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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 arc likely to lose neither t^eir 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
a l l y — 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 
been 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 

<cias* hats, like one destroyed in the recent raids, 
may yon tain five hundrtd or even more people. A 
puuuwii in May/air, 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 were mostly of 

three types, affiof 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 pn> 
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 will 
be opened to the survivors.

Mothers of children who had returned to Lon
don were informed, when they applied for rc- 
evacuation of their families, that nothing could be 
done, as they had taken it uuuu themselves 10 bring
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the children back. After three years of calm, how
ever, the mothers had some justification in bringing 
their children back from billets where they were 
often unwelcome to the comparatively better care of 
their own homes. Nor did this answer take account 
of the hundreds of thousands of children who have 
been bom since the beginning of the war. It is 
true that the authorities have since talked of re
evacuation but their original reaction shows more 
truly the nature of their attitude to the workers and 
their children.

This callous neglect of the safety of the people 
in air raids is typical of the attitude of the rulers 
to the tools or victims of their war ventures. They 
are willing to kill thousands of German workers by 
bombing; they are equally willing to allow thou
sands of British workers to die from lack of adequate 
shelters. When the heavy bombing of the German 
cities began, Churchill recommended the worker to 
leave his home and seek refuge in the country. 
When, however, an English provincial city was 
bombed the inhabitants of the working class dis
tricts went into the country and attempted to gain 
shelter in mansions and country clubs. They were

turned away and had to sleep in the open on com
mons and in fields.

The return of the air raids, if it has no better 
result, shows us even more clearly that we, equally 
with the German workers, are the victims of a ruling 
class whose main concern it is to establish and main
tain, its own rule and which has no interest in 
common with the workers. Workers in London 
rendered homeless by the bombing stand to gain 
nothing if workers in Berlin are made to suffer in 
the same way. T o  desire this kind of retaliation is 
merely to play the Government’s game of dividing 
the workers and setting them at each others throats. 
Resentment can most justly, and most effectively, be 
expressed against the governing class which drove 
the workers into war and at the same time callously 
refused to give them any real protection from tfie 
air raids which everybody knew were inevitable Qnce 
the war started.

British and German workers gain nothing by 
bombing each other. They will only win their 
rights and their freedom when both have shaken off 
their rulers and the war has ended in a revolutionary 
struggle against government and militarism.

ANARCHIST COMMENTARY
THERE is something very unplea
sant about the wayv in which 

atrocity propaganda is used— waxing and waning to suit 
the needs of the governments. Ponsonby, in his book, 
Falsehood in Wartime, gives interesting quotations de
scribing the way in which the French government in the 
last war employed a whole staff of men to paint scenery 
and construct models which were then photographed and 
sent out as authentic atrocities perpetrated by the enemy 
on the innocent. And an Amcrical Manual for Officers, 
quoted in War Commentary before the Americans came 
into the war, describes how it is necessary for the morale 
of the troops to instil into them by whatever methods the 
idea that everything their own side does is right, while 
the enemy must be painted in colours which can only 
incite fanatical hatred. In short, atrocity mongering is 
not an activity directed towards stimulating the humani
tarian emotions, but solely to fan the flames of hatred 
necessary for the efficient prosecution of warfare. It is 
perhaps needless to add that the atrocity story provokes 
a state of mind which leads to reprisals, so that even if 
no atrocity existed before, the atrocity story ensures that 
they soon shall exist in grim reality. After that it is 
only a matter of giving increasing publicity to such in
humanities as inevitably occur in war, and represent them 
as the rule rather than the exception. And with suitably 
efficient propaganda to the troops, such as the ^Nazis and 
the Bolsheviks undoubtedly possess, atrocities may very 
well in fact become the rule rather than the exception.

In the last war, the rank-and-file soldiers started 
off well enough disposed towards each other, as the 
Christmas 1914 fraternizations showed; but the Propa
ganda Ministries were soon able to change all that.

Recently the government has been at some pains to 
whip up feeling against the Japanese, and undo the (for 
them) unfortunate report of the International Red Cross 
last October stating that no atrocities investigated by 
them have yet been confirmed. No pains have been spared

ATROCITIES to give to Allied soldiers in the Far East a dread of what 
is in store for them if they arc captured. The same 
technique is used by the other side. On 22nd February, 
the Daily Mail described how a British soldier gave a 
blood transfusion to a Japanese prisoner, thereby saving 
his life. “ His leg was gangrenous and he at first refused 
to cat. He finally took food when a British officer agreed 
to cat out of the same dish to prove that it was not 
poisoned . . . To-day, the Jap is on the way to complete 
recovery. He told his captors that all Japs had been .xold 
that if they were captured they would be killed or muti- 
Ihted.”  That Allied propaganda aims at giving exactly 
the same impression would be comical if the issues in
volved, and thq, effect of the propaganda, were not so 
gruesome.

Although men, when inflamed with an officially in
culcated blood lust, sometimes commit acts of brutality, 
one should not fail to recognize and execrate the calculat
ing callousness of governments who utilize such occasions 
to augment the horrors of war for their own base t*nds.

ELECTORAL THE great publicity devoteu to 
electoral reform during recent weeks REFORM has a number of important aspects.
Until some definite proposals appear 

from the Committee appointed to investigate the matter, 
it is impossible to sec just how the ruling class will so 
manage affairs as to give the illusion of granting conces
sions to justice while retaining power in their hands. It 
is, however, certain that the people will gain nothing more 
in the way of a real say in the administration of their 
affairs than they did by any other reform act. At most 
there will be a redivision of power and spoils among the 
various groups of politicians.

Meanwhile, it is significant that this and other 
internal problems, such as post-war housing, should have 
been brought to the front at the present juncture, just 
when the government are beginning to drop their tulk
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of an early victory. Perhaps it wouldn’t be cricket to 
suggest that the politicians wish to divert attention from 
their activities in other directions.

One minor point is the bitterness with which the 
Tory backbenchers defend the more glaring unfairness of 
the electorial system. But, after all, why should a chap 
who has always had three votes be expected to make do 
with one like a dirty labourer?

MORE BLOOD MR. CH U R CH ILL’S latest
a  K i n  - r r  a  n r  piece. of dema8°gy presents

A I N U  I t A K o  us with an imposing facade
which, when we come to ex

amine it, in reality means very little except that the war 
is going on for a long time yet, that the British people 
must expect to suffer greater privations, and that all the 
promises of a cleaner and better world after the war 
are so much propaganda to encourage people to fight.

Dealing with the Italian campaign Churchill is 
apologetic for slow progress and hold-ups due to geogra
phical and climatic factors, while his attitude towards the 
Italian government is to support the supporters of Musso
lini— King Victor Emmanuel and  ̂Badoglio. In essence 
this attitude is exactly parallel to that of the Nazis, wil
lingness to support any Quisling who will hold down the 
workers for the invaders. Not that he need fear that the 
Italian “ democrats” would not do the same thing, as the 
Liberal, Benedetto Croce is reported to have said: “ This 
absence of a proper government is what is best calculated 
to lead the people to anarchy and terrible revolution.” 

Power politics is the byword in British relations with 
the rest of Europe** now7 that Tito’s forces in Yugoslavia 
are superior to those of Mihailovitch, Tito is to be sup
ported. But in Greece the situation is less determined 
and is therefore passed over with a few smug phrases 
about bringing into effect a reconciliation between the 
opposing Greek factions. The advance of the Red Army 
into Poland has made its effect. Churchill now does net 
guarantee any particular frontier, suggests the Curzon 
line as an Eastern frontier, and suggests that what Poland 
might lose in the East to Russia she will gain in the West 
and North from Germany. And coupled with this state
ment is the assertion that the Atlantic Charter, originally 
intended to apply to both victor and vanquished, is not 
for German consumption. So much for the promises of 
politicians!

The greatest significance of Churchill’s speech is pro
bably connected with the morale at home. He threatens 
that we may expect heavier air raids on this country, and 
talks of new secret weapons which are likely to be used. 
Churchill’s own prestige has suffered two symbolic blows 
in the bye-election results at Skipton and West Derbyshire, 
and he is now anxious to emphasise the difficulties under 
which the government is working in order to bolster up 
his own waning reputation. But increasing numbers of 
workers are rejecting the hero of Sydney Street, the Black 
and Tans and the General Strike, and before long they 
will send him to where he rightly belongs.

WITHOUT should be humbugs if we pro- 
YY r i v U  I fessed the deep sorrow of conventionREGRET at the news of the death of Charles

Bedaux or the manner of his death. 
Bedaux’s name is to millions of factory workers the label 
of the most diabolical “ labour method” ever devised by 
inhuman mind. Based on a study of “ time and motion” 
the system entails close observation of individual specimen 
workers who are treated as zoo specimens or else spied 
upon from behind columns or machines. The most an
noying part of the outfit is a stop watch. Having tabu
lated so many motions and so pnany seconds, a time limit 
is set on the job and the human lemon squeezing act 
begins.

Almost everywhere, particularly in Britain and the 
U.S.A., where the system has been introduced, fierce, 
spontaneous strikes have occurred, usually successfully.

When Bedaux proposed to visit the U.S.A. a few 
years ago accompanied by his pal the Duke of Windsor, 
an instant strike threat stopped the pair’s excursion.

