
“The very end of 
government is to 

secure wealth and 
defend the rich 

against the poor."
Adan . Smith

(from Wealth of Nations)

WHAT LABOUR ALTERNATIVE?
Surely nowadays no-one needs to 

be told that politicians are in the 
business not only for the kicks that 

‘power’ provides but also for all the 
business openings (the directorships, 
the consultancies, the free weekends 
at the Ritz, the free trips to the never- 
ending conferences to make the world 
more profitable, for some) as well as 
very profitable directorships for 
ex-ministers.
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So how anybody can imagine that to 
vote for any of them will help to bring 
about benefits for the people at the 
bottom of the pile is beyond belief. 
After all, the public in general is as 
‘corrupt* as the politicians. Everybody 
knows that if the basic needs of a 
civilised society - food, shelter, health 
and security for the young, the old 
and the disabled - are to available to 
all in a capitalist economy, it has to 
be provided through taxation on 
income and wealth. As governments 
are always at pains to point out: they 
haven’t the means. What they are 
doing is to impose direct and indirect 
taxes and determining how the 
proceeds shall be distributed.

Pity the Poor 
Fanners!

It is obvious that the party of the 
rich, the Tories, will look after the 
interests of the rich. Indeed one of the 
first things Thatcher did was to 
reduce the super-tax from 80% in two 
stages to 40%, and free the export of 
capital which immediately resulted in 
some £17 billion being invested in 
countries where labour was cheap, at 
the expense of workers here. People 
have long forgotten that when 
Thatcher’s government came into 
power in 1979 unemployment was 
under 1.5 million. Within a couple of 
years it had doubled. Be that as it 
may! After all, what else can one ask 
of the party of the rich?

But there are perhaps a few million 
people in this country who have 
illusions as to what the Labour Party, 

with Tony Blair and his Shadow 
Cabinet, will do if they win the general 
election in 1997. According to The 
Sunday Times (9th April) Blair has 
already said that the party would 
honour any tax cuts made by the 
Tories between now and the elections! 
We have not seen a denial which 
would mean, at least for electoral

ses, that a Labour government
would not ‘tax the rich till the pips 
squeak’, and in which case should be

telling voters how they propose to halt 
the virtual privatisation of the health 
service and the cuts in the 
educational services. (Incidentally, 
we would be more impressed by the 
‘militancy’ of the teachers* unions if 
they recognised that compared with 
many other valuable public service 
workers, including farmworkers, 
dustmen, water and electricity 
workers, they are financially among 
the ‘privileged’.)

By the time a Labour government 
is elected the Tories will have sold 

off all the ‘family silver’ (Macmillan’s 
reference in old-age to the 
privatisations) and used it to reduce 
taxation, which in fact means the rich 
are even better off. After all, the 
unemployed and the millions of 
part-time workers (those who do less 
than 17 hours a week at derisory 
hourly rates) are not paying tax 
anyway, so reducing the basic rate 
from 25% to 20% only benefits those 
who already pay.

If the Labour lot really mean 
business so far as the rich are
concerned, they must immediately 
declare a halt to the export of capital. 
They must demand that all off-shore 

(continued on page 2)

wwrhen will the taxpayers of 
W Europe stop subsidising the 
farmers? The latest handout is to 
fruit farmers who have been paid 
£1,900 an acre to grub up the apple 
orchards. Needless to say led by the 
French with 24,000 acres and 
followed by the Germans, Italians 
and Spanish who between them 
have scrapped another 32,000 
acres, our own farmers have 
thought it more profitable to grub up 
7,000 acres and collect the £13 
million bonanza for sitting on their 
backsides. Meanwhile, of course, 
the underpaid part-time workers 
who did all the dirty work because 
they needed the money (even at £1 
an hour!) are out of a Job (if it can be 
so called). And presumably we shall 
be importing more apples!
The fate of the English apple over the 
years is vividly described by Chris Wilbert 
in The Apple Falls from Grace: A History 
from ancient Times to the Present Day’ in 
the small volume Deep Ecology and 
Anarchism (Freedom Press, £2.50 post 
free inland).

THE ARMS DEALERS 
UNOFFICIAL AND OFFICIAL!

Mark Thatcher and Jonathan 
Aitken have certainly been 
hogging the headlines with their 

successes as international arms 
dealers. All to the good, and especially
Mamma Thatcher’s involve 
some of the profitable Middle Eastern 
deals.

