anarchistmmweekly

APRIL 10 1971 Vol 32 No 10

THEIR ATTEMPTS to civilize

N
I the uncivilizable—war—govern-
ments have, in their usual blundering
way, come up with a category of
‘war crimes’. Unmindful of the fact
that speaking of ‘war crimes’ is like
speaking of dishonesties involved in
the process of robbing banks or
illnesses occurring during the onset
of cancer, the US government has
got itself involved in a fine ethical
stew about William Calley, charged
and sentenced for the murder of 22
Vietnamese civilians at the village
of My Lai.

More than twenty years and many
minor wars ago there was a trial at
Nuremberg of the Nazi war leaders.
It was manifestly a trial of the de-
feated by the victorious—who else
could be the judges? Those Nazi
leaders who had not committed
suicide were hung or imprisoned—
of those imprisoned only a feeble-
minded senile Hess remains in prison
guarded (by the only fragment of
four-power co-operation left) in the
jail at Spandau.

Many people had doubts of the
usefulness of those trials but from
them seemed to arise the doctrine
that henceforward it was no defence
in law for a soldier convicted of
‘war crimes’ to say that he was
acting under orders. This, it was
thought, justified the trials and made
international law once more a thing
0 respect.

However it had been said by the
Judge Advocate during the trial of
Henry Wirz, the commander of a
prison camp, ‘A superior officer can-
not order a subordinate to do an
illegal act, and if a subordinate
obeys such an order and disastrous
consequences result, both the
superior and the subordinate must

WHO ARE THE GUILTY?

sleeping sentry.
parden Wirz and William Calley
was not sleeping.

Nixon is right, insofar as the State
s an agency of murder, that he
should pardon its instruments. The

answer for it Wirz, largely as a
result of this finding, was convicted
and executed. However, Wirz was a
Southern prisoner camp commander
in the American civil war, at Ander-
sonville in 1864 and 8,589 prisoners
died through the neglect of Com-
mandant Wirz. Nearly 100 years
later the US 1is still far from
accepting the doctrine of individual
responsibility.

It could be argued, and many do,
that since all attempts to civilize
war have failed we might as well
admit that ‘war is hell’ and either,
as the hard-hats say, fight with no
holds barred or, as the pacifists say,
abolish war altogether. Both have
concurred in protest against the
sentencing of Willlam Calley al-
though from differing motives.

There 1s something especially
ironic in the perpetrators of the
bombing of Hiroshima and Dresden
putting on trial the bombers of
Coventry and Pearl Harbour. Illogi-
cally enough, the persistent bomb-
ing, napalming and strafing of the
peasants of Vietnam, has called
forth no juridical protest in America
and frequently anti- communist
peasants have been killed or suffered.
However this is the lofty abstraction
afforded by the remoteness of the
bomber and helicopter. William
Calley calls for especial horror in
the same way that the retail mur-
derer of the suburban sweetheart
rates more column-inches than the

Never Forgei—
I's OUR Money!

IT IS A fairly cool rule of thumb that
if a Budget is welcomed by the City
of London it can bode no good for the
workers. We are always the first to suffer
from inflation or slump; the last to gain
from reflation or boom.

The Demon Barber's Budget 1s pre-
cisely what we should have expected in
this present political climate, for this
present Tory Government is determined
to be Tory and nothing else (except of
course when Rolls Royce goes bust!).
Hence they are setting about dismantling
what Wilson left of the welfare state and
making things easier for those already
strong enough to stand on their own two
feet.

Within minutes of the Chancellor’s
proposals being announced the profes-
sional analysts were decoding his
scrambled messages to his friends in the
City and telling the nation what it
wanted to know: what's in it for me?
The smokers, beer-drinkers and motorists
heaved sighs of relief as they learned
that for once they were not going to be

hit; management in the ‘service’ indus-
tries went wild with delight at the news
that SET was to be immediately cut,
eventually abolished; old age pensioners
cackled with glee at the prospect of
another pound in their pittance next
September; surtax payers heaved their
bellies above the table and called for
another bottle of bubbly; capital gainers
calculated their gains, ready for the long
laugh all the way to the bank, and the
unemployed wondered when the factory
would take them on again, while the
workers in work went off to the Bingo.

