
Our Workplaces, Our Hospitals, Our NHS! 
There Is An Alternative! Stop Paying the Rich!
Increase Investments in Social Programmes!





ine of March salutes all the millions of
workers taking action on November 30
in defence of their right to a decent pen-

sion. It is completely unacceptable that the
government is attempting to dictate and issue
threats to the public service workers who are
fighting to defend their pensions.

It is the people who should be holding the
government to account. Why is the govern-
ment issuing threats and attacking pensions in
this way when the workers fight for what is
theirs by right? It is a similar story with the
National Health Service. The government is
attempting to steamroller through its dictate
that the NHS should be re-organised to serve
the interests of the private monopolies. This is
wrecking activity of the social economy, its
infrastructure and its social programmes.

The Coalition has entrenched its dictate
with the Fixed Term Parliaments Act so that it
can pursue its aim to confront the workers’ movement and im-
pose the interests of the monopolies over the rights of the people.
This is not only an affront to the working class and an attack on
the people’s claim to a decent standard of living and the public
good. It is proving extremely destructive to the economy and the
fabric of society as a whole.

This is a government made up of two parties that each re-
ceived a minority share of votes cast at the general election, and
who together are in power with a minority share of the elec-
torate’s votes. What kind of legitimacy for a governmental pro-
gramme is this, never mind the fact that the measures they are
imposing were not in their manifestos and are ones for which
they cannot conceivably be considered to have a mandate?

Then the government has the effrontery to claim that the strike
mandated by up to 3 million workers is what is damaging the
economy. The Coalition sang a different tune when it declared a
public holiday for the royal wedding. No, it is the striking work-
ers who are declaring enough is enough and that the wrecking of
the economy to serve monopoly right has to stop. Marches, ral-
lies, picketing and protests are being held the length and breadth
of the country with this sentiment.

The government and the media in its service have been doing
everything in the build up to the strike to blame public sector
workers for the so-called disruption to public services that is sup-
posed to be caused by this strike. Far from it. It is the government
that is behind the disruption of public services. It is giving pri-
ority to the massive interest payments to the owners of govern-
ment debt, a debt which is run for that very reason. The
government is further robbing the pension funds of their surplus
to pay the financiers under the guise of paying off the govern-
ment deficit, and is further proposing earmarking £20bn of pen-

sion funds money to be paid to construction monopolies and the
like. It is the government which is ignoring the claims of public
service workers who are the producers of added value in these
services and should have first claim on it. It was the government
that arrogantly said that they would impose on public sector
workers their plan for cuts to pensions if the trade unions did not
agree to these cuts by the end of October. Therefore, it is the gov-
ernment’s refusal to consider the claims of the public sector
workers and their trade unions on their pensions which must be
considered the cause of any disruption to public services.

Only when the government  received intelligence that told
them that public sector workers were not going to stand for it
and were about to vote overwhelmingly for the strike did they ap-
pear to make some “concessions” at the last minute. Those “con-
cessions” were not an offer in negotiations according to the trade
union negotiators. They were political statements from Parlia-
ment which have no weight in law and cannot be challenged.
This “offer” from the dispatch box of changes on protection for
more older workers and increasing the calculation of average
pensions nevertheless still maintained the increase of the pension
contributions from public sector workers by up to 50% and still
reduced the pensions overall and still would force younger public
sector workers to work to nearly 70 years of age to receive their
work pension.

There is an urgent need for an effective Workers’ Opposition
to hold the government to account. The government’s attack on
pensions must be defeated. An alternative direction for the econ-
omy is required so that workers’ rights are guaranteed, their
livelihoods, including pensions, safeguarded, and responsibility
for the public good put as the centrepiece of the social economy.
Hands Off Pensions! Fight for Decent Pensions for All!



he holding of the ballots by the public service trade
unions from all of the public sectors affected in local
government, the civil service, the NHS and education,

represents the stand of public sector workers against the
government’s systematic wrecking of public sector pensions
in pursuance of seizing yet more added value from those
who provide public services. These ballots not only encom-
passed public sector workers in the public sector but many
thousands who work in private schools, nurseries, GP sur-
geries and other companies who are also fighting to protect
their pensions. The vote was massively in favour of strike
action. The fight is on for the security and dignity of all pub-
lic sector workers in retirement.

In the discussions at meetings that have been taking place
in the NHS and in schools, there had been a reluctance for strike
action from health workers where it might affect patients or
teachers where it might affect pupils. However, as the “war of
words” between government and trade unions has been stepped
up, health and education workers have become increasingly en-
raged at the government’s anti-worker, anti-social stance. The
overwhelming feeling has been consolidated that a stand must
be taken against the attack on pensions and to engage the whole
of society in exposing the lies about the pensions of public serv-
ice workers, that they are “not affordable”, or “gold plated” and
that to defend them is not only in the interest of public sector
workers but the whole of society.

Both the NHS and local government schemes are not only
sustainable and affordable but actually produce vast surpluses
that are used by government to pay its deficit to the financiers.
They are cash-rich with income far exceeding outgoings – £2bn
a year in the case of the NHS scheme is paid in contributions
over and above outgoings. The NHS scheme is a scheme that
pays directly into the Treasury and they will realise £10bn over
the next five years from the NHS pension scheme in its present
state. The local government scheme has funds worth £140bn –
making it one of the biggest institutional investors in the world,
equivalent to 12% of UK GDP. It has enough money to pay all
its liabilities for the next 20 years without raising a single penny.

