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IF DR. LEY and Herr Himmler came down by para­
chute to-day upon Whitehall, they would find very 
little unfamiliar except the architecture and the uni­
forms, and we can be sure they would be full of 
congratulations for the way in which their ‘opposites’, 
Messrs. Bevin and Morrison, are transforming Britain 
into a National Socialist State, and bringing the New 
Order here into line in every respect with that which 
exists on the continent.

For this May Day, when we celebrate the struggle 
of the workers throughout the world not only for the 
social revolution but also for the scanty benefits which

they' gained after bitter fights within the existing 
system, the workers find themselves subjected to an 
attack on the part of the Government which aims at 
the very foundations of their liberties, in that it 
attempts, by threatening the most barbarous penalties, 
to prevent the workers from making use of the sole 
weapon with which they can fight effectively either 
for better conditions under the present system or for 
the ending of that system and its replacement by a 
society which will not admit exploitation and authority. 

This is the new Order under which it is laid down 
person shall declare, instigate or incite any
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other person to take part in, or shall otherwise act in 
furtherance of any strike among persons engaged in 
the performance of essential services, or any lockout 

■ * of persons so engaged.’ The penalty under this order 
is five years’ penal servitude, or a fine of five hundred 
pounds or both together.

The order, it is stated in newspaper puffs, is 
t aimed at agitators from outside who attempt to foment 

strikes. Those who have any knowledge of industrial 
matters will, however, know how ridiculous it is to 
imagine that any agitator can cause a strike. Strikes 
arise out of concrete causes for discontent, out of real 
grievances which make the worker sufficiently resentful 
to risk starvation and imprisonment in order to attempt 
to remove them and create better conditions for him-
self.

If the Order is aimed only at agitators, then we 
can be certain that the Government is wasting its time, 
for the imprisonment or intimidation of agitators will 
make no difference at all to the incidence of strikes. 
But we cannot imagine that the Government is as dumb 
as this, and it seems obvious to us that the Order is 
aimed primarily at the workers, to terrorise those among 
them who might wish to take militant action, and 
secondly at any persons or organisations who may show 
sympathy for strikers or attempt to put their case 
forward in such a way that it gets a fair hearing.

The implications of the order are sinister and far- 
reaching. ’ Any advocacy of a strike, unless it is made 
in a meeting called officially by the executive body of a 
trade union, will be an offence, and the order is pur­
posely worded so vaguely that this can be taken to 
apply not only to a speech or a suggestion that ends in 
a strike, but even to a remark that a strike is desirable 
or to an expression of sympathy, however private in its 
nature, with the aims of a strike. In fact, the order 
represents an attack not only on action but also on 
opinion, and strikes more violently than any previous 
action of the government at the very freedom of speech 
and of the press.

The way in which the order was promulgated was 
pleasantly reminiscent of the methods of the Corporate 
State. One would have imagined that in a parliament­
ary democracy parliament would have been consulted 
before a law was brought in imposing such severe 
penalties as five years’ imprisonment. Instead, how­
ever, it was brought forward by the Ministry of Labour 
as an accomplished fact after consultations, not with 
the constitutional legislative body of the country, nor 
with the workers who are the people most intimately 
concerned, but with the Employers’ Confederation and 
the General Council of the T.U.C. Parliamentary 
democracy, which was little good when it was alive, 
can be taken now as being dead as mutton, and the 
kind of consultative bodies being used by the Govern­
ment seem to anticipate a future of legislation on the 
orthodox fascist model.

The workers’ liberties have once again been signed 

away by the men who claimed, and possibly still claim, 
to be their leaders, Bevin and Morrison, and the fat 
bureaucrats of the T.U.C., and in no issue has it been 
more obvious that the interests of the workers* and 
their ‘leaders’ are far apart. For, while the new Order 
will be a direct blow at the liberties and conditions of 
the workers, it helps to bolster up the power of the 
trade union executives and to support that power by 
the will of the state. The provision that a strike may 
still be advocated in a meeting called by a trade union 
executive gives an illusion that the trade unions are 
channels through which the workers can still gain 
their rights, while the penalisation of any kind of action 
outside ‘official’ trade union organisation gives the 
leaders an advantage over any body of workers who 
attempt to challenge their power.

Not long ago the T.U.C. were trying to gain 
popularity among the workers by shouting loudly and . 
making mock threats for the withdrawal of the Trades 
Disputes Acts. Now they have conspired with the 
worst enemies of the workers in furthering legislation 
which represents a far more serious attack on the effec­
tiveness of workers’ organisations than did the Trades 
Disputes Act itself. Their action is hypocritical, but 
consistent. Their aim is power for themselves, and 
they are willing to do anything to increase it. A 
nominal attack on the Trades Disputes Act created the 
illusion that they were still protecting the interests of 
the. workers, which gave them a certain bargaining 
power with the government. Now they have been 
accepted as full partners in the state machine they can 
naturally dispense with any flirtation with the workers 

The most blatant piece of hypocrisy in the order 
is the statement that it applies to lockouts, with the 
implication that the legislation is scrupulously fair 
because it is directed against employers as well as 
against workers. In fact, with everything in the em­
ployer’s favour, there is no need for him to declare 
a lockout. If he wants to change conditions, he does 
so, and if the workers object and go home, then they 
are on strike.-

Bevin was compelled to admit in Parliament last 
week that whereas 1,807 workers have been sent to 
prison out of 23,517 prosecuted under the Essential 
Works Order, only 127 employers have been prosecuted 
and none sent to prison. %

This action of the Government and the Trades 
Unions will show the workers even more clearly than 
before the extent to which their enemies and their so- 
called friends are willing to go in order to curtail 
freedom of action and even opinion. But it will also 
show them the extent of the fear which these people 
now feel of the increasing social discontent. . The Gov­
ernment is scared of widespread industrial unrest, the 
Trades Unions are frightened of their own members. 
This fear, and not the actions of agitators, is the real 
cause behind this latest advance towards the Nazi 
state,