THE COLD LIGHT OF MORNING

Next morning the sums began iIn
earnest. Those workers who thought that
the improved tax allowance for their kids
was going to help them get it together
at last learned that they were going to
have to pay more for their National
Insurance contributions as well as more
for doctors’ prescriptions if they are so
silly as to fall ill, while the removal of
subsidies from school meals and

THE STRIKE AT FORDS

NE OF THE most surprising aspects
of the Ford Motor Company strike
was the suddenness of the settlement. It
came when further meetings of strikers
were not expected to take place for over
a week and soon after union leaders
from 19 countries had met at the Inter-
national Metalworkers Federation's World
Auto Council conference.

This conference had in fact expressed
considerable support for the British Ford
workers’ struggle and pledged itself ‘to
contribute by all practicable means to
the success of the British Ford strikers
and refrain from any action that might
endanger that success’.

Whether such support made Fords
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wholesale slaughters in Arabia, Paki-
stan and Vietnam.

It can easily be pointed out that
North Vietnamese troops have also
slaughtered peasants whom they
suspected of being pro-American.
They have acted on the same
assumptions as the Americans,
“‘There are no innocents’ and ‘those
who are not for us are against us’.
The losers in Vietnam are always
the people, whom—both sides assure
us—they are protecting and for
whose sake they are involved in this
war. If the civilians of My Lai had
not been killed by Calley and his
men, they stood a good chance of
being killed by the North Viet-
namese.

Both sides welcome revelations of
atrocities by the ‘others’, for this
rallies waverers. This is the ‘polariz-
ation of conflict’ about which we
have heard much recently. The
mock outrage expressed by many,
cannot be taken seriously from those
who evaluate human life so cheaply
that they believe in the historical

inevitability of situations involving
the maximum of human misery,
death and destruction.

In an abstract sense we are all
guilty of My Lai, in tolerating a
world which allows this to happen.
William Calley is not only guilty of
commanding others to kill but in
obeying orders to treat My Lai as a
free-fire zone, to search and destroy
and to maximise the body-count.
As long as there are those who
will obey there will be those who
command.

It 1s only logical that President
Nixon, who, after all, is Commander-
in-Chief, should not only decide that
William Calley (in defiance of all
known law) should return to his
barracks, but that Nixon will decide
Calley’s fate. This, if it means any-
thing at all, means that Nixon will
pardon Calley. A White House

spokesman, whoever he may be, not
only gratuitously insulted Moham-
med Ali by referring to him as a
‘draft dodger on bail’ but recalled
Abraham Lincoln’s pardon for a

Lincoln did not

deaths inflicted by police and
national guard (notably those at
Kent State University) go un-

punished. But those who co-operate
with any State in its foul deeds add,
in the words of Shelley, ‘the crime
of murder to the crime of servitude’.

Calley’s especial guilt, indeed the
guilt of all of us, lay in his abdicat-
ing the responsibility for his ethical

decisions to his superior officers.
He utterly failed to comprehend
even the ostensible reason for his

bemg in Vietnam; even if it had not
dawned upon him that this purpose
was unlikely to be achieved (as it

has to many), he was content to
obey orders. A thinking soldier
wouid be death to the State, an
obedient soldier is the death of
humanity.

JAcK ROBINSON.

children’s milk means they will have to
pay more for those items too.

