
called, where a letter from Councillor Hunter was read, stating that 
he could no longer stand due to “circumstances beyond his control”. So at 
the emergency meeting there was a difficult decision to make, namely 
should Labour field a candidate, and if so who?9 Eventually, the 
decision to field a candidate was taken, and Annie was chosen. I can 
only imagine that this must have come as a complete shock to her, 
for she was not even at the meeting when the decision was made. 
The committee had to continue with other business until Annie could 
be contacted, and had made her way to the meeting some time later, 
to be officially informed of their decision. Of course when Annie did 
arrive she was delighted and honoured, and on accepting the 
candidacy, she said:  
 

“I thank the members of the Committee for the confidence shown in me. I 
will not let the Labour Party down and I will endeavor to make the fight 
harder if possible than any yet fought in Norwood. I am glad the Labour 
Party has decided to participate in the Election, because this Election, more 
than any previous Election, is an occasion in which the electors should be 
given an opportunity to express a very definite opinion…The Committee 
know how very strenuously I oppose the idea of the return of the so-called 
‘National Government’ to office. The very name is an insult to the electorate 
who have not had the opportunity of expressing an opinion, but have had 
imposed upon them on the strength of an engineered crisis. The restoration to 
power of the ‘National Mixture’ on a ‘doctor’s mandate’ means handing 
back the country to the mercies of doctors whose only knowledge of their art 
is comprised in three words ‘Bleed the Patient’, and they have already shown 
that they are expert enough at that. My public work in the borough has 
taught me that what is required is not a patching up of a system that can 
only continue to exist by increasing the sufferings of the poorer members of 
the community, but an entire rebuilding of the national structure. It is time 
the people who talk so glibly of equality of sacrifice are taught the meaning of 
the word equality…I am in emphatic agreement with every detail of 

 
9 The Labour Party in 1931 had a strategy of not fielding candidates in ‘no hope’ 
constituencies; indeed, 67 National Government candidates were returned to 
Parliament unopposed in the 1931 General Election. Norwood must surely have 
been a borderline ‘no-hope’ constituency. 
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Labour’s policy, and I hope the electorate will be definite in their insistence 
that we carry out our policy to the letter. The return of the Labour Party 
with a good working majority is the only alternative to the dictatorship of the 
banks and international finance.”  

 
Annie’s remarks were received by the Committee with great 
enthusiasm and congratulations.10 The exceptionally short time span 
between Annie becoming aware that she was to be the Labour Party 
candidate for Norwood on 9 October 1931 and the actual General 
Election on 27 October 1931 meant that her campaign was a 
relatively rushed affair. Her campaign trail was actually very lightly 
reported by the media; in fact the 1931 General Election nationwide 
was not heavily reported, as it was assumed that the National 
Government would have a resounding victory (which turned out to 
be the case). However, there was one interview with Annie which 
appeared in the ‘South London Press’ on 23 October 1931, and it is 
instructive as an example of the headwinds that Annie and other 
females faced in politics in the 1930s (it is hard to imagine a male 
parliamentary candidate being subjected to a similar interview). The 
‘South London Press’ reporter visited Annie at her home, and the article 
headline  
 

“NORWOOD’S HOMELY CANDIDATE. Socialist Who Still 
Finds Time to Prepare the Meals”  

 
speaks for itself. The first question Annie was asked was  
 

“Can a public career be efficiently combined with the duties of a wife and a 
mother?” 

 
10 Annie’s achievement in being nominated was all the more incredible because she 
was a woman; indeed, it was only thirteen years since women were first allowed to 
stand as candidates to become Members of Parliament. In 1918, seventeen women 
stood as parliamentary candidates, only one becoming an MP; even by 1931 when 
Annie ran for Parliament, less than one in forty successful candidates was a woman. 
There were three major obstacles for women wanting to become an MP: firstly, 
one of the major parties had to actually nominate them as a candidate; secondly, 
even when they succeeded in becoming candidates they tended to be in less 
winnable seats; and thirdly, in the early 1900s traditional gender stereotypes were 
very much alive, and the woman’s place was still seen as being the ‘homemaker’.  



The interviewer then continued with the following zingers:  
 

“Mrs Anstey has not so far sacrificed her home duties at the expense of her 
public work…her house is the acme of neatness, tidiness and homeliness”.  