Public sector pensions are not “gold-plated”. In local govern-
ment, the average pension is £4,000 pa – dropping to just £2,800
for women – less than £60 a week. And for the NHS where the
vast majority of health workers and professionals are women it
is a lowly £3,500 for women, placing the income of these pen-
sioners well below the poverty line. The government is trying to
impose an increase in contributions that would mean that many
people will pay more and work longer to get a pension that will

be worth less. The increase in their contributions would be up to
a 50%, and there would be a lessening of their entitlements by in-
creasing the pension age and lessening the amount of the pen-
sion. The government also peddles the myth that the low paid
will not suffer. But a hospital porter, for example, will pay 34%
more for the NHS pension and even taken with the state pension
would find themselves well below the poverty line.

Therefore, this attack on the right to pensions is not because
the pension schemes are unaffordable, or even because people
are living longer – it is to pay the deficit caused by the govern-
ment’s paying the failing banking system. In other words, it is yet
another scam to raid the pensions of public service workers to
pay the rich in the huge crisis that their system of paying them-
selves huge profits has caused. 

The government says that public sector pensions are “unfair”
to private sector pensions that have already been cut back, with
literally millions of workers having no occupational pensions at
all. Firstly, this says more about the rapacious private sector pen-
sion market than it does about anything else. It shows that these
private pension plans are even more lucrative to the financial
sector and they want to attract new customers from public serv-
ices by forcing the government to bring down the public sector
pensions. Secondly, attacking public sector pensions will not as-
sist pensions for workers in the private sector one bit. On the
contrary, the defence of public sector pensions is part of defend-
ing the pensions of all in society. 

Whilst the government may even have calculated to make
some concessions, it is very clear on its objective to use public
sector workers to further pay the rich and the financial institu-
tions by billions of pounds out of public sector workers’ pay. At
the same time, it is holding down pay in the face of rising infla-
tion and cuts tens of billions from the public sector in jobs and

Building the Opposition to the Anti-Social Offensive



services. 
This shows that this opposition that is growing

against the attack on pensions is in conflict with
this pay-the-rich system. This system is one where
the dominant monopolies have concentrated the
greatest wealth and power in their hands and as-
sert their “right” to determine everything. Workers
in all sectors of the economy are putting more into
the economy than they are taking out, whilst it is
the financial oligarchy that is taking more out of
the economy than they put in. The question that
must be in the forefront of the workers thoughts
and actions is that it is they who have the right to
a first claim on the added value in the economy
and not the banks and financial oligarchy. Those
who own and control the means of production,
these same global monopolies, are not the actual
producers, but are using their power to dominate
politically and determine the direction of the econ-
omy and the fate of society.

This situation is the cause of the problems for the workers.
The Workers’ Opposition on pensions and on every front must be
developed on the basis that it is the working class who are the
producers of wealth and services. They cannot accept that their
claim on the added value that they contribute to society above the
wages they are paid is denied by those in authority, and they in-
tend to fight for the rights and welfare of all including proper
pensions for all.

The financial oligarchy is in an antagonistic relation to this
fight. It denies that society has advanced to a stage where human
beings are born to society and that society is duty bound to guar-
antee their well-being at all times. The public service workers
on the other hand are showing their responsibility for the fate of
society, and there is widespread concern that their ability is being
jeopardised to provide services for the benefit of society and
strengthen its capacity to guarantee the rights of all to social pro-
grammes.

In a modern socialised economy, the social product in useful
manufacturing and useful services of human labour are not a cost
but are the source of all added value. It is the people who live and
work in producing that social product who have the claim for a
dignified standard of living for all citizens from birth to death.
Rather than representing society in making this claim on the so-
cial product for all its citizens, the government is shunning its

responsibility and giving priority to the claim of the financial
elite instead. For example, the Coalition government immedi-
ately it came to office changed the uprating of pensions from the
annual CPI inflation to the RPI inflation, cutting billions off the
public sector pensions without any mandate to do so. It is now
systematically forcing workers to work longer and robbing their
pension funds to pay the rich in society.

The alternative that we need to fight for in defending our pen-
sions against further attack is that pensions should be a universal
social programme run by the state and funded by the socialised
economy to meet the needs of all in retirement. Far from the re-
tirement age being increased, it should be reduced. Pensions are
a right, based in the reality that all are born to society and remain
members of society until they pass away. It is in the interests of
individuals and the general interests of society as a whole that
pensions are defended and developed further, so that the national
state pension becomes the main source of income in retirement,
capable of meeting the material and cultural needs of all citizens.

What is crucial for the public service workers and the Work-
ers’ Opposition as a whole in response to the attack on pensions
and on every front is that they keep the initiative in their own
hands through maximum mobilisation, involvement in discus-
sion, collectively deciding on a plan of action and developing
that organisation which is the harbinger of the new society they
so desire.



he fight is continuing against the
Health and Social Care Bill. For
health workers to hold forums, get to-

gether and discuss the consequences of the
Bill, how to oppose it, and how to fight for
the alternative based on the right to health
care is crucial. Such discussions, with the
conscious participation of health workers,
strengthen and consolidate the conviction
of all concerned.

After the government’s pause for
thought and the mainly cosmetic amend-
ments of the Future Forum, the third read-
ing of the Health and Social Care Bill by
the House of Commons took place on Sep-
tember 7. It began its progress through the
House of Lords the following day, receiv-
ing its second reading there on October 11
and 12. Since October 25, it has been con-
sidered line by line in Committee, and the
thirteenth sitting is due to take place on De-
cember 15. After this it will receive its third
reading in the Lords, before it goes back to
the Commons for consideration of the
Lords amendments, after which it would receive the Royal As-
sent and become law should it not be stopped.