How many poor, nerve-wracked wretches have, in 
time of economic depression, been driven by Bedaux to 
the death he himself sought? We regret only his victims.

Now, had he lived in the Soviet Union this super 
Stakhanovite would have received the Order of Lenin, 
a fat salary and royalties.

BY-ELECTIONS TH E recent crop of by- 
elections tell us little, except 

that the electors are tired of the Government and that 
Churchill delight— blood and tears.

In a constituency where a Conservative gained a seat 
by a small majority over his Labour opponent at the last 
election the Labour voters are reluctant to vote for the 
hated Tory candidate even when he is the son of a land
owning peer and the seat is claimed as an almost family 
private property.

That Labour M .P.’s and trade union leaders should 
go to Derbyshire to speak on behalf of such a Tory candi
date is too much for even loyal Labour voters. The 
result is a present of Labour votes to that strange and 
nebulous something for everybody, Commonwealth. That 
the new party will be able to retain a substantial propor
tion of these votes at the next General Election is doubt
ful.

Meanwhile, the Communist leaders see their oppor
tunities slipping. Until now they have denounced as 
“ Hitler’s agents” those who broke the electoral truce. Now 
they propose to break it— in the name of the same “ fight 
against Hitlerism” . Further, they are seeking an alliance 
with Commonwealth, now that it is meeting a little suc
cess. Such vulgar opportunism is unequalled in political 
history. If the Commonwealth circus is seeking new turns 
they will find plenty of double-somersaulters, contortion
ists and tight-rope walkers among their Communist pals.

MINERS SUMMONED
A thousand tons of coal was lost yesterday because 

nearly 700 miners, summoned by .the owners, were 
thronging the police court at Rotherham, Yorks.

The summonses were for breach of contract by an 
unofficial strike at the Waleswood Colliery.

And the summonses against 655 of the men were 
dismissed as bad in law*, while cases against 18 others 
stand over.

Mr. W. E. Wise, for the men, pointed out that the 
plaintiffs named on the summonses were Skinner and 
Holford, two men who had been dead for some years.

Daily Herald, 19/2/44.
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OPTIM ISM  IS A N  attitude which, in a revolutionary 
movement, should be regarded as justly suspect. By 
optimism I do not mean the belief in the possibility of 
the achievement of revolutionary aims— without such a 
belief we should not be revolutionaries at all. I mean 
rather the belief in the certainty of the achievement of 
revolutionary aims, which has produced an easy com
placency in many movements and has often ended in a 
quietism and inaction which make no resistance at all 
to the forces of reaction.

‘Revolutionary’ optismism is usually based on some 
kind of pseudo-historical outlook, derived from a belief 
in the inevitability of progress and based on a misinter
pretation of the theory of evolution by the nineteenth 
century social theorists, from Huxley on the right to Marx 
on the left.

Evolution was interpreted by these people as a purely 
mechanical process of steady improvement in the natural 
world, the tree of higher species rising steadily from its 
lowly uni-cellular origins to its crest in humanity. Human 
society was conceived as analogous to the phenomena 
studied by the biologist, and was therefore regarded as 
being comprehended in the same evolutionary process. 
For Ahe animal world and for human society development 
was ̂ certain and inevitable, being based on a mechanical 
and deterministic law of constant progress. This idea of 
constant progress became the characteristic concept of the 
Victorian thinkers who, according to whether they were 
Christians or atheists, believed that man and the world 
were steadily improving in accordance with the Purpose 
of God or the Purpose of Evolution.

This naive belief in progress was held by almost 
all parties of the time, the Socialists no less than the 
Manchester business men. For the Socialists, however, 
God and Evolution tended to be frowned on, and a new 
deity, History, appeared on the scene. History, which 
is in reality merely the chronicle of events, was abstracted 
by Marx and turned into a purposive process by which 
the evolution of human society progressed according to 

*the dialectical struggle of opposites, each stage,, of human 
society producing its own destroyer. At the end of the 
dialectical process, Marx saw the final triumph of the 
proletariat, whose dictatorship would eventually usher in 
the Utopian society. Whether Marx actually believed 
in the inevitability of this process, or whether he ’stated 
his beliefs pragmatically is not certain, but it is obvious 
that almost all of his followers have taken his teachings 
as literally true and anticipate the eventual triumph of 
their particular creed with as much certainty and as little 
reason as the early Christians anticipated the imminent 
return of Christ.

This belief in the eventual certainty of a just society 
which would come by the mechanical laws of evolution or 
history, had a pernicious effect on the revolutionary move
ment, in that it enabled many rogues to divert workers’ 
movements into the respectable sidings of reformism and 
caused many honest radicals to accept circumstances 
which they would have rejected if they had not believed 
that the revolution must eventually triumph. Among the 
social democrats and among the non-Marxist labour 
movements of Anglo-Saxon countries there arose the doc
trine of evolutionary socialism. According to this doc
trine, revolutionary action was unnecessary because, if 
evolution operated in the social field, human society must 
inevitably progress until Socialism were attuined. The 
social democrats therefore restricted themselves to obtain-

in reforms under the present system, convinced that in 
the end capitalism-could be reformed out of existence.
The opposite Marxist school, while still regarding the 
Socialist society as inevitable, accepted revolution as a 
means of evolution. They held that through a revolution 
the old order of capitalism could be broken down, the 
dictatorship of the proletariat, represented by a taking 
over of government by the revolutionary party, would 
lead, through the evolutionary process, to the final wither
ing away of the state and the establishment of the 
classless society.

On the strength of these arguments, the social 
democrats became a group of politicians co-operating with 
the capitalist governing class, and the Communists be
came a political clique hunting power for themselves in 
the name of the workers. Both sects in this way betrayed 
the revolutionary movement and humanity in general.

How wrong were the believers in evolutionary or 
historical inevitability of progress has been proved effec
tively enough by the course of events during the last 
twenty years. But before we examine these events it is 
as well to give some attention to the bases on which the 
optimists built up their contentions.

Scientists no longer hold quite the same ideas on 
evolution as were expounded by the followers of Darwin. 
Generally speaking,., they have been inclined to abandon 
the conception of iron laws governing the universe and its 
processes. Instead, they tend to think in terms of proba
bilities, and to discount mechanical conceptions of 
natural processes. In the organic world evolution is seen 
as by no means an ordered progression. Some species, 
and individuals of some species, have failed to evolve. 
Amoeba, for instance, still propels his single cell through 
the ditches as he did in the dawn of life. Other species 
have evolved in a specialised way which, because of its 
lack of adaptability, has led to eventual racial suicide—  
the dinosaurs are the classic example of this wasteful 
process. In yet other circumstances individuals, or whole 
species, have degenerated in a way which shows that 
devolution exists in the organic world as a counter pro
cess to evolution. Moreover, where evolution has pro
ceeded to its greatest achievements, these have been 
rached in an erratic manner which seems to make doubt
ful the existence of an exclusively determinist process of 
evolution. Many biologists now consider that evolution 
moves not in a gradual stream, but in jumps or mutations, 
of which the majority are disastrous rather than beneficial. 
Anthropology indicates that in the evolution of man 
several semi-human species appeared and died out before 
the arrival of Homo Sapiens. And in man as he exists 
to-day there are many physical and mental relics of the 
past which are often not only useless, but even dangerous 
— such as the vermiform appendix, and which do no 
credit to the hypothetical evolutionary purpose.

Evolution in human society seems to work in an 
even less purposeful way. According to the anthropolo
gists of the nineteenth century there was a general ten
dency for men in all parts of the world to rise from the 
primitive food-gathering stage, through a pastoral stage, 
to the food-producing stage. Beyond this, the Marxists 
saw them progressing from barbarism through feudalism 
and capitalism to Socialism. The process was held to be 
determined and inevitable. These theorists, of course, 
failed to give due importance to the fact that many 
peoples, before the arrival of the white races in the nine-
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tcenth century, had not yet proceeded beyond the food
gathering stage, and that other peoples, such as the Poly
nesians, lived in a society that seemed a much degenerated 
form of a higher civilisation.

To-day the theory of a general evolution towards 
a higher civilisation is being dropped by the historians, an$j 
increasing evidence points to the probability that civilisation 
arose in one area, the Nile Valley, and thence spread over 
the earth. There is no convincing evidence that any 
civilisation other than the Egyptian grew independently 
from the food gathering communities that prccecdcd it.

If this theory is true, it seems to negate any idea 
of the inevitability of social progress. This idea is further 
weakened by the fact that the upward progression of 
every human civilisation has so far been followed by a 
decline into barbarism.

Again, developments in civilisation have up to the 
present represented progression only in certain limited 
senses— mostly in technique. In the most important 
social field— that of human relationships— civilisation has 
.displayed a universal retrogression in comparison with 
primitive societies. The class system and the perennial 
wars which have marred even the best civilised societies, 

'.such as the Hellenic and the Chinese, can be regarded 
only as a devolution from the peaceful communism of 
primitive man.

The only conclusion that we can reach, from a study 
of history and anthropology, is that in social relationships 
there seems to be no progressive and determined process 
of evolution. And, indeed, even if there were an evolu
tionary purpose determining the growth of society, there 
is no reason to suppose that such a purpose should have 
for its objective the establishment of a free society. To 
suppose that would be to superimpose on Evolution the 
wishes of the social revolutionary— to make it, -in fact, 
an anthropomorphic deity.