If you are really poor and are prepared
to claim supplemenfary bencfits on the
school meals and milk, etc—submitting
yourself to a means test to get it—you
will be a bit better off in terms of what
the Exchequer takes off you directly, but
you will still be bloody hard-up i1n this
inflationary period—and woe betide you
when (happy day) both SET and Purchase
Tax are abolished, and all you have to
pay is a simple Value Added Tax on
everything! The average worker, earning
the average wage with two children, will
be slightly less than half a week’s wages
better off at the end of the fiscal yvear—
assuming his wages have kept pace with
prices and he i1s still in a job anyway,
for by the cold light of Sunday morning,
the posh weeklies were coming to the
conclusion that the unemployment rate
was not going to be affected by this
Budget at least until next year—if then,
for the prophecies seem to show that the
gross national product might go up by
one per cent this year, and productivity
by three per cent—in other words fewer
workers would be producing more!

Oddly enough, according to one of the
Observer’'s experts, the chap worst hit
by Barber’s Budget is the £2,500 a vyear
man with two Kkids, for his tax savings
are more than offset by additional ex-
penses (like he will have to pay £33.80
more on his National Insurance contri-
butions!). Since this income bracket pro-
vides just the sort of climbing executive
type with mortgages and ambitions who
voted for the Tories, it seems that some-
what scurvy treatment is their reward.
Oh our hearts must bleed for them!

INCENTIVES AND FEAR

But guess what? The chap who stands
to gain most from Mr. Barber's little tax
fiddles is the ‘lucky family man’ earning
£15000 a year. He will be better off
this time next year by a cool £1,135.

This 1s what i1s known as incentive.
For the rich and the getting rich, there is
this incentive to get richer.

For the workers, not a lot of incentive
from the Chancellor. What then is going
to make them work harder for the good
of the country? One very good, old-
fashioned feature of capitalist practice:
FEAR! To them that hath shall be given,
saith the good book, and from them that
hath not shall be taken away even that
which they hath. To which, ‘Yea Verily’
addeth Mr. Barber, as he stimulates the
bosses but is careful not to do anything
to stimulate demand.

With unemployment standing now at
over three-quarters of a million, with a
steady increase to indicate firmly that it
will be up to the million mark by next
winter at the latest, the meagre benefits
accruing to the working class out of this

Budget are not going to make anyone go
mad on a spending spree. On the con-
trary, the five bob extra a week that
might be apparent is (a) neither here nor
there or (b) will go into the Savings
Bank. The really poor who benefit on
paper at least will have a few more
necessities perhaps, but will certainly
not even dream of luxuries. The middle-
class chappie we have already mentioned
as getting nothing out of it will be lick-
ing his wounds with his nose to the
grindstone, which is quite a difficult feat
and will leave him with no time to go
shopping and a nasty taste in his mouth.
The rich bloke who is doing nicely thank
you anyway is already fitted up with all
the consumer goods he can manage. His
little windfall may take him to Tahiti
for his holiday instead of dreary old
Monte Carlo.

So: dropsies for the bosses, but no
stimulation for the market place. Thus:
more unemployment. Thus: Fear of los-
ing your job to keep you quiet at work

and the Industrial Relations Bill in the
pipeline to deal with the irrepressible
militants while Mr. Maudling improves
the Loranorder situation the better to
impress our potential kith and kin in the
Common Market.

GOVERNMENT EQUALS ROBBERY

Oh Christ what a load of crap all this
1s! How pathetic to see a nation
grovelling before the bloody Chancellor
of the Exchequer for hand-outs like beg-
gars before the Palace!

Doesn't anybody realise that this is
OUR MONEY thevy hand back to us?
The Government makes nothing; all it
does is to rob us all of a bloody big
part of the wealth we create. It sets up
this protection racket, like the bunch of
hoods they are, stealing from us under
duress (Pay up or else!) and then expects
Ing us to be grateful if they give a bit
of it back as ‘welfare’ or even if they
don’t take quite as much this year as
they took last year!

Even this is a con trick. They NEVER
reduce taxation—they only find different
ways of organising the robbery. Make
no mistake: when VAT replaces SET and
PT (oh shit!) we shall end up paying
more than ever before—and everybody
selling anything will become a tax collece
tor for the Government.

Everything a government ever does is

aimed at screwing the people. That is
all it's there for—and who needs that?
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