The struggle continues. Health workers, the workers’ move-
ment as a whole and all those who cherish a health service in
which health care is considered as a right are far from being rec-
onciled to the Bill becoming an Act. The situation has brought to
the fore the importance of uniting around a programme of oppo-
sition in order to safeguard the future of the NHS, to strengthen
the conception that there is an alternative, and to affirm that in-
deed No Means No! Within this programme, of particular im-
portance is the political mobilisation of the health workers
themselves, together with their fight to oppose the attacks on the
NHS and on the health workers. Campaigns are continuing both
within the community, such as the collection of signatures op-
posing the wrecking of the health service and its privatisation,
and amongst all those who work in and for the NHS by building
forums and enabling the conscious participation of the people
through all kinds of mechanisms from Trades Councils, to meet-
ings, to discussions in union bodies and other forums. 

In this context, meetings and forums continue to be held, and
mobilisation against the Bill has been mounting.

South Tyneside Health and Social Care Bill
Forum, South Shields Town Hall, September

29

This was organised by South Tyneside Public Services Al-
liance. At the District Hospital the unions have taken numerous
actions to oppose the Bill, and before that to oppose all the mech-
anisms that have been used by successive governments to open
up the NHS to big business of all kinds. These include the fight
against Trusts, Foundation Trusts, the commissioner-provider
split, and the change of funding from one of population need to
activity introduced by the previous Labour government which is
loaded in favour of private sector companies. 

A Newcastle GP from Keep Our NHS Public explained how
the NHS is funded now and how the Bill changes that so that the
entire funding of the NHS flows to the commissioner groups as
well as lots of private assurers and providers. He said that the
NHS Commissioning Board set up by the Bill is a Quango where
Lansley appoints the chair and chief Executive, who is David
Nicholson. Last year David Nicholson said that when he saw the
Bill he said this is the biggest disaster and that he was resigning.

Building the Opposition to the Anti-Social Offensive



Now he is heading up this Commissioning
Board! This Commissioning Board would
pass the NHS budget to the Clinical Com-
missioning Groups.

A crucial part of the Bill is that all Foun-
dation Trusts would have the cap removed
on generating private income. Foundation
Trusts would be able to earn as much as they
like from private income. Once the state
stops becoming the main provider of health
services it is no longer protected from the
GAP world trade organisation rules. In rela-
tion to GP commissioners, in clause 20 the
Bill says that they can arrange for any other
person to exercise any of its functions. GP
commissioners not only bring in firms like
KPMG, which is what is happening in Lon-
don, but they can be handed the contracts to
commission and the GPs won’t be allowed
to do it. Then on the back of £20 billion cuts
to the NHS, there will be “de-commission-
ing” and an extreme postcode lottery where especially poor areas
of the country will be faced with an even worse service. 

Even though the government now admits that the Private Fi-
nance Initiative (PFI) is bankrupting health in places like West
Cumbria where they are imposing £20 billion in cuts, there is no
desire to go and renegotiate and bring this money back which is
being paid in to offshore accounts to the super rich who do not
even pay any tax.

Queen Elizabeth Hospital Gateshead,
September 8

This meeting was organised by the local health unions and
Keep Our NHS Public. The meeting was a culmination of con-
tinuous opposition to the Health and Social Care Bill and the re-
sulting push towards the further introduction of privatisation and
competition within the NHS which, if allowed to go ahead,
would result in the destruction of the NHS and its replacement by
a US model of health care. 

At the QEH, numerous actions have been taken to oppose the
Bill and prior to that to oppose all the mechanisms that have been
used by successive governments to open up the NHS to big busi-
ness of all kinds. One of the slogans during this has been that
there is an alternative: stop paying the rich, invest in health and
education! That is, the economy should be geared to ensuring
the rights of everybody including the right to healthcare. It is
clear that the economy is being increasingly geared to guarantee-
ing the wealth of the few at the expense of the rights of all as ex-
emplified by the increasing gap between rich and poor.

The actions of health workers and the public forced the gov-
ernment to pretend to listen and halt the Bill. Now the fight has
to be carried on. The health service should be universally avail-
able on the basis of need alone, publicly owned and publicly pro-
vided, planned, integrated, and democratically accountable. All
the changes in the NHS have moved away from these principles.

Funding should be allocated on a needs-based approach not an
activity-based approach. All health workers have felt the affects

on their ability to provide care to a high standard of the activity
approach. The tariff approach that was introduced by the last
government has resulted in an increase in admin costs from 4%
to nearer 20% and this is ever growing, with the spirit of co-op-
eration between health workers now teetering on the brink.

The government’s use of choice has resulted in cutbacks and
shortages, opening up the market in health care which benefits
private companies being paid more for less. This will result in or-
dinary working people having little choice other than the big pri-
vate health monopolies and will often result in people not having
the choice they want in their local area. 

The presentation by many bodies such as the Kings Fund, that
closures are inevitable and low priority procedures should be
cancelled and may be withdrawn, epitomises the incoherence of
the purchaser provider split, the market model for the NHS.

That the government uses budgetary constrains as a pretext
for draconian cuts is ludicrous and obscene when the government
spends billions daily on wars of aggression. It is important to
correlate what is happening locally with the national picture to
make sense of the situation and develop an effective opposition.
What is needed is a different direction for the NHS. It is not just
the tweaking of Lansley’s Bill that is needed but putting a stop
to it and fighting for the alternative – a health service firmly
based on the claims of the people for the highest possible quality
of health care, and based on the needs of the people not the needs
of the big health monopolies.

