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REPEAL THE HEALTH AND SOCIAL CARE ACT!

Repeal the Health and Social Care 
Act in Full

The demand for that the “delegated 
legislation” on competitive ten-
dering be withdrawn has high-

lighted the need for the complete repeal 
of the Health and Social Care Act in or-
der to defend and safeguard the future of 
the NHS. 

Since the Act was passed, thousands 
upon thousands of health workers and 
many more thousands of people have had 
to come out to defend their health ser-
vices up and down the country. In recent 
months, 25,000 local people demonstrat-
ed on two occasions to save Lewisham 
Hospital’s A&E and maternity services, 
and the campaign is forging ahead to 
achieve its goal. But not only is the Act 
about massive cuts to the people’s health 
services. Ministers who tried to claim at the time of its imposi-
tion against the will of the people that the Act was about putting 
“doctors in charge”, that the Act was not about forcing “compet-
itive tendering”, have been shown to have been economical with 
the truth. Competitive tendering is a mechanism of the financial 
elite to force the privatisation of health services under European 
competition laws. 

For exam-
ple, Earl Howe, 
the govern-
ment’s health 
spokesperson 
in the Lords, 
claimed at the 
time in order to 
try and facili-
tate the passing 
of the Health 
and Social Care 
Act 2012 that 
“commission-
ers would not 
have to create 
markets against 

the interests of patients. Clinicians will be free to commission 
services in the way they consider best. We intend to make it clear 
that commissioners will have a full range of options and that 

they will be under no legal obligation to create new markets, 
particularly where competition would not be effective in driving 
high standards and value for patients. ... this will be made abso-
lutely clear through secondary legislation and supporting guid-
ance as a result of the Bill.” (Hansard col 1691). 1 

However, as Clive Peedell, writing in the Guardian, put it: 
“[T]he privatisation debate has now been reignited by revela-
tions about section 75 of the act and the associated statutory in-
struments (SI 257 regulations) making their way through parlia-
ment. The regulations are aimed at making competitive tendering 
compulsory for clinical commissioning groups (CCGs), except 
in emergencies. At a stroke, they inject competition into the 
NHS and enable the market to decide how services are provided. 
Thus the reassurances ministers gave about clinicians and local 
people having control of how services are commissioned look 
set to be overturned. Private providers will gain rights under EU 
competition law, which will make it virtually impossible to stop 
them encroaching into the NHS market.” 

Thousands of doctors, health professionals and all who are 
concerned about the future direction of the NHS have rightly 
become outraged by the lies and underhand way that the govern-
ment has tried to push these regulations through by stealth, go-
ing against all the “assurances” to the contrary that were given. 
Health organisations and people right across the country have 
developed an emergency campaign to get the regulations with-
drawn. In reality, what has been highlighted by the outrage of 
concerned people over the way the tendering regulations are set 
to be introduced is the dictatorial fashion of their passage into 
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law, a subterfuge by those at the heart of government to by-pass 
the mechanisms of parliamentary democracy, and in the process 
swearing that black is white. 

The demand for these regulations to be withdrawn and for 
the Act to be repealed full is growing in order to defend and safe-
guard the future of the NHS. This Act is fundamentally flawed 
as are those Acts that came under previous governments which 
do not guarantee the right of all resident in Britain to health care. 

The very creation of a market in health care is a nonsensical 
conception of competition. It is in fact a further license to profit 
the rich at the expense of a public universal health care system 
forcing cuts in services, fragmentation and privatisation. Creat-
ing commissioners and providers has been and is the fundamen-
tal mechanism to defraud the NHS. It lies at the heart of the 
present anti-social direction of the health service. It has given 
rise in the hands of the Coalition government to implementing 
the programme of so-called fiscal constraints to the nth degree 
to completely transform the NHS into a business, pursue the in-
terests of the monopolies, give a dominating role to the private 
sector, and go against the right to health care that all concerned 
people cherish. 

The Health and Social Care Act embodied the abdication of 
the responsibility of government nationally, regionally and local-
ly to fund, plan and provide a health care system that gives every 
resident in England the right to health care. Already, the govern-
ment in its arrogance gives itself the right to wash its hands of 
decisions when plans by Health Trusts and commissioners are 
to drastically cut services. Government ministers say that this is 
the responsibility of local commissioners and providers and not 
the government. Most of all government tries to claim with this 
Act that it has nothing to do with these health policy decisions 
and imposition of massive cuts to health services when imposed 
“from below”. 

 The government hopes to hide its hand when such cuts lead 
to drastic deterioration in staffing levels and clinical standard 

such as at Mid 
Staffs as the 
hospital man-
agement at-
tempted to pur-
sue Foundation 
Trust status at 
all costs. That 
the government 
is behind these 
cuts is shown 
by the fact 
that if these 
or any other 
Trusts fail to 
keep within the 
ever-reducing 
budgets then 
the government 
intervenes as 
it did with the 
South London Healthcare Trust, and as it has now done with 
Mid Staffs in placing it in administration. The “overspends” and 
“deficits” of “financially failing” Trusts can be attributed to the 
vast profits of the drug monopolies claimed on the Trusts, the 
huge and ongoing costs of the Private Finance Initiative and the 
large costs related to capitalist agencies that play on the shortage 
of doctors and nurses in creating a market that is deliberately 
fostered by the government’s lack of funding of clinicians and 
nursing staff training. 