If we return to the present world situation, we shall 
find nothing to confirm us in an optimistic belief in the 
inevitability of freedom. The social currents which 
seemed to promise progress in the nineteenth century have 
ended in the two most violent wars in history, the rise 
of totalitarianism and the tragic betrayal of the Russian, 
Spanish and Chinese revolutions. Those who thought to 

• see the gradual unfolding of an evolution' towards a just 
society have seen a universal decline in the equality of 
social standards. If we are to judge \Vholly from his
torical processes, we can make no certain promise of a 
successful social revolution. We can say with some cer
tainty that capitalism will decline, because other social 
forms have always declined in the past, but we should 
be adopting an unwarranted gift of prophecy if we were 
to declare, in the face of the evidence, that evolution will 
inevitably replace capitalism by a free society.

Anarchists do not believe in historical determinism. 
We believe that economic and other sooial factors may 
play a great part in moulding the thoughts and actions 
of men, but we also hold that the ultimate decision which 
determines the nature of human relationships rests with 
the men themselves. We do not derive hope from any 
hypothetical purpose in the world, we do not abstract 
from events a god called History and place our destiny 
in his hands. Instead, we believe that the ultimate de
terminant of the character of social change is the will 
of men. Those men who exercise their will consciously 
are likely to mould society.

In the past social changes have been prepared, one 
may concede, by economic circumstances such as changes 
in the methods of production. But the actual change has 
in every case been precipitated by a number of men who 
desired an altered environment uniting to exercise their 
will for change and to overthrow the old society. Up to 
now, it has always been a minority who have by the

certainty of their will, dictated the nature of the change, 
to the disadvantage of the majority who had no definite 
idea of what they wanted.

In almost all so-called civilised societies, then, the 
mass of the people have always been subject to those who 
have had the will and the means to exercise power over 
them. The people can free themselves from this domina
tion of the few, not by waiting for evolution or history 
to establish the free society in easy stages, but only by 
themselves developing a conscious will to freedom which 
will be manifested by their actions in such a way that, in 
times of social flux, it will be more powerful than the 
social and economic circumstances that militate against 
the attainment of human freedom. Freedom will not 
drop into our laps as a present from the gods. It is 
something we must strive for and win by our own efforts, 
by the strength of our own will to freedom, translated 
into action.

Anarchy is not inevitable. In the world the only 
inevitability is change, and if we wish that change to 
result in anarchy, then we ourselves must determine its 
direction. Anarchy wall come only when men cease to 
rely on external forces, and are themselves prepared to* 
bring it about by the exercise of their own will to freedom.
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P o litic a l Use
TO M AN Y OF us who do not accept the brutal standards 
of our materialist era it seems incredible that any govern
ment could exploit a famine for political purposes. But 

_  looking at recent history it is the only conclusion we can 
draw.

That is the lesson of the great Irish potato famine of 
the last century, when potatoes were still exported to 
England. And it is most certainly the lesson of the 
present famine in India, as this paper has continually 
pointed out.

It is well-known that, after the last war, the blockade 
of revolutionary Germany and Austria was continued for 
7 months after the armistice. As Gen. Smuts recently 
admitted: • • • we actually allowed the position in
enemy countries to grow worse, the existing famine con
ditions to spread, until the Armistice period inflicted in 
some respects greater injury and suffering on the civilian 
populations than the war itself, and became a more bitter 
memory.” *

Even worse was the Allied attitude to Russia:
“ The Supreme Economic Council would not con

template the supply of relief to Hungary, while the 
Communist regime of Bela Kun lasted. When relief 
to the U.S.S.R. was urged in 1919, one of the condi- 
ditions proposed was that hostilities against the in
vaders of the Union should cease. In 1921 when 
finally relief was granted, this condition had become 
inoperable as the invaders had disappeared.”

— Prof. John Marrack in When Hostilities Cease.
The writer goes on to point out that goods were supplied 
without any conditions to the White adventurers Yudenitch 
and Denikin..

In the Spanish war, the insurance companies refused 
to insure ships going to Government ports to bring food 
tp the starving people. Remember “Potato Jones” and 
his brave era of blockade runners?

It is significant that in the recently published 
When Hostilities Cease— Fabian Papers on Relief and Re
construction, almost all the writers stress the dangers in 
this respect. Prof. Harold Laski writes:

“This is the language of sober fact and not of 
defeatism. It is what happened after the last war; in 
a large measure it is what happened during the Russian 
Revolution, in an even larger measure, it is what hap
pened during the Spanish -Civil War. It is imperative 
for us to take to heart the lesson of the Russo- 
Finnish war. There ,it was obvious that the flow of 
relief derived not merely from the desire to aid the 
suffering, but from the anxiety to strike a blow in an 
ideological conflict . . . Only as we are united by a

of B e lie f
system of common values can we construct relief insti
tutions that are the agents of hope and not the
instruments of fear.”

Prof. Laski’s “ system of common values” will never be 
achieved by our society which has rejected all values except 
those of the jungle.

From the study of UNRRA in the January War 
Commentary, it looks as though that organisation will 
have just as bad a record as its counterparts of the last 
war. There remain the voluntary relief organizations. 
Will they be able to help starving revolutionary Europe?

There are 3 reasons for our attaching special impor
tance to the voluntary bodies. First, because they are 
voluntary— they justify our faith in man’s capacity for 
mutual aid and co-operation; secondly, because unlike 
the other relief organizations, they have no political or 
commercial axe to grind; and thirdly because voluntary 
relief gets there sooner, because of its “ more fluid nature 
and lack of red tape” , and because its workers are more 
efficient. This was pointed out in Relief and Reconstruc
tion in Europe (Royal Inst, of International Affairs) and 
in Dr. Mackenzie’s Medical Relief in Europe.

It is desirable that the work of the various voluntary 
bodies should be inter-related, and this has been done by 
co-ordinating them in the Council of British Societies for 
Relief Abroad which was set up under the auspices of the 
Inter-Allied Post-War Requirements Committee, whose 
chairman is Sir Frederick Leith-Ross. This man’s record 
as negotiator of financial help for Fascist Germany and 
Italy,’ and as the controller of our merciless blockade, was 
mentioned in the article on U N RR A, but his influence on 
the economies of devastated Europe is even more to be 
feared. '

It was not a hopeful portent when we found Senator 
Russell, one of the five “ world-tour senators” , recommend
ing “ that the relief and rehabilitation of occupied countries 
be under military rather than civilian control.” — (Daily 
Despatch, 8/10/43) and when, in the Indian famine, Mrs. 
Nehru, “ just back from an area south-west of Calcutta” , 
charged that the non-official relief organizations had to 
conform “ to the most incredible restrictions and regula-* 
tions.” — (News Chronicle, 12/10/43).

The last blow in the Campaign of restrictions on the 
liberty of action of the voluntary bodies has been struck 
by the announcement that they “ are to function only 
under the strict control of U N R R A.”

After the last war, the countries which, for political 
reasons were denied relief by the British and American 
governments, could rely for some assistance on the volun
tary organizations. This time they won’t even get that.

C O LIN  W ARD.
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MONEY NO OBJECT
The Communist Party, hoping for an electoral pact 

with the Socialists and other “progressives,” announces 
that it is adopting 52 prospective Parliamentary candi
dates.

Since the party was formed in 1920 three 'Commun
ists have sat in the House of Commons: Mr. Walton 
Newbold (Motherwell 1922-23), Mr. S. Saklatvala (North 
Battersea 1922-23 and 1924-29), and Mr. Gallacher, who 
has represented West Fife since 1935.

Out of 64 fights in the last 15 years, Communist 
candidates have lost their deposits 51 times. Mr. Harry 
Pollitt has lost four deposits. Mr. Wal Hannington and 
Mrs. Isobel Brown each fought three elections and for
feited their deposits each time.

The deposit is £150. So it cost the Communist 
Party £7650 in forfeits alone to get its three M.P.s.

Evening Standard, 24/2/44.

I.W.W. ACCUSES
WE CHARGE— That under the guise of the “ war 

effort,” a deliberate, cunningly planned, sustained and 
systematic attack is being made upon labour standards.

WE CHARGE— That the purpose of this attack is 
to ensure that the workers of this country will not 
greatly benefit from the “war prosperity,” and will not 
be in a position to force concessions from the employing 
class after the war’s end.

WE CHARGE— That the leaders of this attack upon 
the workers are not— except indirectly— the old line re
actionaries— but the allegedly “ liberal” and “progressive” 
heels of capitalism.

We CH ARGE— That it is the very pose of “pro- 
gressivism” and “ liberalism” which makes them dangerous, 
in that, while the employers are unable to use the familiar 
weapons of force, the weapon of treachery is much more 
valuable.

WE AVO W — That though figures can’t lie; yet liars 
can figure— and that we suffer to-day from the greatest 
collection of figuring liars the country wa$ ever afflicted 
with. Industrial Worker, Chicago, 15/1/44.

IN THE "WORKERS' FATHERLAND"
British diplomats in Moscow have sent urgent mes

sages home asking that their gold-braided coats, cocked 
hats, and swords be sent out to them immediately as they 
are now expected to wear "them at all formal receptions.