But relegated to the ‘In Brief column 
of The Independent (7th April, and 
probably escaping the attention of 
most readers was the news item that 
our very own Secretary of State for 
Defence, Malcolm Rifkind, was 
beginning:
"... a week-long visit to Namibia, South 
Africa, and Zimbabwe today to promote 
exports of defence equipment and 
expertise'' (our italics).
Here we are spending some £23,000 
million on so-called ‘Defence’, against 
a potential enemy presumably, and 

then the Secretary of State for 
Defence spends a week in Africa to 
sell weapons to other powers! If 
‘Defence* was not Just another 
business then surely we would not 
dream of selling arms to other 
countries which might be used 
against us? That’s too obvious. After 
all, Britain was exporting scrap-iron 
to Germany as late as a few weeks 
before Chamberlain declared war on 
Germany in 1939!

THE RAVEN 29
We alm to bring out our World War 
Two Anti-Celebration issue before the 
official celebrations. There is still 
time, but not much, for readers* 
contributions to be considered, so if 
you have something to contribute to 
this issue please send it in now!
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WHAT LABOUR
ALTERNATIVE?

(continued from page 1) 
companies ‘come clean’ and return the 
super-tax to 80%. They should also 
sequestrate all the set-aside land (more 
than a million acres) and for the time 
being pay the land owners what they are 
now receiving from the CAP (Europe) and 
invite young, enterprising people to come 
and work the land on a subsistence basic 
and also assist them with temporary 
(mobile) accommodation while they build 
permanent homes on that land.
This may seem fanciful. Indeed it is! But 

only because the Labour Party has no 
intention of upsetting the capitalist apple 
cart.
The only alternative is when the 

exploited 30% at the bottom of the pile 
stop fighting each other and join hands. 
They are the producers of all the wealth 
which is exploited by a minority who 
contribute nothing - other than that they 
consume the lion’s share and say that it’s 
good for business!

You Bet!
Ill
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* Hany Ponsonby (1871-1946) was an author and 
politician, product of Eton and Oxford. Entered 
diplomatic service and later was a Liberal MP, but 
moved to the Labour Party and to a Peerage in 1930. 
Just as during World War One he lost his seat 
because he advocated a negotiated peace with 
Germany, so he fell out with the Labour Party in 
1935 and devoted his activities to the Peace Pledge 
Union.

claim to be working in a climate of fear where 
they are snooped upon by headteachers both 
to ascertain their political persuasions and 
monitor their classroom styles. Now that the 
three largest teachers’ unions are so closely in 
agreement, it would be a lost opportunity if 
fear or apathy prevent their members from 
demanding the best for our children that the 
state system can provide. Opportunities for 
establishing free schools are minimal, as 
government legislation is stringent and 
schools like Summerhill only just survive in 
the constant shadow of predatory government 
inspectors and rising fees attracting most 
pupils from abroad. Progressive education is 
by-passing yet again those children who need 
it most.

Primary schools are in the front line of the 
class size battle. 20,000 primary school 
children are in classes of forty or more, and 
one million of classes more than thirty. Whilst 
it is generous of Gillian Shephard to give us 
fifteen reasons why class sizes are growing, it 
does not solve the problems. If, as she tells us, 
class size is not of great significance can she 
also tell us why every advertisement for 
private sector schools boasts of its small class 
sizes and favourable teacher-pupil ratios for 
all activities?

The ever-present Socialist Workers’ Party 
managed to grab the Easter headlines by 
roughly lobbying David Blunkett. “These are 
the bullies who berated a blind man ... They 
may teach your children” screamed the Daily 
Mail - nice one SWP! All hands to the cause.

Perhaps the answer is after all in nutrition. A 
headteacher claims that since he banned junk 
food from his school’s canteen the GCSE pass 
rate in the school has risen from 6% to 38% - 
apples for the teachers too please.

Silvia Edwards

Fifty years later the bombshell is that the
American politicians never intended 

developing and eventually using the atom 
bomb against Germany!

A 1943 document released in Washington 

that the obligation for National Service should 
be extended to include all “women and 
manpower still available”.

It is surely not unreasonable to conclude that 
there was less enthusiasm among the people 
in this country to risk their lives for the 
so-called objectives in World War Two than 
their fathers (and even some of them) did in 
1914-18. Is it possible that people in general 
are more aware of the fact that they are always 
the victims of war - all wars?

These reflections were inspired by a 
communication from Martin Walker, The 
Guardian's Washington correspondent, with 

the title ‘Pentagon files show Japanese were 
always the atom bomb’s prime target’ (19th 
April).

In the first place the documents on which 
Martin Walker bases his report have just been 
released - that is fifty years after the atom 
bombing of Hiroshima and Nagasaki and at

Beating the Bullies
There was a quarter-page advertisement in

the Education Guardian last week
itemisiflg the philosophies of Summerhill
School and inviting enquiries. It served as a
timely caveat on the recent developments of
state education and a reminder that there was
a time when state education increasingly
incorporated A.S. Neill’s child-centred
progressive way of teaching young children to
become autonomous, fulfilled, empathetic,
questioning people.

