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Conseription for Conscription’s Sake.

The triumph of repression” has been attained, and the
complete shackling of Labour i1s hoped for, by the enactment
of the Conscription Bill, alias the Military Service Bill No. 2.
Conscription for the single men between the ages of 18 and 41
years i1s now to all intents and purposes the law of the land ; the
proud claim that ‘“ Britons never, never, never shall be slaves "
has gone the way of many other of the so-called liberties of pre-
war days. The Bill was introduced by Asquith in an apologetic
speech, in fulfilment, so he stated, of the pledge given upon the
opening of the “ Derby Scheme,” and as an act of military
necessity. We are not particularly concerned with the fulfilment
of either of these obligations; the former being, as we have
already pointed out, merely a sop to elicit the sympathy of the
married men toward Conscription, and the latter being, upon the
Government’s own showing, a palpable excuse under which any
treachery might be enacted. ‘‘ Compulsion,”’ they say, ‘“or we
lose the war ! ” Could anything be more grotesque ? Something
like six million men are either serving, have expressed their
willingness to serve, or have been medically rejected. France has
millions in the field, Russia yet more millions, and still we are
asked to believe that the whole future of the war hangs upon the
~conscription of the unenlisted single men of Great Britain, a
matter of a couple of hundred thousand men at the outside! If
any reason were needed for suspecting the aims of the Con-
scriptionists, this aspect of it alone would be sufficient. But we
are not concerned with military necessity. We are concerned
with the fact that a handful of plutocrats, designated a Govern-
ment, can order the enslavement of any man to a military
machine for a purpose against which his whole being revolts. It
is the opportunity of those who love freedom to make a stand for
their ideals, and we believe, as a noble peer stated, that the

““ powers that be’’ will rue the day they legalised compulsory
military slavery.

“The Industrial Side.

The compulsion of men to take up arms and to serve in the
Army, when their whole body revolts against such action, is
only one of the insidious evils of the Consecription Act. Our
opposition to any and every form of military service is long-
standing and unabated. But there is another and almost graver
side to this Act, and one which is not so widely understood as it
should be. It is the power given under this Act to conscript
men industrially. Assurances have been given, and we are
informed that no form of Industrial Compulsion is implied ; this
is only one of many assurances given. But we must remember
that tribunals and military authorities do not go by Ministerial
assurances, they go by what the letter of the law reads. We
were alive to this danger when the Derby scheme was initiated
with its repeated insistence upon the necessity for starred men
to attest. Therein was the first scent of coming danger, and it
has turned out too true. Under the provisions of the Conscrip-
tion Act, all single men between the ages of 18 and 41 are to
be ““ deemed to be enlisted ” upon a certain date. This includes
the starred man, who must obtain an exemption -certificate,
which is to be conditional upon his keeping his job. Thus the
worst feature of the Munitions Act 1s made more effective, and
the threat of Lloyd George to get the men he wanted by one
method or another, is brought into practice. For any offence
against the boss or the foreman, for being outspoken or disliked
by any one in authority, a workman will, if he is discharged, be
automatically called to the colours, unless he obtains work in a
starred occupation in the meantime. Appeals to tribunals can
be judged beforehand. We know the constitution and bias of
these bodies. Thus the shackling of Labour is made complete,
and this 18, as we have said, the worst feature of the Act.

We can, moreover, foresee the possibility and probability of all

these features remaining as a standing menace, not only to our
freedom of conscience, but to our freedom of action. We can,
and must, make it inoperative ere it be too late.

The Passing of the Labour Party.

With the passing of the Conscription Bill through Parliament
we shall henceforth associate the passing of the Labour Party.
We have never been under any delusion as to the value of
Parliamentary representation as a method of safeguarding the
workers’ interests. The action of the Labour M.P.’s during the
past month, and in fact during the period of the war’'s progress,
justifies our attitude, and will help a long way toward disillusion-
ing many former supporters of Parliamentary methods. One
by one, Acts of an infamous nature, vitally affecting the lives
and working conditions of the workers, have been passed through
Parliament, and each and all have received either the active
support or silent acquiescence of the Labour representatives.
Lloyd George at Glasgow, in fact, saddled the responsibility for
the Munitions Act upon Brownlie (chairman of the A.S.E.) and
Arthur Henderson. It can never be expected that any men or
body of men can represent the views of others and act for them
when those views run contrary to their own, This was demon-
strated by the Labour Conference, where by an overwhelming
vote 1t was decided to oppose the passage of the Conscription
Bill. What happened ? Most of the £400-a-year leaders voted
for it, some abstained (thereby demonstrating their courage),
only the sane few who had stood out all along voting against
1it. It was left to a Liberal lawyer to put up the biggest fight
against the Bill. That stalwart of Labour, Henderson, Right
Honourable at £4,000 a year, made a vigorous speech in its
favour, and was patted appreciatively on the back by the Prime
Minister! Can any one now doubt our claim, that to free our-
selves we must be our own representatives? The workers
cannot and should not control, or aspire to control, the State
machine. They should smash it by resisting its repressive

power and cultivating the spirit of self-reliance in place of
reliance on leaders.

