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SWINDLED AGAIN
OUR GENERATION CAN hardly be blamed for 
being cynical. In the last war, after the first flush of 
patriotic enthusiasm had died down, it was whipped 
up again by promises 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 de.vil 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 to 
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, m 
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 which 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 William produced his Report, it was hailed 
as the advent bf the Millenium.

Now there is nothing 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

social 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 wil see through this in a second; one girl 
summed it up by saying to me, “How nice—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 g 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
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the workers are going to take lying down the policy 
of industrial conscription. It is certainly suggested 
from the social insurance plan that this is their method 
of ensuring “full employment”. They will keep on the 
National Service Officers and all the tin-pot Hitlers of 
the labour exchanges., and make us work where they 
think we ought to work. Let them not think that there 
will be no objection from anyone. We can at least 
speak for a certain body of opinion when we say that 
we shall have just as much objection to State conscrip­
tion in peace-time as we have in war-time.

We are not disposed to argue about the niggardli­
ness of certain of the Government proposals., because 
we are convinced that the usual red-herring merchants 
are going to seize on this, and that is obviously the 
Government’s wish—to argue about details. That the 
details of the scheme are niggardly, no one can for a 
moment deny. Family allowances, for instance, are far 
lower than even the Army admits! The first child . 
gets nothing, like Wednesday’s child in the rhyme. 
Each succeeding child gets five shillings, which it is 
pointed out (rather unnecessarily) “is not designed to 
cover the cost of keeping a child” but is intended to 
lessen the burden on the parent. How far that can 
possibly lessen the burden is dubious, particularly when 
one remembers that the parents are already paying extra 
on what they were paying before the war with regard
to social insurance contributions.

*

Also, a significant detail is the phrase “persons of 
working age”. This again suggests the remaining in 
being of the slave-state of to-day. Persons of working 
age not earning money pay more than persons of work­
ing age earning money. It is true that some of the 
persons not earning money include capitalists, etc., al- 

*• though it is probable that their directorships, etc., will 
bring them into the other class, but it also includes a 
large proportion of people earning very little money— 
particularly amongst women.

Again, the scheme is designed to bring into per­
manence the “keeping tabs on people” inaugurated by 
the National Service Acts. All persons come under 
the scheme from birth to death. All are expected to 
pay tribute to the State insurance scheme. One more 
link of freedom is snapped permanently. The State 
which alms to create a new slave-state adapted to peace­
time conditions, uses, firstly military conscription, sec­
ondly industrial conscription,. and thirdly, this form of 
common pauperisation by which all are made dependent 
in sickness and want on the Westminster almoners. 

“Beveridge” looked all right to a good many 
viewed from a distance, but when the war is over 
“Beveridge” will receive just the same criticisms, create 
just the same disillusionment, and perhaps arouse the 
same mockery, as the dole or any of the other panaceas 
of last time. It is no more a social advance than the 
Portal Home (the hut so called, we mean, not the place 
where Lord Portal lives) is a “home fit for heroes to 
live in”.

It may be asserted that the Beveridge scheme as 
adopted by the Government does represent a social 
advance, whatever its shortcomings. This is the usual 
argument of reformists. This was their excuse when 
they attempted to divert the rising criticisms of forces 
and workers to discussions on whether we were going to 
be allowed to get the Beveridge plan or not. It is 
frankly not true. During the years between the wars 
we had the dole. It may be said that was better than 
starvation. But the alternative to the dole was not 
starvation—it was the occupation of the land and the 
places of work by the workers themselves. No other 
alternative was practical—unless one counts as practical 
the policy of mass malnutrition amidst plenty, idleness 
with the tools to hand, and a new war to even things 
out. The social insurance scheme of the Government 
is based on the Beveridge assumption that what is 
wanted is bigger and better doles. We reject this 
policy with contempt. We stand by the wider, more _ 
comprehensive, more sane policy that only by the 
workers taking over the places of work will they be 
able to fashion production and distribution to their 
needs and desires. We reject State control, and there­
fore we reject the implicit vein throughout the social 
insurance scheme, that the State must extend its in- -
fluence throughout all phases of life. Freedom in the 1
modem world can only be the freedom from the State. I
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