It is interesting to contrast the situation of these “failing” 
hospital Trusts with the banks which were declared “too big to 
fail”. Or the super-inflated costs of the government’s unjust and 
illegal wars of aggression and interference which must be main-
tained allegedly in “the national interest”. In contrast, from the 
point of view of the public good, it is essential that the NHS 
does not fail and investments in public services are provided as 
a necessity in the interests of society. 

The demand for the competitive tendering regulations to be 
withdrawn shows the need to repeal the Health and Social Care 
Act 2012 in full. The movement to defend the NHS and repeal 
the Act is growing in order to defend and safeguard the future of 
the NHS. Health care is a right! It must be guaranteed! 

______ 
1. “Delegated or secondary legislation allows the Govern-

ment to make changes to a law without needing to push through 
a completely new Act of Parliament. The original Act (also 
known as primary legislation) would have made provisions for 
future delegated legislation that could alter the law to differing 
degrees. Statutory Instruments (SIs) are often called orders, rules 
or regulations. SIs can have different types of Parliamentary pro-
cedure for example, the affirmative procedure or the negative 
procedure. These procedures will have to be followed before the 
change to the law can be made.” From the glossary on the Parlia-
ment website – in the case of the secondary legislation (SI 275) 
in question, it appears that the negative procedure would oper-
ate, i.e. the regulations would automatically be adopted if no MP 
raises an objection. 
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Letter from Activists in the Campaign 
to Save Lewisham Hospital

Letter to the Editor:
Save Lewisham Hospital – The Fight Continues!

Since Jeremy Hunt’s decision to arrogantly ignore 
the demands of the people of Lewisham and other 
areas of South East London following the unprec-

edented 25,000 strong march on January 26, the strug-
gle to carry on the fight to save Lewisham Hospital has 
continued unabated

The strength of the Save Lewisham Hospital Cam-
paign (SLHC) has been the level of feeling, resolve and 
active participation by the whole of the local communi-
ty; it is this force which the government can only com-
bat by lies, false promises and their attempts to bring 
about their privatisation of the NHS by stealth.

The leading activists of SLHC include people from 
all parts of the community – local GPs, consultants and 
other NHS staff, trade unionists, ordinary mums. The 
strength and vitality of the SLHC is shown by its ability 
to evolve and change its strategy and tactics to meet the 
needs of the moment. An example of this was its recent decision 
to strengthen its working structure by having a Steering Com-
mittee as well as various working groups dedicated to differ-
ent aspects of the campaign. These working groups included a 
“people’s commission of enquiry” on the decision to downgrade 
Lewisham Hospital focusing on the “consultation that never 
happened”, i.e. that the evidence for Lewisham hospital was not 
heard by doctors, nurses, other health workers, hospital manag-
ers, GPs, patients, community representatives, etc. Other work-
ing groups focus on practical actions such as the “mums and 
buggies” demonstrations at the Ministry of Health which have 
continued since the big January 26 demonstration. The SLHC is 
also mounting a legal challenge against Hunt’s decision along-
side one by Lewisham Council.

Louise Irvine, the chair of the SLHC has pointed out that it 
would take time for the government to implement its disastrous 
plan, and that it would be much more difficult to attempt to run 
down a thriving busy, well-used hospital. The focus of the SLHC 

since Hunt’s an-
nouncement has 
therefore been 
to encourage the 
local community 
to “Keep using 
Lewisham A&E 
and children’s 
services!” With 
this in mind, a 
further action 
“Born in Lew-

isham Hospital” is taking place on March 16 to “Join hands 
around our hospital and defend Lewisham’s maternity and chil-
dren’s services!”

The SLHC has never viewed the fight to save Lewisham 
hospital as a parochial struggle. In the last few weeks since 
Hunt’s announcement, the SLHC has further developed its ties 
with other hospital campaigns in the neighbouring boroughs of 
Bexley and Greenwich as well as throughout London and the 
whole country. In fact, the struggle for the NHS throughout the 
country is developing apace and on March 6, it was announced 
that Jeremy Hunt had been forced into a u-turn on section 75 
of the former health minister Andrew Lansley’s infamous 2012 
Health and Social Care Act dealing with regulations introducing 
private competition into the health service. Both Labour and the 
Liberal Democrats were claiming credit for forcing a govern-
ment re-think on this but, as The Guardian pointed out (“Labour 
and Lib Dems both claim credit for ‘NHS privatisation U-turn’” 
The Guardian 6.3.13) it has been the “massive public outcry – 
including a petition signed by nearly 250,000 people” that has 
been crucial. The Lewisham struggle is part of a massive strug-
gle throughout the country to defend the NHS from the relentless 
privatisation on which this government, following on from the 
previous Labour government, is hell-bent; the present “retreat” 
over section 75 can only be viewed on as being a tactical retreat 
– the struggle has to continue apace!