The “March for the Alternative” on March 26, the Keep Our
NHS Public march of May 17 to the Department of Health, the
candlelight vigil outside Parliament on September 6, the hun-
dreds of actions throughout the country to oppose the Bill, all
show the sentiment of the people. We must continue to build a
broad and effective opposition to envision that there is an alter-
native and to fight for it. The alternative is an NHS based on the
principle that health care is a right, that it is a public service not
a service for profit for the health insurers and monopolies.
Our Workplaces, Our Hospitals, Our NHS! 
There Is An Alternative!



wners of capital and their political representatives do not
want the working class to have its own organisations,
agenda and aims to defend its rights up to and including

a political and economic alternative that serves its well-being
and the general interests of the economy and society. One way to
stop the working class from having its own agenda is to interfere
with its right to organise as an effective defence collective and
opposition, and to criminalise its actions in defence of its rights.

Without organisation, the working class cannot have its own
agenda and aims. Workers would still defend their rights but it
would be at the level of reacting to stimuli and protecting them-
selves from predators as best they can through an instinctive
“fight or flight”. In contrast to this primeval defence, humans
have the ability to gain an understanding of their concrete con-
ditions through acts of conscious participation in the world, and
to analyse and deepen that understanding to resolve with greater
effectiveness the problems they face, defend themselves and
move their societies forward.

In the modern world, the working class and youth are faced
with the necessity of organising themselves as an effective Work-
ers’ Opposition to defend their rights. This means concretely
building workers’ defence collectives in all workplaces and more
broadly in cities, towns and regions to defend workers’ rights.
Also, this means concretely building the political front of the
working class, the mass communist party in all workplaces,
cities, towns and regions. Understanding how to do this comes
from acts of conscious participation in organising and defending
the rights of all. If the working class and youth do not engage in
conscious acts of organising into defence collectives and the
mass communist party and defending their rights, then no under-
standing of how to do it will ever arise in their brains.

To organise working class defence collectives and the mass
communist party means that individual members are faced with
the task of participating in developing an agenda, common aims,
methods of organising and strategy and tactics set by themselves,
and the individual responsibility to carry out the decisions of the
collective.

Owners of capital and their agents target the brains of the
working class and youth to stop them from gaining any under-
standing of how to organise and resist. To do this, they use the or-
gans of the state machine to interfere directly in workers’
organisations […] limiting what workers’ collectives can and
cannot do and even criminalising their defence organisations and
resistance. Secondly, their mass media and agents denounce or-
ganising and the development of common working class aims as
being counterproductive and leading to just another form of op-
pression by “union bosses” and communist leaders. This propa-

ganda is to keep workers and youth ignorant of their ability to or-
ganise and resist through acts of conscious participation and by
doing so increase their understanding of how to organise and re-
sist effectively with an independent agenda and aims for a
human-centred alternative. 

The working class and youth face problems both as individu-
als and within their collectives. Even individual problems are
connected with other individuals and the whole, as modern so-
ciety is collective in its essence. This is so because of the so-
cialised nature of the modern economy where people are born to
society and have rights by virtue of being human.

Collectives that engage in actions with analysis to defend the
rights of their members and the rights of all are the most effective
defence in modern society. Uniting in a collective immediately
raises questions of methods of organising. The understanding of
how to organise is found in acts of conscious participation. Own-
ers of capital and their political representatives, agents and
spokespeople in the media want to interfere with this conscious
participation of workers and youth in organising, defending their
rights and building their mass communist party. This is the root
reason behind […] the state hostility generally towards workers
organising themselves into a mass communist party. This is the
main reason also why the mass media place so much emphasis
on not organising and praising those who have no agenda or aims
as this dissuades workers and youth from gaining understanding
of how to organise and diverts them from the necessity of having
an independent agenda and aims.

These days the mass media are promoting unorganised “fight
or flight” as the way to combat inequality in society, and when
this generates the inevitable chaos then the police are set upon the
demonstrators. The propaganda not to organise and not have an
independent agenda and aims is directed primarily at the working
class but also at the youth and most vulnerable. The harsh stimuli
from the economic crisis and ending of the social contract are
everywhere to be felt from workers being laid off, public services
privatised, social programmes slashed, collective agreements
gutted, pensions degraded, state interference in workers’ organ-
ising and bargaining, and homelessness and other social prob-
lems that are becoming worse instead of being resolved. Aimless
and unorganised “fight or flight” is promoted as the way to re-
spond to the harsh stimuli, anything but acts of conscious partic-
ipation of workers and youth in organising themselves within
defence collectives and a mass communist party that analyse
their concrete conditions, engage in actions with analysis and
adopt their own agenda of resistance and social responsibility.

The way forward for workers and youth in resisting the harsh
stimuli of the owners of capital and their attacks is not aimless



and unorganised “fight or flight” but acts of conscious participa-
tion in organising themselves in defence collectives and the mass
communist party and engaging in actions with analysis. The
strategy and tactics of how to organise and resist attacks on the
people’s rights arise from acts of conscious participation in or-
ganising and actions with analysis. Thinking serves actions and
drives them forward to greater heights through analysis and fur-
ther acts of conscious participation in organising and resistance.
Without acts of conscious participation in organising defence
committees and building of the mass communist party, no un-
derstanding of how to organise will ever arise. Without acts of
conscious participation in resistance, no understanding of how
to resist effectively enters the brains of workers and youth. With-

elements that may be
operating on the
fringes.