Now that the Germans are being driven back there 
are more opportunities for social life in Moscow, and the 
Russian Government has made it known that it wishes 
all diplomats to wear full uniform on formal occasions.

There has been a marked tendency recently in Russia 
to make uniforms of officers and high officials smarter.

Sunday Dispatch, 27/2/44.

KEEP SENSE OF PROPORTION !
Readers will notice the change of address for the 

Socialist Appeal. This is a step forward for our Party 
and our paper which has been undertaken despite the 
greatest difficulties. We are moving from the famous 
“ loft” at King’s Cross from where we conducted our 
“ class warfare” to quote the gutter press, to more suitable 
premises. Here our office staff and the party members 
can work under reasonable conditions.

The change has acted as a stimulant to the parly 
nationally and especially in London. The taking of new 
headquarters is regarded as a mark of confidence in the 
future of the working class and of our party and press.

Socialist Appeal, February 1944.

ITALIAN PUZZLE
In Italy, the Christian Democrats and the other 

moderates want to preserve the monarchical institution, 
and it is noticeable that since the Bari Congress, fulmina- 
tions against Crown Prince Umberto have ceased.

One proposal recently canvassed as that 1 rince Um
berto should ascend the throne after his father s abdica
tion, but make over the Royal authority to some regent, 
himself joining the Army. . t , ,

The Liberations Parties are afraid that the dynastic 
riddle may continue to absorb their whole energies, whilo 
Marshal Badoglio’s Ministry digs itself in.~-Reuter.

The Observer, 20/2/44.

Through
CHIANG KAI-SHEK CENSORED

It is now doubted in London whether the promised 
English translation of Generalissimo Chiang Kei-shek’s re
markable, even sensational, book, “ China’s Destiny.” will 
ever be published.

As originally written the book, which sets out to 
explain China’s position in the world in terms of the 
past and the future, contains some blunt charges against 
the Western Powers for their former conduct of Far 
Eastern matters, and against the dissident factions within 
China.

Above all, the book is an apologia for the Kuomin- 
tang Party. “ If China had no Kuomintang,” wrote the 
Generalissimo, “ there would be no China. If the Kuo
mintang revolution fails it means the failure of the whole 
Chinese nation.”

The Observer, 27/2/44.

WARNING FROM PORTUGAL
Dr. Salazar, the Portuguese dictator, is now one of 

the sensitive thermometers which indicate the trend of 
Conservative opinion on the Continent.

On Tuesday of last week, for example, the Doctor 
made a speech in Lisbon of which only a few platitudes 
were reported in the British Press. Salazar, however, 
said a great deal more. He warned his opponents at 
home who were preparing democratic doctrines for the 
day when Allied victory might encourage the Portuguese 
to replace the Salazar dictatorship. “ There will be no 
intervention from the Allies to help democratic forces in 
Portugal,” Salazar added,

Because after the end of this war the greatest need 
and even a greater one than hitherto will be for order. 
This is recognised by the most eminent representatives 
of the United Nations.”

This assurance to Salazar which he claims to have 
received can have been made only by either Churchill 
or Roosevelt or by both. What exactly it aims at is not 
clear, but its meaning must be evident. Anyhow, Salazar 
proceeded to draw his conclusions from it. He continued:

However, the crisis of order which will inevitably 
arise after the war makes it essential to recognise as 
absolutely indispensable the cohesion and harmony of 
the countries of Western Europe. This is the only al
ternative to a general identity of internal policies which 
would lead to the spreading of disorder and would open 
up a series of difficulties for the victorious group.”

Tribune, 18/2/44.
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DIED IN PRISON
Members of the Nationalist party walked out of the 

Central Assembly (the lower House) to-day as a protest 
against the refusal to permit its leader to make a state
ment on the death of Mrs. Gandhi. The Council of State 
(the upper House) adjourned for half an hour as a mark 
of respect.

The Indian press to-day sharply criticised the Gov
ernment of India for declining to release Mrs. Gandhi 
from prison before her death last night.

Manchester Guardian, 24/2/44.

the Press
DON'T STRIKE — C.P.

The sporadic strikes in various coalfields underline 
the necessity of the mine-owners co-operating with the 
unions in removing the-anomalies created by the Porter 
award.

In the meantime, the miners should follow the ad
vice of their leaders and give the award a trial.

To remain on strike can only hold up negotiations 
and delay the redress of grievances.

Strikes to-day injure the nation by depriving it of 
coal, alienate public sympathy from the miners and help 
the reactionary mine-owners.

By remaining at work, the miners will strengthen 
the hands of their leaders and secure the more speedily 
the remedy of their grievances. .

Daily Worker, 31/1/44.

BUREAUCRACY
The growth of Government and Public Offices during 

the war is responsible for a lament by the editor of 
Whitaker’s Almanack for the current year. In issuing 
the 76th volume, he calls attention to the increasing space 
devoted to official appointments.

The following figures show the upward climb in 
Government and public offices as shown by the number 
of pages allocated to them by Whitaker:

Year. , Pages.
1869 (the first issue) ................... .........  8
1939      80
1943    >101
1944   108

I do not want to be pessimistic, but I doubt very 
much if the editor will have many pages released for 
other purposes for some time. The roots of bureaucracy 
once established are hard to pull up.

Evening Standard, 16/2/44.

W ORKHOUSE FOR "HEROES"
Mr. W. J. Edwards, Labour M.P. for Whitechapel, 

has asked Mr. Bevin about 192 cx-Servicemen reported 
since October as living in institutions in the north,

Mr. W. L. Richmond, of the Yorkshire Casualties 
Poor Assistance Committee, said he believed these were 
niany more of these men in other parts of the country.

The Daily Mirror, 18/2/44.

"D.W." MUST SEE SECOND FRONT
Not only should the Daily Worker have a special 

war correspondent but the whole editorial board including 
the editor, Bill Rust, Cayton, the racing expert, and the 
Dean of Canterbury, as chaplain, should be allowed to go 
if they wish.

It is a national scandal that the people who have 
shouted loudest for a Second Front in Europe should be 
prevented from being in the middle of it when it really 
begins.

I am quite sure that there would be plenty of soldiers 
who would be prepared to sacrifice their places in the 
invasion barges so that the representatives of the Daily 
Worker should get a good view of what goes on.

The case that the Daily Worker has made out against 
Sir James Grigg, Secretary of State for War, in unanswer
able?

“ Grigg must go” is the Daily Worker’s latest slogan, 
and we all agree without asking where or when he is 
t0 go. . . .

Grigg’s action in the matter is disgusting, he is 
sabotaging the Daily Worker’s war effort.

Just think that Grigg has only been a Cabinet Min
ister for a couple of years and that he only got into Par
liament at a by-election at Cardiff because the Commun
ists chalked the pavements and held open-air meetings 
urging the working class to turn out and vote for him.

And then, when the Communists have helped to get 
him into Parliament and into the War Office, this is how 
he rewards them!

“ Ikonoblast” in Forward, 5/2/44.

CYNICISM
Opening his wallet, Tommy Trinder showed me last 

night a 50-lira ncTte issued by Amgot in Italy. Printed 
on it are four slogans: Freedom of Speech, Freedom of * 
Religion, Freedom from Fear, Freedom from Want.

I remarked that the slogans were not printed in 
Italian, but in English.

“Yes,” said Mr. Trinder, “ that is so that the natives 
shall not be corrupted.”

Evening Standard, 22/2/44.

V.D. MENACE IN AMERICA
Wartime increase in venereal diseases— over 35,000 

cases have been reported in the Canadian Forces alone—  
has aroused a nation-wide campaign in Canada to educate 
the people in avoiding these dangers.

Colonel Donald Williams, chief V.D . control officer, 
estimates that 300,000 Canadians are suffering from 
syphilis and that 30,000 will die of the disease.

Casualties in the U.S. Navy this year from V.D . will 
be enough to man twelve battleships, six carriers, twenty- 
four cruisers and eighty destroyers. That was the military 
estimate quoted yesterday by Patricia Lochridge in the 
American Women’s Home Companion. She said Army 
casualties will be enough to form twenty-six combat 
divisions. The Daily Mirror, 18/2/44.

A LESSON
. Some resentment was expressed when other Americans 

at a West Country N .F.S. dance last night ordered 
coloured troops out of the hdll.

Applause greeted the M .C.’s announcement that, as 
the coloured Americans were ordered out, all white 
Americans were also requested to leave.

The community would have no difference made be
tween white and coloured troops, he said.

