- WAR

For A narchzsin

(OMMENTAR

Vol. s, No. 24

MID-OCTOBER, 1944

TWOPENCE

SWINDLED AGAIN

OUR GENERATION CAN hardly be blamed for
bemg cymcal In the last war, after the first flush of
patrlotlc enthusiasm had d1ed down, it was whipped
up agam by promisés of “a better world after the
war’’ £ “homes for heroes to live in”, “a war to end
war”, and every catchpenny lie that could be thought
of. The hangover after the Armistice dispelled all
thoughts of this temporary intoxication. We saw in-
stead the slump, the dole, new wars. No sooner had
the present war begun than all the old banners were
taken out of the store-rooms. Again we were promised

no more war, a better time ahead, a new world and all

the rest of it. Anyone who is not cynical is a fool.
“The devil was ill, the devil a monk would be,
The deyil was well, the devil a monk was he.”

In 1940 and thereabouts, when things looked ill,
the promise-mongering reached its limits. Especially
for foreign consumption, long stories were spoken about
revolutionary changes in Britain. We were going fo
have a people’s army, socialised industry, the end of
class distinction, we were going to support revolutions
abroad and undergo a “democratic revolution” here and
all the rest of it. There are even to be found, in
isolated lighthouses off the West of Scotland, occasional
individuals who believed some of it.

However, it was patent that promise-mongering
could not go on indefinitely, and when things looked a
little brighter, the promises had to be allayed somehow.
The politicians did not want particularly any disillu-
sionment such as succeeded the last war, and wl.ich so
endangered their positions. Hence in 1941 the Min-
istry of Reconstruction set about making a climatic
promise which had the possibility of fulfilment. Mr.
Greenwood, the then Minister, asked tfie university don
Sir William Beveridge, to survey existing schemes of
. social insurance. When after exhausting pedantic re-
search Sir Willilam produced his Report, it was hailed
as the advent of the Millenium.

Now there is nothmg startling or sensational about
any of the proposals in the Beveridge Report. As a
matter of fact the proposals in it are nothing that depart
in any way from the basic principles of the earliest

socigl insurance proposals, as already operated before
the war. But after all you couldn’t expect the whole
population to read the Report. It was hailed as a
great advance; though it is quite simple to put into
words the criticisms of the Beveridge Report. In the
first place, the main criticism which Anarchists must
perforce make of it, is the fact that it takes for granted
the .continuance of poverty. This we cannot for one
moment admit. The assumption that there must be
rich and poor is implicit in the schemes that aim at
“allaying” poverty and unemployment. The mass of
the workers will see through this in a second; one girl
summed it up by saying to me, “How mce—they tell -
us there’s going to be no unemployment after the war
and that they’re going to raise the unemployment pay.”
The Lloyd George proposals envisaged the pay-
ment of unemployment pay to cover periods of transi-
tory unemployment, not realising that the time would
come when’ with the breakdown of capitalism, large
masses of workers would be unemployed. for years at a
time with no other means of subsistence. The dole
came to be the symbol of capitalism’s failure in the
years between the world-wars. Under the Beveridge
plan it is the symbol of the “brave new world” also,
Beveridge failed to see any e:her means of patching up
capitalism other than a glorified dole system. The new
Government plan follows faithfully in Beveridge’s steps
on this point. There are to be doles for everything.
Unemployment benefit will last thirty weeks. That
does not say much for the policy of continuous employ-
ment after the war. After that it ceases. Then comes
the Hitler policy of transference and direction and com- -
pulsory training, introduced by Bevin by stealth. The
State fails to provide means of livelihood, the State
therefore conscripts the person whom it has made un-
employed. ‘Certainly by the withdrawal of the dole,
most probably by the continuance of the National Ser-
vice Acts in so far as they affect work, the unemployed
man will be “directed” elsewhere.
We do not for one moment imagine this will affect
only the unemployed; it will affect all the employed
workers too. Evidently the Government imagine that