To divert the peo-
ple from organising
and gaining strength
as a powerful Work-
ers’ Opposition that
becomes effective
enough to restrict mo-
nopoly right has al-
ways been a central
tactic of the ruling
elite. Bringing into
being reforms that
strengthen the imperi-
alist system of states
and disguising them as positive for the people goes hand in hand
with undermining a Workers’ Opposition.

The aim of the Tobin Tax is to strengthen the international fi-
nancial oligarchy by implementing certain measures against what
are considered rogue capitalist elements, divert the working class
and its allies from challenging the authority of the imperialist
system and prevent the Workers’ Opposition from developing its
own agenda, organised unity and determination to defend the

out acts of conscious participation in the working class move-
ment to defend its rights and build its political front, no under-
standing of the independent aims and agenda of that movement
will materialise as workers and youth will be constantly diverted
by the aims and agenda of the owners of capital and their agents.

When workers and youth do not have their own independent
organisations, outlook, aims and agenda, the owners of capital
and their political representatives and agents can easily sabotage,
undermine and smash their resistance and defence of their rights.

Acts of conscious participation in organising and resisting are
key to defending the rights of all and opening a path forward to
a human-centred alternative.
(TML Weekly Information Project, November 12, 2011)

The Tobin Tax:

he Heads of State of the G-20 met in Cannes, France, No-
vember 3-4, where Bill Gates, billionaire monopoly capital-
ist, head of the Gates foundation and founder of Microsoft,

presented a report. The aim of the report, commissioned in April
by French President Nicolas Sarkozy, was to make proposals on
how the G20 could finance “development” in “innovative ways”.
A “technical report”, summarising what Gates would propose
was leaked to the media in late September and included a Finan-
cial Transaction Tax. The monopoly media have been promoting
this reform, referring to it as a Tobin Tax, a policy objective that
according to Adbusters would “slow down some of that $1.3-
trillion easy money that’s sloshing around the global casino each
day”. The media have given the Tobin Tax a new Hollywood ca-
chet, calling it the Robin Hood Tax, to broaden its appeal. It is
suggested that it would benefit poor countries at the expense of
the rich, while in fact it would further institutionalise the impe-
rialist system of states dominated by the US Empire.

Policy objectives to reform and strengthen the imperialist sys-
tem of states generally have two features. The first is to divert
people from organising themselves to challenge monopoly right
directly to the point where actual restrictions are put on the mo-
nopolies, imperialism weakened and the working class move-
ment for its emancipation strengthened. The second feature is to
bring in reforms that strengthen the most powerful sections of
the international financial oligarchy as opposed to some rogue

K.C. Adams



rights of all and fight for an alternative.
The Harvard trained US economist James Tobin and his men-

tor John Maynard Keynes – or Baron Keynes of Tilton as he pre-
ferred to be called – were both convinced that the working class
had to be stopped from seizing the initiative of devising its own
agenda and bringing in an alternative. They also saw themselves
doing battle for “good speculators and capitalists” against “bad
speculators and capitalists”. Keynes in particular was an avid
“good speculator” who used all his considerable skills to combat
“bad speculators” and in the process made a fortune trading
stocks, bonds, currency and anything else that could be bought
and sold for a big score.

The Tobin Tax on currency transactions would affect most all
international trade and capital movement within the imperialist
system of states. Each time one currency is exchanged for an-
other a 0.5 per cent or some other amount of duty would be im-
posed. Tobin realised that for such a tax to be effective in
discouraging short-term currency exchange, the “bad specula-
tors” would have to be regulated through an international insti-
tution controlled by the financial oligarchy. He suggested this be
done by both the International Monetary Fund and World Bank,
which are controlled by the US, the most powerful states of Eu-
rope and Japan. The over one-half trillion dollars raised annually
through the Tobin Tax would then be funnelled through the IMF
and World Bank to finance its anti-social projects. The money
collected from the hard work of the world’s working class and
other working people would become an additional source of
wealth under the control of the international financial oligarchy
to bribe and coerce the weaker countries into accepting the dic-
tate of the big powers, which is exactly the role of those two
hated institutions today.

The Tobin Tax would further concentrate power in the hands
of the most powerful imperialists and weaken the movement in
defence of the sovereignty of nations and the right of the people
to govern their own affairs. The Tobin Tax further removes the
people from taking decisive measures to change the prevailing
unequal terms of trade, the anarchy of capital movement in and

affairs of countries, and to defending the values of neo-liberal
globalisation neither of which are in the interests of the majority
of the people of Britain or other countries.

It was in this context that Cameron celebrated the govern-
ment’s criminal military intervention in Libya and its policy of
assassination and regime change, which are completely contrary
to the UN Charter and international law. For Cameron the insti-
gation and support of a rebellion in a sovereign country has es-
tablished “a new partner in the Southern Mediterranean”, not to
mention the mineral resources of this “partner”, and further ce-
mented alliances with other reactionary governments throughout

Cameron’s Mansion House Speech:

n November 14, Prime Minister David Cameron delivered
a keynote speech at the Lord Mayor’s Banquet, the annual
gathering of representatives of the major financial institu-

tions at which it is customary for the Prime Minister to speak on
the government’s foreign policy. Cameron’s speech on this occa-
sion was entitled “Foreign Policy in the National Interest”.

