
Vol. 5, No. 9. MARCH, 1944 ' TWOPENCE

I

The Folly of Bombing
AFTER THREE YEARS of relative quiet, during 
which the war has been manifested to the people of 
London, in its more oblique aspects, political, in­
dustrial, propagandist, the return of air raids during 
the past weeks has brought the workers back to an 
experience of the physical and direct aspect of war. 
Almost overnight the major concern of the average 
worker has shifted from his troubles with the Nat­
ional Service Officer, the employer or the Income 
Tax Inspector, to the possibility that any day now 
he may be blown up, burned or suffocated—an 

eventuality which provides the least satisfactory 
solution to his personal troubles or his conflicts with 
his oppressors.

The authorities have set out to minimise the 
effect of the attacks by writing down the casualties 
and damage. Only a few isolated deaths and a few 
unspecified bombed buildings are mentioned in the 
press. For mysterious reasons of ‘security’, or, more 
exactly, to retain in a fool’s paradise those who have 
not yet experienced the direct effect of the bomb­
ing, no lists or totals of casualties or damage are
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published and no idea whatsoever is conveyed of the 
true nature of the destruction. This' policy, how­
ever, is double-edged. Reading our newspaper, we 
compare the scanty information with the news our 
acquaintances bring of damage .in their own locali­
ties, and are forced to realise that, even if we are 
not being told lies, we are certainly, not getting the 
whole truth. This deliberate distortion, which we 
can all disprove by the experience of our friends 
and relatives, is spreading an even deeper distrust 
than before of the motives of the government. 

The people of London are almost entirely an­
noyed with the raids, and display nothing of the 
defiance which the newspaper men were fond of

• talking of in the blitz of 1940-41. The talk of ‘we 
can take it’ is heard nowhere, and many people ex­
press a feeling that the raids illustrate the* senseless 
waste of war. For the most part, they show an 
even greater desire to be finished with the war, and 
daily more and more people are blaming the British 
government as much as the Nazis for the trouble 
they experience. Encouragingly few people think 
that anything will be served by retaliation on the 
German workers.

Meanwhile the attitude of the ruling class is 
shown, in macabre caricature, by Churchill clowning 
past a bombed building and remarking ‘Just like old 
times!’ Old times or new times, it’s all the same 
to politicians and industrial magnates, with their 
comfortable deep shelters and their distant country 
retreats. They are likely to lose neither their homes 
nor their lives, and the worst that faces them is the 
destruction of a fraction of their property, which 
will be repaid in due course by the insurance com­
pany. They neither know nor care what the poor 
experience in the air raids.

Once again, as in London in 1940-41, as in
Berlin and many other German cities to-day, the 
workers, who never wanted the war but were led 
into it by the force ’ or fraud of their leaders, are 
being killed or injured and are losing the miserable 
possessions of the Jerry built houses and slum tene­
ments to which they are tied by the serfdom of war-

• time industry and the virtual impossibility of find­
ing homes in the safer parts of the city or in the 
country districts. A few offices have'been damaged, 
one or two fashonable shopping streets have been 
hit, and a great newspaper noise has been made of 
this, but the casualties among the propertied classes 
are obviously minute—considered even proportion­
ately—to those among the workers. •

The difference between the chance of the work­
ers in an air raid and that of their bosses can be 
seen easily by a comparison of the thickness of 
population of a working class district with that of, 

/say, the Park Lane district. A block of working 
vclass flats, like one destroyed in the recent raids, 
may contain five hundred or even more people. A 
mansion in Mayfair, standing in its gardens, may

occupy a very slightly less area and contain a dozen 
or so people, even if they have not migrated to the 
country. The disadvantages of the poor are further 
increased by the fact that the main target districts, 
which contain factories and railway junctions and 
termini, are always inhabited by overcrowded 
workers.

Throughout the air. raids and, indeed, since 
before the war, the ruling class has shown the same 
callous indifference to the human suffering caused 
by air raids. The record of the government has 
been completely bad. .The means of shelter.they 
provided were, in almost all cases, laughable in their 
inadequacy and often tragic in their results. Before 
the war, when the workers in thickly populated dis­
tricts were asking for deep shelters, the government 
not only refused to do anything itself in the matter 
but even obstructed the efforts of local councils ♦ * 
which attempted to obtain consent to “build deep 
shelters. -•

The shelters actually provided weije mostly of 
three types, all of their providing comparatively little 
safety. There were the surface shelters, often built 
in a flimsy manner with inadequately strong mater­
ials, as in the case of the shelters at Hammersmith, 
which collapsed under comparatively slight blast. 
There were the ridiculous little metal Anderson 
shelters which were often hurled into the air or 
buried under piles of debris. There were the large 
basement shelters into which hundreds of people 
were herded and which on several occasions turned 
into mass graves when bombs came directly through 
the buildings above.

In hardly any cases were adequate shelters pro­
vided, and where facilities already existed, in the 
form of the Underground stations,. the authorities 
attempted to prevent their use as shelters until the 
people defied the regulations and occupied the 
stations. Similarly, no adequate facilities were pro­
vided for the bombed-out, who were often’ crowded 
for weeks on end into insanitary and unsafe rest 
centres in the middle of heavily bombed areas. This, 
of course, was in spite of the fact that there were 
hundreds of empty mansions in the West End whose 
owners had fled to quiet and safety in their country 

. estates.
In these raids the government have so far shown 

themselves-no better than before. The deep shel­
ters, other than underground stations, are being 
kept closed for ‘emergency’. What constitutes an 
‘emergency’ is to be decided by the government, 
which would appear to mean that after there has 
been a phenomenally bad raid the deep shelters wi1’ 
be opened to the survivors.

Mothers of children who had returned to Lon­
don were informed, when they applied for re­
evacuation of their families, that nothing could be 
done,, as they had taken it upon themselves to bring
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