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TWOPENCE.

“left”, a queer collection of labour leaders, publish-
ers, joumalists, unemployed ‘“intellectuals”, lawyers
and neurotics, declared the second world war to be
- a war for freedom and announced the rapid radical-
isation of the nation at war. “Revolution by War”
was the favourite slogan, and pretty intellectuals,
who had never heard a shot fired in anger, gave

precise military instructions to the British General

Staff. One might have thought the war was being
run by the Left Book Club.

The fall of France and the invasion scare which
followed gave a badly needed invigoration to the
“war for freedom” merchants. Badly shaken by
the steps towards the corporate state taken by the

British government at war, the “progressives”’, the

labour journalists and the left propagandists revived
their notion that the war was making Britain and
Europe more radical, that the nation at war must
necessarily become more democratic, more “labour”
and socialist. The newly formed Local Defence
Volunteers or Home Guard were the “People’s
Army” and were likened to the Workers’ Militia of
the Spanish Revolution. There was to be no officer,
no badge of rank, no saluting and no barrack square
parade; just guerilla tactics and plenty of shooting.
Wintringham and Levy opened a college for gueril-
las and there was talk of the British generals adopt-
ing the tactics of the Spanish Anarchists. It was a
“People’s War”, they said.

Hitler’s invasion of Russia in 1941 increased the
stock-in-trade of the ‘“People’s War” merchants.
The Communists executed their second double
somersault of the war and everything that was bad
became good, everything good became bad. Enemies
were friends and friends were enemies. Capitalists
became “comrades” and workers became “fifth col-

%me,s’ts ‘More than ever it was to be a “People’s
ar.

Who are the
British FKascists?

IN SEPTEMBER, 1939, that amorphous body the

Alas! Life rarely supports the theories of
Socialists and Communists. So far from becoming
more democratic, more popular and more radical
the war is strengthening all the tendencies towards
the corporate state inherent in the British capitalist’
system. In war the nation becomes more conserva-
tive, more oppressive, more fascist. Less and less
can the state at war tolerate the organisation and
practices previously won by the workers—free trade
unions, free speech, the right to quit the job. More
and more are oppression, toil’and care laden on the
workers’ backs, while the rich become more indolent,
opulently arrogant and tyrannical. The war has
turned right, not left. -

The “war for freedom’”” has given us military
conscription, labour conscription, home guard con-
scnptlon, conscription for women, fire-watching con-
scription, forced labour for the mines and shipyards
and the threat of serf labour for the farms. The
“People’s War” has given us the Essential Works
Order, the forced transfer of labour, a new institu-
tion of “Income Tax at the Source,” whereby the
worker is robbed of a third of his wages at the
source. It has given us “clothing rationing” where-
by the worker pays his coupons for shoddy rags,
while the ruling class may pay three or four pounds
for a hat or fifty pounds for a coat. It has put the
anti-militarists in Wormwood Scrubs and the war
profiteer in a swanky West End hotel. It has
abolished the free trade union and reduced free
labour to serfdom. |

The exigencies of war were to be applied to
rich and poor alike, indeed the rich and poor have
ceased to exist in the language of Communism. Just
as Common Law is not applied in the same manner
to rich and poor, just as “rationing” does not apply
in the same way to either class, so there exists one
war law for the rich and another for the poor. We
have space for but one example, but that is a very