Of course, by “the national interest” the Prime Minister only
had in the mind the interests of his immediate audience, the rep-
resentatives of the financial oligarchy and the big monopolies.
Therefore his speech was devoted to championing the need for
more intervention by the government of Britain in the internal

out of their own countries and the annexation of their economies
to the big powers. Importantly, it diverts the people from taking
the banking system of their own countries out of the hands of
both the “good and bad speculators” and in the process creating
a public not-for-profit banking system that serves nation-build-
ing. The Tobin Tax policy objective blocks people from dis-
cussing crucial reforms such as putting wholesale trade,
including imports and exports and the pricing of commodities
under the control of public institutions and within the realm of
social consciousness.

The Tobin Tax diverts people and even prohibits them from
taking sovereign decisions on what their countries should be pro-
ducing, what they trade with other countries and how those trans-
actions are settled. The world is awash in US dollars that are
routinely used to settle international trade. Trapped within the
imperialist system of states, most countries have to change their
own currencies into US dollars or Euros when they sell or buy
commodities internationally. Some countries have tried to opt
out of the trading of currencies dominated by US dollar hege-
mony and instead exchange goods for mutual benefit using a
barter system or by calculating the value of the goods exchanged
and using that amount for future purchases and sales with their
trading partners. Libya was attempting to do this with African
countries and came under US-led NATO military attack and
regime change. The members of the ALBA group including Cuba
and Venezuela are attempting alternative trading forms for mu-
tual benefit outside the imperialist system of states but they are
all under serious threat of military and other attacks from the big
powers, especially the US Empire. A big social responsibility of
the working class in the imperialist heartland is to fight to estab-
lish an anti-war government that does everything it can to stop
the warmongers from committing crimes against the peace.

A Tobin or Robin Hood Tax further institutionalises the impe-
rialist system of states dominated by the US Empire and should
be denounced as retrogressive. An aim of the Workers’ Opposi-
tion is to restrict monopoly right, not reform imperialism so that
it becomes even more powerful and dangerous.



the region. Indeed the British govern-
ment and its allies who even present
themselves as the saviours of the so-
called Arab Spring have demonstrated
that they remain the friends and chief
supporters of all that is backward in the
world, that they plan to divert the pop-
ular uprisings into harmless channels,
or intervene in them for their own pur-
poses. It has already become clear that
the government is intervening in Syria
and openly encouraging the opposition
to the Syrian government while the
Prime Minister used his Mansion
House speech for more sabre-rattling
and threats of increasing intervention in
Pakistan as well as Somalia, a country
which will become a major focus for
the government in the New Year.

Throughout his speech, the Prime
Minister continually emphasised that in
the face of the economic and political
crises that are ravaging Europe and other parts of the world his
government would be adhering to the path of its predecessors.
This is the blood-soaked road of military and other forms of in-
tervention, neo-colonial exploitation and the expansion of the
global reach of the big banks and monopolies. The failed and
dangerous orientation of the past was not just defended but pre-
sented as the path of glory and salvation. This was particularly
the case in regard to the EU, which the government views mainly
as the mechanism which opened up the markets and resources

of Eastern Europe and now views as a mechanism which may
be used in a similar way even outside Europe’s borders.

The Prime Minister’s speech which boasts of Britain’s mili-
tary prowess and “influence” in the world is full of the jingoism
of the old imperialists as well as that of their modern successors
who dream of making Britain “great” again. For all its rhetoric,
it shows no concern for the “national interest” nor any grasp of
or concern for the lives of the vast majority of people of Britain
or other parts of the world. The Prime Minister has indicated that

as the economic crisis inten-
sifies the government will
stick to its warmongering and
dangerous course. It will con-
tinue to adhere to and pro-
mote the values of neo-liberal
globalisation as if they are the
values and in the interests of
all. It will continue to
threaten other countries, to
interfere in their internal af-
fairs and intervene militarily
if this is in the strategic and
financial interests of the big
banks and monopolies. It is a
road which creates great dan-
gers for the world, which will
bring greater instability and
to which the vast majority are
resolutely opposed. In these
circumstances, it is the re-
sponsibility of all to redouble
our efforts to create the con-
ditions to establish an anti-
war government which truly
represents the interests of the
people of Britain.



hen Iraq was invaded, the
people’s watchword was
that Occupation is not Lib-

eration; with the killing of Colonel
Gaddafi in Libya, it could be de-
clared that Assassination is not Lib-
eration either.

It almost beggars belief that
Anglo-US imperialism should be so
shameless in its gloating that it has
apparently got away with this
breathtaking crime against the
Libyan people and against progres-
sive world opinion. Whatever the
facts of the case, it is the outcome of
the assertion in practice of Britain
and the NATO powers that they have
the right to decide who should gov-
ern Libya. This is their official pol-
icy.

These powers put forward their
notorious doctrine of the “responsi-
bility to protect” to fool the gullible,
and set out to create the maximum
confusion in promoting debates
about whether Gaddafi’s regime was
dictatorial or progressive. They covered over the issue of the
right of a sovereign country to decide its own destiny, creating
and inspiring a “revolution” of those it could back to topple
Gaddafi, and then promoting these forces as the “legitimate” rep-
resentatives of the Libyan people. Most heinous of all, this “lib-
eration” consisted of massive destruction by NATO armed might
of one of the most advanced and prosperous countries of Africa
with untold loss of life and tens of thousands of armed “mis-
sions” to rain down death and destruction.