Daily Herald, 19/2/44.
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LUXEMBURG,ANTI-MILITARISM 
and ANARCHISM b . W illi Freimann

THE EARLY SO CIALIST M OVEMENT did not deal 
specifically with the issue of anti-militarism. Even the 
Communist Manifesto of 1847 confines itself to the advo
cacy of building a political movement with a declared 
revolutionary aim, without mentioning militarism. In
deed the whole “scientific socialist” movement, from Karl 
Marx to his followers Lassalle, Wilhelm Liebknecht and 
Bebel, avoided the question. Marx’s attitude to the 
Franco-Prussian war of 1870 is well known. It raised 
a difference of opinion within the First International which 
was later to become an issue of profound importance to 
the international revolutionary movement. Marx, from 
the first, held that the war was from the German point of 
view purely a war of defence. Even after the French 
had been crushlngly defeated at Sedan he maintained this 

. . view, and when his friend Kugelmann suggested that the 
war had now ceased to be defensive, Marx told him that 
it was only his deplorable ignorance of dialectic which 
prevented him from realizing that a war of defence was 
bound to have aggressive features in it! And when the 
French section of the International addressed an appeal 
to the German people, Marx spoke scornfully of “ the 
imbeciles of Paris and their ridiculous Manifesto” . En
gels, too, was opposed to any independent anti-militarist 
action on the part of the French working class. “ If one 
could have any influence at Paris,” he wrote to Marx at 
the time, “ it would be necessary to prevent the working- 
folk from budging until the peace.”  *
*  Very different was the attitude of the Anarchists. 
From the middle of the eighteen-sixties Bakunin was 
stressing the internationalist aspirations of the working 
class, and in 1870 he urged a working class uprising in 
France to destroy both the Empire of Napoleon III and 
the invading armies of Bismarck. During the last quarter 
of the century the militant workers came more and more 
to accept the anarchist view that standing armies are tools 
for reactionary coups d’etat and social oppression; that 
wars are conducted by the ruling class in its own interest 
at the expense of the workers; and that they must there
fore be countered by a General Strike leading to Social 
Revolution. Vigorous anti-militarist activity was stimu
lated by the anarchist slogans: “Down with Military Jus
tice, Militarism and W ar!”  “ Solidarity with those who, 
individually or collectively, Refuse military service or are 
punished for desertion! ”  Such calls led to the establish
ment of revolutionary cells within bourgeois armies, and 
meetings and demonstrations of recruits and conscripts. 
The cruel persecution which the anarchists received as a 
result of this propaganda only increased the sympathy and 
support of the workers. In view of all this, the alarmed 
socialists began to modify their line to the extent of en
couraging soldiers to refuse to act as strike-breakers or 
blacklegs, and to refuse to turn their rifles on their work
ing class comrades, but to turn them instead against their 
officers.

The French Anarchists, under the slogan, “ Not a 
man, not a cent for Militarism! ” attempted to organize 
an International Anti-Militarist Association. It was boy
cotted by the Second International, but nevertheless grew 
rapidly in France. Its international congress at Etienne 
emphasized the importance, in the even of war, of strikes 
of reservists, and the refusal of soldiers and sailors to 
obey orders. It recommended the General Strike and 
full support for militant class struggle.

THE SO CIAL DEM OCRATS AND WAR 
Karl Liebknecht was the first Social. Democrat to take 

up the Anti-Militarist struggle, in his famous pamphlet 
Militarism and Anti-Militarism. But the German Social 
Democratic Party, clinging to legality, refused to commit 
itself to any definite policy on the question. When Lieb- 
knecht was accused of High Treason before the High 
Court, Bebel in the witness hox opposed the organization 
of an antif'militarist body in Germany because the Party 
would not expose itself to the risk of suppression and 
persecution of its members. Liebknecht, in spite of . this 
shameful desertion,, accepted the party discipline, and 
thereby failed to give the lead to the undoubted support 
of a great mass of German workers and soldiers who 
fearlessly demonstrated their sympathy.

Having thus sold out to Capitalism, the Social Demo
crats then proceeded to compromise with the revolutionary 
forces of Labour. They signed the Stuttgart Resolution 
(1907) and the Basle Resolution (1912) which demanded 
from all socialists that, in the event of war, they should 
“utilise the political and economic crisis- to rouse the 
masses and thereby hasten the downfall of capitalist rule” . 
It seems clear that these resolutions were framed as a 
concession to widespread anti-war feeling, the fruit of 
long-standing anarchist propaganda and struggle!

SO CIALISTS AND AN A R CH ISTS IN  1914
When the war came the Socialists abandoned the 

revolutionary class struggle of internationalism altogether, 
and deserted their promise of two years before at Basle, 

'that it Was the “ undisputed and fundamental duty of all 
Socialists to awaken the revolutionary consciousness and 
determination of the proletariat and help to pass to revo
lutionary actions” . Even Liebknecht at first failed to 
oppose the Party Line and voted for war credits.

By contrast, the great German Anarchist Erich 
Muehsam, representing thousands of German Anarchists 
and Syndicalists, stood firm by the principles of revolu
tionary international solidarity, and was imprisoned for 
his strong anti-war and anti-militarist opinions. The 
authorities regarded him as the most dangerous of the 
German revolutionists. Meanwhile, although Karl Lieb- 
knecKt later (2nd December 1914) voted against war 
credits (he was alone among the Social Democrats in the 
Reichstag to do so) and joined Rosa JLuxembury, Mehring, 
and Clara Zetkin in organizing a policy of resistance to 
the. war, this fact could not repair the damage to the 
working class for their first attitude of .passivity had 
thrown theim into complete confusion.

In November 1914 Mala testa wrote in the London 
anarchist paper Freedom, “ At the risk of passing as a 
simpleton, I confess that I would never have believed it 
possible that Socialists— even Social Democrats— would 
applaud and voluntarily take part, either on the side of 
the Germans or on that of the Allies, in a war like the 
one that is at present devastating Europe. But what is 
there to say when the same is done by Anarchists— not 
numerous, it is true, but having amongst them comrades 
whom we love and respect most?”  Denouncing the few 
pro-war Anarchists, Freedom published ^he International 
Anarchist Manifesto Against the War, signed by 34 inter
nationally known Anarchists of all countries.

While the Social Chauvinists were trying to prove 
the “absurdity” of revolution, Malatesta reaffirmed an



earlier prophecy of Bakunin’s, and declared immediately 
after the outbreak of war: “ In my opinion victory will 
be on neither side. After a long war, with tremendous 
losses in life and property, and the exhaustion of both 
groups, some kind of peace will be patched together 
leaving all questions open, thereby preparing, a new war, 
which will be even more murderous than the present. 
The only hope lies in revolution! ” Rosa Luxemburg 
made a similar declaration two years later in her famous 
“Junius” pamphlet.

ROSA LUXEM BURG
Rosa Luxemburg was arrested on 19th February, 

191$ and served a year in prison. Like Lenin, she 
opposed the pro-war Marxists Kautsky, Plekhanov, and 
Hyndman. But the arguments she used against them 
were those which the anarchist anti-militarists had used 
for years before, from Bakunin and the Anarchist declara
tions in the International down to Malatesta in 1914. 
Even her “ Junius” pamphlet, written in prison and pub
lished in April 1916, which exposed the “ liberating mis
sion” legend used by both imperialist camps to fool the 
workers, and in which she stated that both groups of 
powers were fighting for conquest and that therefore the 
workers of the world should side *with neither group, 
contained nothing which was not to be found in the 
rich anti-militarist literature of the Anarchists. Similarly 
Karl Liebknecht’s call to the German workers to turn 
their rifles against their own government and declare a 
military strike, was an echo of the Etienne declaration.

Although claiming to lead the "hiasses, the revolution
ary socialists— Lenin in Russia and Spartacus in Ger
many— were compelled by events to adopt the slogans of 
the revolutionary workers. Lenin not only abandoned 
Bolshevik principles for revolutionary slogans, but also 
adopted for the Bolshevik Party the name “Communist” 
— a term which had come to be associated with the Anar
chists. Plagiarising the latter, he declared: “We Marxists 
are opposed to all and every kind of State” ; and “ the 
Soviets of Workers’, Soldiers’ and all other Deputies are 
the sole power in the State, the harbinger of the “wither
ing away’ of the State in every form” . These ideas would 
have been unthinkable from such a source had not the 

logic of events borne out the anarchist teachings, and 
forced them on those who aspired to ‘lead’ the workers.

Rosa Luxemburg also shows the same movement 
towards anarchist ideas (though with greater sincerity than 
Lenin), and frequently seems to echo Bakunin. Con
sider the following statements which she made about the 
Bolshevik State of Lenin and Trotsky; “ Freedom for sup
porters of the Government only, fo$ the member's of the 
party only— no matter how big its membership may be 
— is no freedom at all” . “ The suppression of political 
life throughout the country must gradually cause the 
vitality of the Soviets themselves to decline. Without 
General Elections, freedom of the press? assembly, and 
speech, life in every public institution slows down, be
comes a caricature of itself, and bureaucracy rises as the 
only deciding factor. No one can escape the working of 
this law. Public life gradually dies and a few dozen 
party leaders with inexhaustible and limitless idealism 
direct and rule . . .  In the last resort cliquism develops 
and dictatorship, but not the dictatorship of the prole
tariat: the dictatorship of a handful of politicians, i.e. a 
dictatorship in the bourgeois sense, in the Jacobin sense.”

Thus Rosa Luxemburg. And now Bakunin: “ Who
ever says State says fortress, stronghold, forced separation 
of one section of mankind from other State-imprisoned 
sections. Whoever says State says rivalry, competition, 
permanent wars of states, conquest, robbery, patriotic and 
glorified massacre— without and within— oppression, legal 
and regulated exploitation of the people for the benefit 
of a ruling minority. The necessary revolutionary policy 
of the proletariat must have as its immediate and only
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aim, the destruction of the State. We cannot understand 
how anyone can talk about international solidarity who 
wants to preserve States— the State being by its very 
existence a breach of solidarity and therefore a permanent 
cause of war. We do not recognize; not even as a revo
lutionary form of transition, either a national convention, 
nor constitutional congress, provisional government, nor 
a so-called revolutionary dictatorship, because we are con
vinced that the revolution is only in the masses, sincere, 
honest, effective, and that when concentrated in the hands 
of a few governing persons, it will inevitably and imme
diately change into reaction” . Events during the last war 
taught Rosa Luxemburg and Karl Leibknecht; since then 
their worst fears have been realized, and have proved 
once more the correctness of Bakunin’s vision.