The combination of the national curriculum,
systematic testing and ever-increasing class
sizes will inevitably lead to the re-introduction
of rote learning, indoctrination and children
returning to sit in rows, all the easier to
discipline. The insidious dismantling of the
National Health Service should be acting as a
warning to those parents, teachers and
governors concerned with children’s
education. Power is increasingly being
withdrawn from teachers and the Labour Party
is advocating no strike action for fear of
alienating the support of parents, which
according to parents’ leader Margaret
Morrissey is “hanging by the skin of its teeth”.
The status of teachers is declining, pushed
down further by remarks such as “After this
week the public might need reassurances that
our faith in teacher’s professionalism remains
justified” (Gillian Shephard, Education
Secretary). As with health workers, this
constant lack of respect is undermining the
good will of teachers and is leading to low
morale and apathy in some schools, and it is
in these circumstances that insidious reforms
slip in the back door almost unheeded.

A survey by the National Association of
Schoolmasters and Union of Women
Teachers questioned 3,500 members and
found that many feel they are bulbed by school 
governors, parents and headteachers. Some

Ideological Wars?
Those of us from the older generation had

no illusions about the First World War to
end war. Even the revolutions it sparked off 
either failed and produced fascism in Italy and
the nascent Nazi movement in Germany, or
succeeded and produced a Marxist-Leninist-
Stalinist dictatorship as ruthless as the rule of
the Tsars which it had deposed.

By the mid ’30s the threat of war was again 
in the air in Europe, with Mussolini in
Abyssinia, Franco challenging the Spanish
Republican government and Hitler promising 
to reunite all the Germans who had been
separated from the Fatherland by the
Versailles Treaty carve-up of Central Europe.
In the 1930s too there was a growing anti-war
movement; people who had experienced the
horrors of one bloody war and still young
enough to be conscripted for a second. For any
of us who might imagine that World War One
was a crusade, such volumes as Lord
Ponsonby’s* Falsehood in War Time left
nobody with illusions about wars for freedom
or anti-fascism and certainly not for racial or
religious minorities! What is surely
significant is that conscription (the Military
Service Act) in the 1914-18 holocaust was
only introduced in Britain early in 1916, 
whereas in the 1939-45 holocaust
conscription was introduced months before
Chamberlain declared war on Germany, and 
by the end of 1939 Churchill was demanding

least 52 years since the actual decision to do 
so was taken.

When the apologists for the atom bombing 
of these two cities argue that it shortened the 
war against Japan their duplicity is exposed, 
since the intention was from the beginning of 
the research by people like Professor Joseph 
Rotblat in Liverpool in 1939 that they were 
convinced that Germany would have such a 
weapon and Hitler would only be dissuaded 
from launching it by knowing that the ‘Allies’ 
could retaliate with a similar weapon. He 
resigned from the project “when it was 
realised that Germany could no longer 
produce its own bomb”.

II onth declared that:
“‘The general view appeared to be that best 
point-of-use would be on a Japanese fleet 
concentration’, said the minutes of the top-level 
military policy committee on 5 May 1943.

‘The Japanese were selected as they would not be 
so apt to secure knowledge from it as would the 
Germans’, continued the minute of the meeting 
taken by General Leslie Groves, the military 
commander of the Manhattan Project.”

The Institute for Energy and Environmental 
Research, which publishes the document in 
the Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists along with 
interviews with Manhattan Project scientists 
who were made to believe that the atom bomb 
they were working on was destined for 
Germany, publishes comments by Hans Bethe 
who directed the theoretical division of the
Manhattan Project at Los Alamos.
“‘I am amazed. We had no idea of such a decision.
We were under the impression that Germany was 
the first target until the German surrender. That was 
my belief.’

The fear was that if a bomb dropped on Germany 
turned out to be a dud, German scientists were 
sufficiently advanced to learn enough from it to 
accelerate their own nuclear weapons programme.
In the view of the military policy committee, Japan 
had no effective atomic research programme.

‘What began as a race against a potential nuclear 
power, Germany, turned into a project to produce 
a tool of immense military superiority against a 
non-nuclear state’, Dr Makhijani* said yesterday.

By the time the bomb was ready, in July 1945, 
there was no longer a Japanese fleet to provide a 
concentrated target. Hiroshima was chosen because 
it was not a military or industrial centre, and was 
one of the few Japanese cities not destroyed by 
conventional bombing.”

We leave it to readers to draw their own 
conclusions. Our only comment is to 
denounce all scientists who undertake such 

research and, far from showering them with 
honours, they should be made to feel that they 
are enemies of mankind.

* Aijun Makhijani, president of the Institute for 
Energy and Environmental Research.
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* President Clinton, April 20th, 1995.

Ate uoill only d/Qp out 
massive totnte on 
people in oihet places.

WPCAIj will never let
the forces of inhumanity 
prevail in the United States?