It is sickening and abhorrent how the alleged death of Colonel
Gaddafi has been used to further the triumphalism of Cameron,
Obama and Clinton, and other big power leaders, that a new page
has opened for the Libyan people. This new page is one where
these same neo-liberal and imperialist forces are establishing

anew colonialism in Africa, West Asia and elsewhere, and equat-
ing this with the bringing of democracy. It is really outrageous
that the same neo-liberal values which have brought and are still
bringing such crisis to the countries of Europe, of North America
and elsewhere are being imposed everywhere the imperialists
can possibly do so by any means necessary. Chaos and destruc-
tion have also been what these values have brought to
Afghanistan and Iraq, and this is what will be brought to Libya
also.

The responsibility of all progressive forces is to utterly con-
demn this armed aggression without hesitation, and to vigorously
support the principle that it is the right of all peoples to exercise
their sovereignty, to decide their own path without outside inter-
ference. They must also go all out to ensure the principle is up-
held that conflicts of interests internationally must be sorted out
without the use of force of any sort.

The working class and people must grasp that it is Anglo-US
imperialism which is violating international law and committing
aggression, intervention and exercising its dictate with impunity.
Therefore it is up to the people’s movement against war and the
workers’ opposition to the rule of the rich and powerful to get
further organised so that they become the force to establish the
new rule of international law, bring their own war criminals to
justice and to establish the domestic power so that society is or-
ganised along lines that respects people’s sovereignty as individ-
uals, collectives and nations. This and only this is what is
required to safeguard peace, democracy, security and the actual
rule of law.



n the occasion of the 10th
anniversary of the invasion
of Afghanistan, the Stop

the War Coalition called an Anti-
War Assembly at Trafalgar Square
on Saturday, October 8.

Contingents built up in the
square from the opening shortly
after mid-day to the time of the
demonstration down Whitehall to
Downing Street at 4pm. Five-
thousand militantly and vocifer-
ously marched to the very gates of
Downing Street, a densely packed
mass of placards and banners, to
the last demonstrator shouting slogans, including “Fight for an
Anti-War Government”.

The Anti-War Assembly had been mobilised by the Stop the
War Coalition calling for pledges to be present, pledges which in-
cluded many high profile figures. Speakers from the platform in-
cluded University and College Union (UCU) organiser Mark
Campbell and former Respect MP George Galloway. But many

had mobilised and come in contin-
gents from local Stop the War groups.

In this respect it represented the
stage of the anti-war movement at the
present time. Its main victories have
been in consolidating stable local
groups who can stand on their own
feet, and in blocking the attempts by
those in power at Westminster to mo-
bilise public opinion in favour of war
and intervention. It is the case that, as
a number of speakers to the Assem-
bly in essence pointed out, crimes
against peace are considered anath-
ema and that war criminals such as

Tony Blair cannot walk the streets of Britain.
The way forward lies in continuing to build and organise the

anti-war movement towards its goal: the creation of an anti-war
government and building a society on the new basis of the de-
fence of the sovereignty and independence of peoples and na-
tions, outlawing the use of force to settle conflicts internationally
and de-militarising society nationally, with all that entails.

or the 20th consecutive year, the
UN General Assembly adopted
a resolution calling for the lift-

ing of the 50-year-old economic,
commercial and financial blockade
imposed by the United States against
Cuba. 

The 193-member United Nations
body voted to condemn the “adverse
effects” of such measures on the
Cuban people and on Cuban nationals
living in other countries in the non-
binding resolution. 

Countries from across the world –
from China to Mexico and from Algeria to South Africa – queued
up to lend their political and diplomatic support to Cuba. The
representative from Uruguay noted that “we have witnessed an
increase in the restrictions on Cuba’s transactions with third
countries” and the blockade is “counter to the principles of jus-
tice and human rights, hampers and delays development and se-
riously harms the Cuban economy”. 

The delegate from Bolivia – referencing President John F
Kennedy’s “ich bin ein Berliner” quote – said the slogan of our
time should be “I am a Cuban” as the Cuban people remain an

“inspiration and example” to the rest
of the world. He continued, “If we
truly believe in democracy then we
must listen to the countries in this
room.”

Venezuela sent a message of sup-
port and solidarity to the Miami 5
and appealed to the United States for
their release and the return of Rene
Gonzalez to his homeland. 

Cuban Foreign Minister Bruno
Rodriguez said that the sanctions
have caused direct economic dam-
ages of close to $1 trillion to the

Cuban people over nearly half a century and that President
Obama had done little to change this. “Despite the false image of
flexibility that the current US administration intends to portray,
the blockade and the sanctions remain intact,” Rodriguez told
the assembly. “Why doesn’t President Obama’s administration
take care of the US problems and leave us Cubans alone to solve
ours in peace?”

Resolution A/66/L4 received 186 votes in favour and 2
against (USA and Israel), with 3 abstentions (Micronesia, Palau
and the Marshall Islands). In 2010, the vote was 187 to 2.

- Cuba Solidarity Campaign -



seminar was held at the John Buckle Centre in
south London to celebrate the 66th anniversary of
the foundation of the Workers’ Party of Korea

(WPK) which falls on October 10. The seminar was or-
ganised by the Friends of Korea co-ordinating committee.
A message of congratulations to Comrade Kim Jong Il,
General Secretary of the Workers’ Party of Korea, was
adopted at the seminar

The WPK was organised by the finest sons and daugh-
ters of the Korean people to guarantee that they would
have a revolutionary political party to mobilise and lead
the Korean people towards building an independent, sov-
ereign socialist Korea. The WPK was born in the period
when the Korean people were actively involved in the
fight to reunify their divided country through their own
efforts. The US imperialists had in mind to use south
Korea as a military launching pad for wars of aggression
against China and the Soviet Union in the Cold War period, in its
bid for world domination.