W ORKERS' A C T IO N
But though Luxemburg and Liebknecht came to re

cognise the dangers of the leadership principle, they still 
sought to direct the revolutionary masses. While the con
spiratorial leaders were debating the workers acted. Paul 
Froehlich, in his book on Rosa Luxemburg, says: “The 
hour of revolt was fixed— and postponed again and 
again. In the end the conspirators had just time to place, 
themselves at the head of the workers of Berlin when they 
finally acted on their own.”  The Spartacist leaders had 
a special influence on the insurrectionary masses because 
they had opposed the war, and adopted the revolutionary 
working class slogans of the Anarchists which corres
ponded with the realities Qf the situation. They failed 
because they could not wholly iit£  themselves of the 
superstition of leadership. Instead of leaving them to 
follow their natural revolutionary impulse, they separated 
themselves from the workers.

While the armed working class had already gained 
ground by direct action and driven the Social Demo
cratic government of Ebert into panic, Liebknecht wasted 
valuable time in endless discussions with the leaders of the 
Independent Socialist Party. The workers, awaiting' 
Spartacus’ singnal for the general assault, grew tired. 
Later on Noske, the Social Democrat butcher who crushed 
the revolution in blood, admitted that Spartacus could 
have seized the Government buildings and the Chancellor’s 
Palace on the night of January 5th, 1919; but they hesi
tated at the critical moment, which was seized by the 
counter-revolutionaries to take the initiative and occupy 
the Reichstag under the very noses of the surprised 
Spartacists.

Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg were brutally mur
dered by the counter-revolutionary Social Democrats on 
the night of January 15th, 1919. Their graves and 
memory have been desecrated by Hitler’s Nazis. And, 
as Froehlich says, “ many ot her close collaborators, and 
in particular her Polish comrades in arms, lost their lives 
in the Lubianka and other prisons as victims of Stalin’s 
campaign of extermination against the Old Guard of 
the revolution” . Nothing can dim their bravery and 
heroism. But we *nust none the less learn not only the 
lessons of their defeat, but also recognize the source of 
their strength. Though Rosa Luxemburg would perhaps 
never have become an Anarchist, she would certainly 
never have degenerated into a Stalinist, as her fearless 
and biting criticisms of Lenin prove. Meanwhile the 
parallels offered by the present war are too obvious to 
need stressing.

Don’t forget to bay your  
SO LID A R ITY  TIC K E T

w ith  th is issu e
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From the Ranks
------------------------------------------------

INEQUALITIES OF PAY
The Authorities in an attempt to foster friendly rela

tions between American and British troops, interchanged 
a number of American soldiers with a number of soldiers 
from this regiment for a period of three weeks. Before 
our lads went to the American regiment, the Commanding 
Officer told them to go out with the Americans in the 
eveninjgs and spend freely and the P.R.I. will refund 
the money. To quote his words he said: “ If the Ameri
cans want double whiskies, buy them double whiskies, it 
will not cost you a penny” .

It was obvious that the British soldier would not 
create a good impression if after duty he could not go 
out with the Americans because he only had shillings 
to their pounds, so to cover the difference in pay the 
Army gave our lads a few pounds extra to put them on 
equal basis, financially and socially with their American 
comrades. This will never foster friendly relations for 
as long as the Americans can buy whiskey to our beer, go 
to the best seats in the cinema while we go to the cheapest, 
attract the girls with their abundance of money, there will 
be ill-feeling between the troops of the two countries. 
The only way to prevent this is to put all of us on equal 
pay, not for three weeks but for always.

v Trooper L. W.

FRANK LEECH FIGHTS FOR 
FREEDOM

We have received many letters from soldiers express
ing their solidarity with Frank Leech, who went on 
hunger strike while undergoing imprisonment, as a 
protest against conscription. We regret to be unable 
to reprint them all but we are reproducing the follow
ing letter from a soldier-comrade who expresses the 
feeling of many others.

Frank Leech of Glasgow is in jail for daring to stand 
on his feet and demand the elementary rights of that 
which we are supposed to be fighting for— FREEDOM.

He is a soldier, as every living individual is, whether 
in civilian clothes, or uniform, who objects to conscription 
and regimentation.

He is fighting, not for the furtherance of the Capital
istic regime, but for a far greater cause— H U M A N IT Y. 
He is fighting for a society where all men may come to a 
full enjoyment of an individualistic freedom, and not the 
“ freedom” as envisaged by our present Fascist minded 
upper class.

The “ Churchills”  and the “ Bevins” can do as they

wish with the resources and people of this country, but 
if any person dares to demand a little of that freedom 
we have been fighting four and a half years for, he is 
dubbed as “red” or “ Bolshy” , if in the Army, and treated 
as a criminal if a civilian.

A ludicruous state of affairs, surely, because if the 
freedom we are fighting for is as splendid as our leaders 
would have us believe why are so many forced by the 
government to participate in the “battle for civilisation , 
and not allowed to use their individual judgment.

Surely there would be no shirkers among a really 
free people, fighting to retain their freedom? What we 
are fighting for now, is for that freedom which allows 
M ON EY to keep as wage slaves, all men, as it has done 
since Capitalism first “reared its ugly head” .

* Fight on Frank, there are many in military prisons 
who have never heard of Anarchy, but who are comrades 
in arms of that cause we all are fighting for: the real 
freedom and brotherhood of mankind.

Gunner A.B.

WAR OFFICE "GENEROSITY"
Ex-Private M. Rt A., of Portsmouth, having served 

twelve years, was recalled in 1939, discharged four years 
later and awarded £20 gratuity.

Because he had been awarded £8 ten years ago for 
his previous service that amount was deducted from his 
present war gratuity. “This gratuity,” the War Office 
inform me, “ is inclusive of any gratuity he had previously 
received.”

Then all that I want to say is that to give a man a 
gratuity at the end of his twelve years’ service, and deduct 
it— ten years later— from a gratuity he had earned in 
this war is paltry in the extreme.

The Daily Miiror, 17/2/44. .

FOUR MONTHS' WORK STRIKE
The work strike on the part of 21 conscientious 

objectors at the Federal Correctional Institution, Danbury, 
Conn., in protest against the policy of racial segregation 
in the institution’s dining room, was ended recently, the 
War Resisters League announces.

Friends of the men have reported that on Dec. 22, 
Warden Myrl E. Alexander spoke with the strikers and 
proposed a programme for establishing a cafeteria system 
in the dining hall, under which inmates will be able to 
eat with whomever they wish. The strike, which began 
Aug. 11, was then terminated

Although all 21 men agreed in the settlement of the 
racial problem, five of them, who felt that they must 
protest against conscription and against being imprisoned 
for conscience’s sake, are still refusing to co-operate with 
the prison administration and are still on punishment 
status with their privileges restricted. The Call, 7/1/44.

___ _
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Preparing lor Freedom
THE PROBLEM OF child education in an anarchist 
society will not prove a difficult one. Children are essen
tially logical in their thinking and will not need to have 
the principles of freedom and equality explained to them; 
iiKleed, it might almost be said that any political system 
trait cannot be readily understood by a child is a faulty 
system. Try to explain banking, the intricacies of com
pound interest, and the machinations of big business gov
ernment, and you will find that a child’s puzzled questions, 
far from being as naive as is generally supposed, are in 
every way justifiable.

Our problem is how to educate, not fke children of 
the future, but the adults of to-day. At present, education 
is used as a method of keeping the young and the mature 
mind in a well-defined rut that suits those to whose advan
tage it is to discourage clear thinking. There are many 
people to-day who can see glaring faults in the education 
that has for so long ruled in our schools, but many of 
these will be perfectly content to accept the reforms trotted 
out by the government as a sop to would-be reformers. 
The few proposals for improvement that have so far 
been made are useless: increasing the school leaving age 
is of no value if the standard of education is not raised. 
In fact, such a move will only increase the pressure of 
propaganda, the continued insistence that what your gov
ernment does for you is the best that could be done for 
you. Schools, like the large majority of churches, exist 
to enforce this^o-called “ discipline” and to inculcate an 
unquestioning, submissive state of mind. A  few weeks 

•ago Admiral Sir Andrew Cunningham said: “What does 
freedom mean? It certainly does not mean lack of dis
cipline. You will eventually thank your stars that you 
joined the disciplinary service because it means a hell of 
a lot. You are not even free to play football unless you 
obey the rules.” He was talking to air apprentices at 
a naval training station, but his attitude is one that is to 
be found everywhere, from the time of first going to 
school to the time of joining the armed forces in some 
imperialist war. In 1818 Hazlitt, referring to the clergy
men of the Church of England as “ the most devoted tools 
of power,” condemned them for being only too willing 
to render unto Csesar the things that were Csesar’s, but far 
from willing to fulfil the other part of the celebrated piece 
of advice, and very, very far from willing to render any
thing at all to the poor, those most in need of help.

