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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.

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
Farmers!

en will the taxpayers of
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 hourl!) 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).
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FIFTY PENCE

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

“The very end of
government is to
secure wealth and
defend the rich
against the poor.”

Adam Smith
(from Wealth of Nations)

WHAT LABOUR ALTERNATIVE?

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’.)

y 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 therich
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)

THE ARMS DEALERS

UNOFFICIAL AND OFFICIAL!

ark Thatcher and Jonathan
itken have certainly been
hogging the headlines with their
successes as international arms
dealers. All to the good, and especially
Mamma Thatcher’s involvement in
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
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!
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We aim 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!