The WPK faced its most severe test when the US launched a
war of aggression against the Korean people in June 1950 under
the flag of the United Nations in order to maintain a divided
Korea by force and to thwart the Korean independence and reuni-
fication movement. It was the leadership of the WPK, led by Kim
Il Sung, which mobilised the entire Korean nation in the “Fa-
therland Liberation War” against the US-led UN aggressors (in-
cluding Britain) and defeated them. This despite the latter having
more troops and weapons and using carpet bombing, illegal bi-
ological and chemical weapons and carrying out a large number
of military massacres of civilians to terrorise the Korean people
into submission. Almost four million Korean people, mostly
civilians, were killed in that holocaust.

The secret of the success of the WPK then as now is that its
outlook, tactics and system are based on the Korean nation’s own
thought material and experience in waging struggle against for-
eign aggressors, most recently the Japanese colonialists and US
imperialists. This thought material is crystallised in the Juche
idea put forward by Kim Il Sung, which is the guiding people-
centred ideology of the DPRK which holds that the people are
the motive and driving force of revolution and construction in
all spheres. It is the people that are the masters of their own des-
tiny and the work of the WPK is to make the Korean people con-
scious and to organise them to fulfil the goals of their
nation-building project in the Juche spirit of releasing their cre-
ativity and relying on their own efforts. By imbuing the whole
Party with the Juche outlook, rallying the Korean people around
their Party and using the military as the main buttress of the Ko-
rean revolution by implementing the Songun (army-first) leader-
ship of Comrade Kim Jong Il, the WPK has successfully led the

people of the DPRK in making great strides in all spheres of so-
cialist construction and development. This has meant raising the
standard of living of the people, defending their independence
and sovereignty against Anglo-US imperialism, thus contributing
to peace on the Korean peninsula, while at the same time provid-
ing leadership to the Korean people’s drive for peaceful, inde-
pendent reunification.

At the historic Conference of the Workers’ Party of Korea held
in Pyongyang on September 28, 2010, decisions were taken by
the WPK to be in step with the current situation nationally and
internationally. Since then, the WPK under the leadership of
Comrade Kim Jong Il has led the army and the people of the
DPRK in achieving many successes in all spheres. In terms of
economic production, this has meant putting the national econ-
omy on a modern footing and improving the people’s standard of
living. Several steel mills have increased production and a large
fish farm for sturgeon and trout has been completed and brought
into operation. Several hundred kilometres of canals and road
have been built and new tidelands reclaimed. The Taedonggang
Combined Fruit Farm and Kosan Fruit Farms have been ex-
panded, new mines have been constructed and new housing stock
has been built in Pyongyang and other cities. As well, new works
in theatre and music have been produced.

In 2012, the centenary of the birth of President Kim Il Sung,
father of socialist Korea and founder of the WPK, will be cele-
brated. With the leadership of Comrade Kim Jong Il and the peo-
ple’s dedication to the socialist nation-building project, the
DPRK led by the WPK will mark this auspicious anniversary by
affirming itself as a thriving socialist nation, part of an unbroken
string of victories since the founding of the Party to the present,
made possible by the defeat of the Japanese imperialists and all
other foreign interlopers.



Conway Hall
25 Red Lion Square,
London WC1R 4RL

Saturday, December
17, 2011, 2.00pm

Cornelius Cardew (May 7, 1936 – 
December 13, 1981) was an important

and crucial figure in British new music.

He was instrumental in the founding and de-
velopment of the Scratch Orchestra, a large
number of enthusiasts pooling their resources
(not primarily material resources) and assem-
bling for action (music-making, performance, edification). It has
been said that it effected a turning point in musical history. The
Scratch Orchestra made music together, taking its performances
not only to concert venues but to village halls. It was a way of
life, a social form, as much as a musical ensemble. It brought to
life Cardew’s conviction that music involved an ethic as well as
an aesthetic.

The life and music of Cornelius Cardew were an integral
whole. He found a way forward commensurate with his talents.
He was a leading figure in the people’s struggles, and hosted a
packed conference against racism and fascism in this very hall in
June 1981. The compositions in this concert take their themes
from these struggles. Cardew was on the threshold of a new
flowering when killed in the winter of 1981.

Cardew was a mountaineer who scorned to look down at what
onlookers would make of his ascent or descent. He was always
aiming for the peak, and united all around him in working out
ways to overcome the problems in reaching the summit.

The programme will be performed by a wealth of new and es-
tablished talent who have a dedication to the music of Cornelius
Cardew. A new and exciting film on the life and work of Cardew

by Stuart Monro will receive its public premiere.
Tickets £10.00 (concessions £5.00)
No advance booking, tickets available at the hall from 1.00pm

Programme:
Thälmann Variations (piano solo) [1974] – Chisato Kusunoki
(piano)
Pieces from the Piano Albums 1973 and 1974 – Haydn
Dickenson (piano)
Boolavogue (two pianos) [1981] – The Ivory Duo (Panayotis
Archontides and Natalie Tsaldarakis)
Cornelius Cardew – The Content of Our Song – new film by
Stuart Monro
Vietnam Sonata (piano solo, first movement) [1976] – David
Griffiths (piano)
The Worker’s Song (violin solo) [1979] – Lesley Larkum
(violin)
We Sing for the Future (piano solo) [1980-1] – Kerry Yong
(piano)
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