Things have changed but little. Schools and churches 
profess high aims, but their actual conduct is of doubtful 
honesty. History is still taught on a largely nationalist 
basis, and it is significant that the leader principle is 
extolled.

We are faced with a generation of adults who believe 
in leadership. It will be hard to lead them away from 
this false belief, when they are so accustomed to news
paper sensationalism, cheerleaders, the worship of film 
stars, and to the idea that a single man at the head of 
a government is responsible for all the planning, all the 
work, and all the fighting. Despite the admiration that 
the people of this country unddubtedly feel for the people 
of Russia, it is more frequent to hear the majority speak
ing of “ Uncle Joe” than of the struggling soldiers. “Joe” 
is more than a symbol— to those who find it impossible to 
think of thousands of people, he is the one man who 
represents the war effort of the Soviets.

A recent Sunday Pictorial article reviewing W. J. 
Brown’s So Far discussed the unsatisfactory nature of the 
coalition government and spoke hopefully of a movement 
of “progressively-minded candidates” who would straighten

out the mess. The reviewer agrees with Mr. Brown that 
this is necessary, but fears that people will say, “ All right, 
Bill, but who is going to LEAD the movement?” A 
leader is, it would seem, essential. Herbert Read’s recent 
denunciation of the Cult of Leadership was an admirable 
exposition of the stupidities of such loose thinking.

With this attitude so common, education must en
courage scepticism. Dogma and the unquestioning accept
ance of plausible nonsense will always make for war and 
exploitation by the unscrupulous. All ideologies must be 
subjected to the test of reason. Attack all beliefs until 
you are sure that they are sound. Communists refused 
for a long time to accept capitalist propaganda, but fell 
willingly for equally foolish prattle of a different kind. 
It is no good rejecting one god and embracing another just 
as dictatorial and unreasonable.

How are we to go about cleaning up the sloppy mind 
in preparation for the better world that we hope will 
come into being? The first essential is to encourage 
people to believe good of their fellow-workers. At times 
this is difficult, and scepticism would seem to be more 
in order. But until those who wish to create the new
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order can trust one another, there will be many insur
mountable difficulties. In any argument about the practi
cability of anarchism, the same question crops u p : “What 
about those who’ll try to take advantage and seize power? 
There will always be men who want to get to the top.” 
No man believes that another will co-operate with him, 
though no man will ever doubt his own willingness to 
live honestly. The present system encourages such sus
picion and sets man against man, saying that it is good 
to indulge in “healthy competition.”  ̂It dangles the carrot 
of future security and power before the nose of the 
gullible man who continues to believe in the capitalist 
system as long as there is some possibility of his becoming 
a capitalist himself someday.

Even if anarchists can do no more than encourage the 
enquiring mind they will be doing good, though at the 
risk of being accused of intellectual nihilism. There is, 
however, no need to stop there. After the criticism, the 
anarchist can help by suggesting alternatives, and winning 
the confidence of his fellows. All must help— writers 
and labourers. There are plenty of opportunities every 
day: strike action is the most notable and certainly the 
most direct method. It is useless to leave it all to the few 
writers who support the cause and hope that their few

books and periodicals will win the support of the public. 
The individual worker counts.

We must begin now to educate men and women to 
resist the impact of post-war propaganda, which will be 
terrific. We must educate them to realise that Beveridge 
plans, even if fulfilled, are not enough. And at the same 
time, while showing up the faults of the existing order, 
we must discourage vindictiveness. There must be none 
of the hangers-on who manage to attach themselves to 
nearly all revolutionary movements-, anxious not to improve 
the living conditions of the majority but to drag iown 
those against whom they have a grudge.

Each man must be given a sense of personal respon
sibility. At present that sense is fostered just enough for 
a citizen to feel that he has a parliamentary representative 
for whose election he was to some extent responsible. 
Beyond that, he does not go, except in a few cases where 
a vague mistrust is felt. Unless that mistrust can lead 
to something .more definite, to a desire to alter such a 
state of affairs, it will do little practical good.

And finally, the contrast between the old way and the 
new way: men must be shown that under an anarchist 
system their opinions will be respected, their help wel
comed, and their talents encouraged.

J. F. BURKE

STARVATION 
IN SPAIN

A M E D IC A L paper carries a 
report of the researches of a 
Spanish doctor into the diseases 
caused by the food shortage 

during the civil war. More and more it is becoming evi
dent that starvation is a more or less permanent feature 
of our time. The industrial depression of 1929-32 pro
vided the mass of material in this country which formed 
the basis of several researches into malnutrition'. Nor was 
semi-starvation confined to this country; it was widespread 
enough to preoccupy the Health Section of the League of 
Nations for several years. But in Spain the existence of 
massive starvation is particularly tragic. When the revo
lutionary peasants, under the influence of the Anarchist 
Syndicalist C.N .T., seized the land from the Fascist 
landlords, they immediately set about the radical improve
ment of agriculture. In Aragon, the peasants formed 
voluntary collectives, to which 75 per cent, of the small 
proprietors willingly adhered. By improvements in culti
vation, in irrigation, and in stock breeding, they produced 
extraordinary results in a very short time. In the first 
year after the revolution of July 1936, the wheat crop 
showed a average increase in yield of 30 per cent., while 
in the first eighteen months the number of pigs and cows 
was tripled. Gaston Leval states: “ In many localities—  
besides the Levant and certain parts of Catalonia -the 
rearing of cows was only ^ g u n  after the revolution. 
A  selection of the existing livestock was made, and care
ful attention given to the healthy animals, while the 
diseased ones were eliminated so as to ensure that chil
dren would have nothing but wholesome milk.”

These were the fruits of revolution, when the Spanish 
people were able to act through their own elected com
mittee s without regimentation from above. But with the 
triumph of the counter-revolution and the firm establish
ment of the Negrin government at Valencia there came a 
change. Led by the Stalinist Minister of Agriculture, 
Uribe, * the government began to hamper in every pos
sible way the work of the collective iarms. “ Our collec
tives did not receive any sort 0i official aid. On the 
contrary, if they received anything at all, it was obstruc
tion and calumnies from the Minister oi Agriculture 
(Uribe) and from the majority oi institutions that de
pended on this minister.”  (Tierra y Liber tad, 17/7/3?)- 
Finally, rhe collectives were physically broken up by the 

brigade of General Enrico Lister. 1 his is

how it was that during the winter of 1938 and the early 
months of 1939 the Spanish people were starving, exist
ing mainly on lentils. With their physical resistance 

'undermined, it is not surprising that the military resist
ance to Franco collapsed.

The British Medical Journal’s report refers only to 
to results of malnutrition during the war itself. Since 
that time frank starvation has been the lot of the Spanish 
workers and peasants under Franco’s terror. The B.M.J. 
comments:, “The cruel involuntary ‘experiment’ of the 
dimensions experienced in Spain provided evidence of 
types of neurological disorder caused by nutritional de- 
ficience of some sort or another. The same ‘ experiment? 
is, unfortunately, to be expected on an even larger scale 
in Europe after the war.”  This prophecy is, indeed only 
too likely to be fulfilled; starvation was a feature of the 
post-war period after 1918. But in the present wax, the 
famines are already spread all over the world. Not only 
in Spain, but in the Low Countries, Greece, Italy and 
Sicily, and oh the vast Asiatic scales in India and China. 
If the post-war period is to exaggerate these already 
existing famines, the outlook is ghastly indeed. Yet 
through the present tragedy in Spain, one can remember 
the experience which can bring hope to the suffering post
war period— those months 'of increased food production 
during the first year of the revolution, when there was 
no central authority strong enough to strangle the 
initiative of the people; when the workers and peasants, 
working through their own self-acting syndicates raised 
production in Spain to a higher level than it had ever 
attained before or since.

BRISTOL F.F.P. MEETINGS
Lectures and discussions on anarchism and the 
problems of the land, docks, factories and mines are 
held every Monday evening at 7 p.m. Tea pro
vided.
For details write to: Tom Carlisle, Elm Cottage, 
Clifton Vale, Bristol, 8.
/w v w w w w w \ a a a a a a a a a a a a a a v̂ %
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Fiction and Freedom ' cording to the acknowledgments the mentary has not given a word of
author makes) there are several stories notice to Gerald Brenan s recently-

I am writing in answer for books we of the Spanish Civil war from the published Spanish Labyrinth, and take
can recommend. I have called myself anarchist angle. this opportunity of saying so. Surely
a Socialist but find out that I have j a u *. it is not possible that the Editors know
been an anarchist all along. The fol- ?  . story„ entltled >. 1 of the very notable study of Spanish
inwinp novels rr̂ r Madrid, which is a story of Spams Anarchism which this work contains,

anarchists escaping after the fall of and haye banned reference to it in 
Madrid, and a story entitled The Last ^  columns?#

lowing novels strengthened my ideas. 
The Harbour, Ernest Poole.
Main Street, Sinclair Lewis.
The Mysterious Stranger,

Night in Gandia which tells the dra- W .C., Edinburgh.