The Power of the Individual.

As we have repeatedly pointed out, all the dictates and
enactments of all the Parliaments of the world are so much

waste paper when faced with unwilling subjects determined not

to obey. This is being amply proved by the working of the
Munitions Act, which even that wonderful magician Lioyd
George has failed to make a full success. The case is put

succinctly by Harolc.l Owen in an article on the ‘ Dilution of
Labour ™ in a recent issue of the Daily Chronicle :—

“With the trade unions, as represented by their headquarters
officials, the battle has been won—on paper. But though the
generals of the army of Labour have capitulated to the national
need, and though the great bulk of that army is working loyally
and steadfastly in this great alliance of all classes of the nation, yet
there are enough of the rank and file standing out to frustrate
the compact and to vitiate the general effectiveness of Labour’s
acquiescence. The battle may be won in the headquarters of the
union in London (where representatives of Labour have met repre-
sentatives of the nation face to face and have learned to look at the
problem through the eyes of statesmanship and by the light of our
great national need); and the local leaders may, or may not, have
accepted the settlement reached by their head officials. But the
problem only begins after these ‘settlements’ have been
reached. . . . . .

“The trouble is not with the Amalgamated body of this trade
or the United body of that, but with plain William Smith and
Albert Thompson or Evan Williams or Andrew Macpherson in the
workshops. The trouble is not with the organised union, but with
the individual artisan. He carries his conception of the principle
of democratic government down to the point when government
vanishes altogether. He will be represented only by himself, and if
he and his matcs, acting under the spell of the shop steward, do not
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assent, it is irrelevant to him that others have assented in his name.
With him no writ runs. There is thus a double rejection of
authority—the authority of the State, through the mouth of
Parliament and of statesmen, and of their own trade unions, their
own ‘spokesmen.” Twenty men can paralyse into impotence a

workshop where everything is ready to enable it to do its bit as a
unit of the national capacity.”

And what has been done with the Munitions Act can be done
with the Conscription Act.

We mentioned briefly last month that the official report of
the visit of Lloyd Gerge to Glasgow was not exactly so truthful
as 1t could have been. The Glasgow Socialist paper Forward
went further and proved it by publishing a report of the
proceedings in detail. The paper was promptly suppressed, at
the instigation of Lloyd George. Not, mark you, for the offence
of publishing the report, but for inciting people not to obey the
Munitions Act. The paper has been allowed to reappear upon
the editor giving the following undertaking :—

‘“ We, the undersigned, on behalf of the Zorward Printing and
Publishing Company (Ltd.), hereby undertake not to issue or publish
any matter calculated to prejudice the military interests or safety of
the country in the present crisis, or to impede or to interfere with
the production or supply of munitions of war, or cause disaffection
with the Munitions of War Acts or with the policy of the dilution
of labour, and to stipulate with any company by which the matter
is printed that in case of doubt such matter shall be submitted for
approval to the Press Bureau. |

‘“(Signed) Taomas Jonrnston, Editor.
“ E. RossLyN MirceHELL, Solicitor.”

And as comment thereon we append the following, not from an
Anarchist source, but from the Jingo London Evening News!—

“ Every newspaper and every journalist in the country should
note, as a serious indication of this Government’s real designs on the
' public Press, the Prussian document which the editor of the
" Socialist journal Forward has had to sign before receiving per-

mission from the mailitary authorities to résume publication. . . . .
- Almost any criticism of Ministers or military operations could be
brought into the terms of the document drawn up for the editor of
Forward's signature. If the Government and the military authorities

are to make newspapers undertake not to say this or that, the thin
end of the wedge is already driven in.”

“But the thin end was driven in by 'the Press' Bureau as soon as
- ' thé war started. . | k |
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undoubtedly the dilution of labour and the pagsage into law of
‘the Military Service Bill. Both are destined to make history.
_ "One has only turn to the capitalist Press and note the barometer
readings of the possessing class, '
may after all refuse to be chloroformed into obedience to the will
of the State is again, as prior to May last, clearly indicated.
The frank appeal to Labour—when as a result of the Govern-
ment taking the leaders into their confidence, the Munitions Act
was passed—has, aflter some 'nine months of the application of
“;judicial pressure, failed lamentably. The Press is full of the
wailing of the patriots who are busily engaged 1n making huge
fortunes out of war material: Labour is"again exhorted not to
show a recalcitrant spirit, but to be sweetly reasonable. Having
discovered that the coercion supplied by means of the Munitions
. Act has only stiffened the back of the toiler, the opposite line is
now taken, and the Daily Chronicle, in common with other
organs, declares :— | |
“There has been too much loose thinking and talking
about industrial compulsion, too much disposition to treat

skilled labour as if 1t could profitably be coerced. The best

results cannot be got out of a skilled artisan by any sort of

force. You might bind him to his lathe or his bench, but no
bonds could make his hands produce the maximum quantity
and quality of output which is what his country needs of him.
Dilution of labour can only fully succeed if a per-
sistent effort 18 made to keep on the right side of the workmen
and avoid getting on the wrong side, to secure the speedier
hearing of grievances and their more eflicient redress, to avoid

- needless provocations and irritations, to appeal constantly to
their best instincts, and never to appear to assume or suggest
that they are normally actuated by the worst.”