 
Later the reporter asked Annie some more questions, to which her 
answers were: 
  

“I still do all the cooking because if I don’t father [George] grumbles…the 
only thing I do not do is peel the potatoes, I let somebody else do that”,  

 
so I imagine the reporter’s questions were not of a highly political 
nature. Annie of course had little choice but to conform to the 
gender stereotype whether she liked it or not; not to would have been 
political suicide. On the final weekend of campaigning (24 and 25 
October 1931), Annie sent out a final election brochure containing 
her message to the electorate and a recap of Labour’s main policies. 
The message read:  
 

“Dear Sir or Madam, I have accepted the invitation of the Norwood 
Labour Party to stand as their candidate in the present contest. It is 
regretted that the shortness of time will not permit the circulation of the usual 
form of address, and I therefore must confine this appeal for your support to 
a few vital facts and questions for your earnest consideration. I ask for your 
support with confidence. If you return me to the House of Commons, it will 
be my object to assist in laying the foundation of a new social order in which 
the wants of the people are the test of action.  
Yours Sincerely Annie J. Anstey.”  

 
The message clearly illustrates the lack of time that Annie had to 
prepare for the General Election. The brochure continued with 
Labour policies of ‘free trade’ and ‘blaming the financiers for the 
economic woes’:  
 

“The result of this election will affect your life more than any other previous 
election. As a true patriot are you content to see foreign financiers dictate to 
your elected Government? Are you prepared to allow vested interests to 
control your standard of life and be taxed to pay for losses caused by the 
manipulation of private bankers and financiers? Tariffs mean more 
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unemployment and higher cost of living. Unemployment has risen at a 
greater pace in tariff countries than Free Trade Britain. Labour stands for 
National Control of Banking and Free Trade. Labour asks for no Blank 
Cheque, it has a Constructive Policy. Banks or Parliament who shall rule? 
Vote for Labour and the Nation”.  

 
On 26 October 1931, Annie held her final campaign meeting at 
Gypsy Road School. During that day she had been busy circulating a 
letter from Mr E. S. Layton; the background to this letter is a good 
example of the complete chaos that both the Liberal Party and the 
Labour Party were in. Sir Walter Greaves-Lord had been circulating a 
letter signed by Frank Lapthorn (Norwood’s 1923 Liberal Candidate) 
backing his candidacy. In response to this, Annie circulated a letter 
from Mr E. S. Layton (Norwood’s 1929 Liberal Candidate) referring 
to Mr Lapthorn’s letter stating “such letter was written without reference to 
the Norwood Liberal and Radical Association”, and that the Norwood 
Liberal and Radical Association was not supporting Greaves-Lord, 
but they were supporting Annie. I can only imagine the confusion of 
the poor voter, when there were effectively two Labour and two 
Liberal parties making conflicting accusations and claims in the name 
of their respective parties. 
 
Election Day 1931 
 
The following day, 27 October 1931, was Election Day, and there 
was only ever going to be one result. Looking at the national result, it 
was a complete disaster for the Labour Party under Arthur 
Henderson; in fact it was the most humiliating defeat in the history of 
modern politics. The figures are quite staggering: the Conservatives 
under the National Government flag won 470 of 615 seats, which 
together with the National Labour and National Liberals meant the 
National Government had around 550 of the 615 seats; the Labour 
‘Opposition’ had won only 46 seats. Almost the entire Labour 
Cabinet had lost their seats, including leader Arthur Henderson. 
Given the complete and utter humiliation that Labour had suffered 
nationally, Annie’s showing, though of course a heavy defeat, was not 
as disastrous as it could have been. For the record, Sir Walter 
Greaves-Lord polled 30,851 votes to Annie’s 7,217. 
 



So finally, the Anstey journey into national politics in the first half of 
the twentieth century was over. This was by no means the end of 
Annie or George’s political careers, but their victories and 
achievements from here on were to be on the local, rather than 
national, political stage. To wrap up this exceptional political journey, 
I have this to say: Annie and George were evidently highly skilled 
politicians, with good morals and a real interest in making the world a 
better place. They were unfortunate that the circumstances in 1924 
and 1931 were exceptional in nature, and neither was allowed to 
campaign on issues they truly cared about; had either of them stood 
as a candidate at a less extraordinary General Election (for example 
1929 or 1935), I genuinely believe that today I would be writing 
about Annie or George Anstey M.P.  
 
C’est la vie! 
 
But to be clear, the achievements of both Annie and George on the 
national stage are extraordinary, especially given the working class 
background from which they both came, and I have thoroughly 
enjoyed researching and documenting this remarkable chapter in our 
Anstey history.  
 