Yankee at Court of King Arthur,

M v t  • ? a|‘C T rl  0f^ dr e^ cuation’f and of *We have not “banned reference” ' toMark Twam. Colonel Casado s galknt gesture in Ger^ d Brenan.s Spainsh Labyrinth
from our columns. On the contrary;refusing to board the British ship un-

Mark Twain. less a11 were taken, not merely the b e c a u s^ h T  book* needs'aTuil-
Prince and the Pauper, Mark Twain. J“ embers of the Consejuo. This should review that we have not had the
Confounds their Enemies, ?1 sV much mterest ■to the readers Bortunit t0 deal with it in War

Eugene Sue. ot. ,^ ar. Commentary that I hope you &  A review dealin at
. . . r*. will print this letter in your next issue, , . . ,u. « « ® •

mihedale Romance, a magnificent and j do not remember Seeing either ! f / ^ TTWltfh x hlS wlU appear m
romantic allegory, an account of an of these books reviewed in War Com- VoL 111 of Now- ^ Ed* 
enort to put the authors ideas of mentary. The Spanish anarchist case ★
Equality into action at Brook Farm, js ajsd explained by Ethel Mannin in c ,
Roxbury, America. her book Women and the Revolution ^ SAILOR WRITES

_ C lara Cole. - which I notice-you advertise, and this . * Tva , Commentary greatly,
* book has a prefatory letter to Emma . 1ee*  ̂ “ e?d for much reading,

Goldman. The case for a stateless tanking and talking before I can truly
I liked the interesting book review society is also set forth in Miss Man- “JL a^archiat> £?r ** is not

‘ bv “ A.M .” May I suggest to him nin’s recent Commonsense and Moral- e^0USh to talk or merely think in terms
also the titles: Storm over Spain by iry and in her Privileged Spectator. ° nnrr 1<irn mMCt AV" rAce
Marian Mitchell, Assignment in 
Utopia by Eugene Lyons, and an an
thology For Liberty by Henry Bool 
and S. Carlyle. Also, a book called 
The Revolt Against Civilization by 
Lothrop Stoddard.

R.J.G., Leicester.

Vei^ sincerely,
A.A., Bedford.

★

of Anarchism, one must express in 
one’s life the whole meaning of free
dom . . . and War Commentary acts as 
a guide, and a link with others like- 
minded.

Books are necessary, buu I feel that 
A note in appreciation of Albert the propagation of the meaning of 

Meltzer’s article in the mid-January Anarchism is dependent upon the per- 
War Commentary on “ Fiction and son . . .  for it is my experience that 

^  Freedom” ; and in response to his re- at the sight of the words “ for Anar-
quest for the names of novels which chism”, some men are surprised, others 

In your excellent article on “ Fic- he did not mention dealing with Anar- amused  ̂ and all conceiving of the anar- 
tion and Freedom” in your Mid-Jan. chism, I’d like to recommend Ralph chist as the cloaked terror with a bomb, 
issue you invite readers to send the Bates’s The Olive Field and Lean Men But a little explanation, and encour- 
names of other books of sound propa- (the latter in two Penguin volumes) agement to read one or two articles, 
gandisi value. I therefore write m and Robert Young’s The Song of the particularly “ Through the Press” 
point out rhe omission of two of Ethel Peasant. All three deal with Spain, (items they cannot deny, and whose 
Mannin’s books from your survey, and if Ralph Bates was, at the time interpretations they find also undeni- 

ugh I was glad to see you had two the two books mentioned were written able and in accordance with much of
a devoted Communist, the novels re- their own thinking) breaks down pre- 
main very excellent material. Young conceived ideas and aw Ĵtes interest. 

u ia î u . ,lv.rwivt4 ...a *s no1 so we  ̂ known, but The Song And after all I don't look like a 
Spanish ( \vi) 'w aj and Vlie revolution °l ltie P ^ a n t  is equal to Bates’s best bearded, cloaked, underground plotter, 
behind the anti F a u st Struggle is work, and contains moving descriptions Thus die ^individual by his own in- 
clearly explained, her hero joinb a 
P.O.U.M. militia and is eventually 
bumped ofl’ by the Communists. In 

her recently published book of short , . . . .
stories, No Afore Mimosa (which inn woul.l Prtov,de '«sPJn W propaganda•1 fur a Book Review article

of her titles included.
Her last novel Th 

Bough, has chapt
Blossoming 

devoted to the

of the street fighting in Barcelona in tegrity, by his understanding both of 
which Durruti and Ascaso took part, self and fellow men, by his firmness of 
and the latter met his death, and ex- faith gives the example, and his own 
11 acts from either of these scenes lile is then the expression of anarch-

todently is dedicated to the Spanish nial.£Jla .1 
anarchist— member of F.A.I.—  whom ,n * ar Commentary.
one notices helped with the Spanish It is not, of course, a work of fic .
chapters of the Blossoming Bough, ac lion, but 1 am amazed that War Com- 111 “ Bed.

ism. In the life of every man as a 
being free from poverty, ignorance, 
self-deception, prejudice and illusions 
will the richest expression of life be

P/O H.F.
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Death Roll In India
A M ER Y’S STA TEM E N T IN the House of Commons 
that so far one million people had died from famine and 
disease in India is manifestly absurd. It is one of those 
governmental “ understatements” which are nicely calcu
lated to allay anxieties by admitting the fact of famine 
while at the same time whittling down its importance and 
extent.

In the first place it is admitted that the famine and 
disease embraces the whole of Bengal, with a population 
of over 62 millions; and that even as Indian famines go, 
it is a severe one. Yet death rolls higher than Amery’s 
figures have been reported frequently in Indian famines. 
Thus in that at Orissa in 1866, one third of the population, 
about one million people, died. In 1874 in Madras 
5 millions perished, while the famine of 1878, in Northern 
India, resulted in 1,250, 000 deaths (Romesh Dutt: Indian 
Famines, London 1901).

Other sources give a picture of conditions (and they 
are not likely to exaggerate) which by no means support 
Amery’s modest estimate. Major-General Stewart, Com
mander of the Bengal garrison, after a tour of the province 
stated in a recent broadcast that “ there was hardly a 
single homestead which had not lost a member by the 
disease (malaria), or had someone down with it.” Bearing 
in mind the population of Bengal, this statement, even 
if one assumes that it is exaggerated (which is unlikely, 
coming from an Army official) implies a stupendous 
mortality.

Malaria is particularly fatal to famine-stricken popu
lations, and the means for dealing with it are practically 
non-existent in India. As early as March 1943 it was 
reported that the quinine supply amounted to less than 
25 per cent, of the requirements. Since then (2/12/43) 
Amery has admitted that there was a deficiency of certain 
drugs.

Regarding the ravages of Cholera, Graham Stanford 
cabled (2/12/43) that “ It is reported from some villages 
that the entire population is stricken and that dispensaries 
have had to close down because the doctors have also 
succumbed.”  Cholera kills a tremendous number of 
Indians in “ normal”  years; its toll of a population en
feebled by famine is bound to be much higher still.
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The Anthropological Department of Calcutta Univer
sity has declared (Alews Chronicle 21/2/44)  ̂ that the 
deaths in Bengal above the normal (sic) from disease and 

. famine, is 3J millions. This figure is likely to be much 
nearer the truth.than Amery’s

It may be objected that these higher figures rest 
solely on conjecture. That is inevitable when the means 
of direct measurement are lacking. But Amery s figure 
must be just as conjectural, for (according to the Times 
Calcutta correspondent, 27/1/44)3 “ During the famine, 
village officials and local authorities ceased making returns 
of vital statistics.”  The same authority added that until 
the statistics for the last six months of 1943 are collected 
and compared with the average mortality for the cor
responding period in the past 5 years, nobody is in a 
position to make more than a wild guess at the famine 
death-roll.”

It seems that Amery and the Government of India 
are anxious to make sure that such “guesses”  shall be as 
“wild” as possible, for they have stopped issuing reports 
on the Public Health on the rather extraordinary grounds 
of paper economy!

It must be remembered, finally, that most reports , 
refer to Bengal alone, although the famine is raging in 
other provinces as well, e.g. Madras (population 49.84 
millions), Bihar (36.34 millions), Orissa (8.73 millions), 
Cochin and Travancore (7.5 millions). In the light of 
all these considerations, Amery’s figure of one million 
must be regarded as a fantastic understatement.

There is, however, a further point. In announcing 
that the Indian famine had resulted in one million dead, 
Amery was no doubt seeking to give the impression that 
the famine was over. This however is by no means the 
case, though the press has included very little news from 
India recently.

One of the most disastrous effects of famine is that 
it very often reduces the working population to such an 
extent that they are unable to get in the harvest, or ensure 
next year’s crop. Fears of this sort have already been 
expressed by observers in India, and they are far from 
being groundless. In addition to aggravation of famine 
due to this cause, there is the fact that distribution is 
now in the hands of the government. The News Chronicle 
(21/2/44) reports that anxiety is being felt in Bengal 
already about the distribution of the “ record rice harvest” .
It declares that in 3 months time the Himalayan snows 
will melt and whole districts will be flooded and the roads 
rendered impassable. Those districts which have failed 
to receive adequate supplies by then will therefore face a 
repetition of the famine this year also. The News 
Chronicle estimates that by May 15th, the Central Ad
ministration and the Bengal government will know 
whether their distribution plans will have succeeded. They 
do not seem to anticipate success in this respect with 
any great Confidence.
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