Sweet words these, my masters, and plain proof, if proof indeed
were needed, that the Munitions Act, far from having drawn
the claws of Labour, has only had the effect of permanently

FREEDOM.

The nervous fear fhat Labour

February, 1910.

The Madrid journal El Pais, referring to the recent Zeppelin:
raids on Paris, says that ‘“ there is no difference between them:
and Anarchist outrages.” Whereat we smile. If mere indis-
criminate slaughter is Anarchism, then the whole of the armies
of Europe, so busy slaying each other, must be composed of
Anarchists. Our ha'penny Press quotes with serene complacency
the story of some Russians who overpowered a (GGerman sentinel

guarding a railway, and by signalling to an approaching train
loaded with troops that the line was clear, sent the whole of
them to a ghastly death. Further, some time ago the Daaly-
News informed us that some 600 people were killed by the Allies’
bombardment of Zeebrugge. Bringing events down to date,
there are the recent Allied air raids on Monastir, Doiran, and
teveghli, where several civilians were killed. Then there 1s-
the Lille explosion, attributed to another air raid. Anarchist
‘“outrages” pale before these grim and ghastly carnages.
Whereas most victims of Anarchist attacks have been the brutal
butchers of the ruling classes, who are in great measure respon-
sible for unmentionable deeds of horror, the victims of this war
are usually members of the working class. The killing of Tsars,
Kings, and Presidents brings the revolution no nearer for us.
But so long as the people are tyrannised, tortured, and hounded
to slavery or death, so long will there be individuals courageous-
enough to hit back with terrible effect. As Klbert Hubbard
said, “So long as Governments set the example of slaying their
enemies, so long will individual men and women slay theirs.”

To those who still believe that any good thing can result
from legislation, we commend the following :—* The Law Officers-
of the Crown have given it as their opinion that it would be
illegal for any Trade Union to pay strike benefit in such a case-
[a strike among munition workers], and the trustees of any such
Union would make themselves liable for proceedings to be taken
against them.” Get laws placed on the Statute Book and all will
be well, say the Labour leaders. But the history of Trade Union
law is a history of fraud. Even where an enactment has
appeared fair on the surface, judicial interpretation has
‘“downed ”’ the worker every time, and kept him permanently
enslaved. ' What magnificent faith must hold the dupes of man-

made law to the shibboleths of the Labour politicians !

. No. more best dairy butter for the worker. The decree has

: - F . s, v - ...gone, forth. in the Government’s best judicial style, when, as a
The two vital questions of the hour to all wage-slaves are | result of the earnest. deliberations on economy, the Government

‘Committee on Production laid it down that, ‘“in view of the

pressing emergeney, ‘any further advances of wages (other than

.advances following ., auntomatically, from existing agreements)

should be strictly confined to the adjustment of local eonditions,
where such adjustments are. proved to be necessary.” This
decision was arrived at after they had “had regard to the

‘general advances of wages that have already been given since
' . - ™

the beginning of the war, and to the measures already taken to
tax or limit the profits of undertakings.”: Thus i1s the net drawn
a ' little tighter. With the increase 1in commodities at the
astoundingly high figure of 44 per cent. and still showing a
tendeacy to soar upwards, small wonder is 1t that Labour grows
restless and, like Oliver T'wist, .asks for more. ' In spite of the

. patriotic example set by the Attorney-General and the Solicitor-

General in foregoing a fractional depletion of their £20,000 and
£18,000 yearly, will'the worker patiently watch the dwindling
of a wage that before'the war was all too tragically insufficient
for decent, life ?

“No more manly or moving expressions of high patriotism
have been heard in the House of Commons at any time than were

heard from the Labour benches last week,” states the Telegraph
for January 12.  When such an ancient enemy of the worker
delivers itself in these terms, it 1s quite time that treachery is
suspected and those wvitally concerned took immediate steps to
dissociate themselves from the “high patriots.” IFor when the-
Capitalist Press talks of Labour being the ‘ traitor at the gate,”
we are then inclined to believe that the  traitors” have left
these luminaries to shed their patriotic light upon the steadily
freezing atmosphere of the House and the Press. What the

Press will record when the traitors actually get over the gate is-
best left to the imaginative few.

———

- unsheathing them. There is mno doubt that the reception
+accorded to Lloyd George by the Clyde workers has very largely
. contributed to the sweet reasonableness of this inspired article.

ANArROBY.—A social theory which fegards the union of order

with the absence of all direct government of man by man as the
- political ideal.—Century Dictionary. r
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