From the outset, the overriding feeling by the SLHC and 
the local people is that this struggle is inseparable from similar 
struggles all over the country. It is a struggle for the whole future 
of the NHS summed up by the slogan: “A Victory for Lewisham 
is a Victory for All!”

See website: www.savelewishamhospital.com
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Confronting War: Ten Years On

The Stop the War Coalition’s international 
conference, Confronting War Ten Years 
On, met in London on February 9, to mark 

the 10th anniversary of the massive two-million-
strong demonstration that took place in London 
on February 15, 2003, to oppose the attack on 
Iraq by the Anglo-US powers. This demonstra-
tion itself was one of countless manifestations 
throughout the globe on that day. Around 1,000 
people registered for the day-long conference to 
hear speakers from the anti-war movement in 
Britain and from around the world, and to take 
part in discussion sessions on the last decade of 
wars since the demonstration and to confront the 
current and future wars. 

The conference, open to delegates and mem-
bers of Stop the War Coalition, and to all who 
paid a registration fee, had three plenary ses-
sions: The consequences of war; The war on 
terror today; and the International movement. 
These sessions had a line up of contributors which 
included speakers from Britain, Afghanistan, Iraq, 
Iran, Palestine, Canada, Germany and the United States. During 
the conference, parallel sessions were organised for open dis-
cussion on: Palestine and the Middle East; Drones and remote 
control imperialism; Art and war; The new scramble for Africa 
and Islamophobia. 

This was an impressive conference at this time not only in its 
upholding of the spirit of the February 15 mass demonstration, 
but in that it was focused on building that unity and self-reliance 
to organise the anti-war movement that has grown out of that 
period. The conference contributors also focused on using that 
experience of the struggle over 10 years – 12 years from the 
invasion of Afghanistan – to take forward the alternative agenda 
of the people confronting war and to fight for a future without 
war. All the sessions were relevant to the current situation and 
were packed with participants. In the session on the “scramble 
for Africa”, participants grappled with this latest Anglo-US and 
French agenda to extend the “war on terror” into Africa as a pre-
text to intervene in Africa on the military and every other front to 
further seize the precious resources of the African people. This 
was not just an important discussion but was also preparation 
for meetings and actions against the interference in Mali, Libya, 
Algeria and other African countries. Key to this was the respon-
sibility of the anti-war movement to develop its opposition to 
the British government’s interference in Africa. In the session 
on drones, the extent of the criminal involvement of the Brit-
ish government in the collaboration with Israel in the building 

of these illegal weapons which are used to assassinate the Pal-
estinian people in Gaza and the Afghan people in Afghanistan 
was exposed. As a result of this growing awareness of Britain’s 
criminal involvement in drone deployment, a national demon-
stration is planned on April 27 against Britain’s drone base in 
Lincolnshire. 

In his contribution in the plenary on The war on terror to-
day, Andrew Murray, Vice-President of the Stop the War Coa-
lition, pointed out that “we need to rebuild the strength from 
this tremendous conference today to finish off the work we set 
ourselves 10 or 12 years ago”. He said that in his opinion “we 
need a strong labour movement not just organisationally confi-
dent in its own strength but also with a maturer growing political 
understanding of imperialism which leads to war and our need 
to oppose it”. 

The conference embodied that it is the responsibility of the 
people, of the anti-war movement and all the forces of the work-
ing class movement and people of Britain, to block these crimi-
nals in government who put themselves as judge, jury and ex-
ecutioner of the world’s people. 

It is a responsibility to get organised, to strengthen that con-
viction, to unite in action. And to take up the task to get the 
organised workers movement in all its forms, including the trade 
unions, to be part of this movement for a future without war, 
which means hitting at the source of war, no matter which party 
in Westminster (or Washington) is in power in the fight for an 
anti-war government in Britain.

FIGHT FOR AN ANTI-WAR GOVERNMENT:

View of 1 of 4 parallel sessions and hall showing some of the historic banners of the last ten years



7       March 2013

For A Future Without War! 
RALLY HELD TO MARK 10TH ANNIVERSARY OF FEB 15 LONDON 
MASS DEMONSTRATION OPPOSING THE ATTACK ON IRAQ

A rally to mark the 10th anniversary of the London demon-
stration when two million people demonstrated against 
the attack on Iraq was held in the Civic Centre, Newcas-

tle, on the very day of the anniversary, February 15, 2013. It was 
organised jointly by the Martin Luther King Peace Committee, 
Unison Northern Region and Newcastle Stop the War Coalition. 
Over 60 people enjoyed a reception and buffet, a short film of the 
demonstration, including the poem by Adrian Mitchell Tell me 
lies about Iraq, and four speakers representing the peace move-
ment, stop-the-war movement and trade union movement. Ques-
tions and comments were also contributed by the participants 
who also raised many points on furthering the work. At the end 
there was a cultural contribution of progressive rap from Zeinab 
Raza and an anti-war song from Tony Kempster, who was also 
one of the speakers, both which were very well received. 

The rally marked a new point in the anti-war movement in 
the north-east. Learning from the experience of the last twelve 
years, the movement is paying attention to the unity and organi-
sation across wide sections of the people and is further engag-
ing with the trade union movement as their members face end-
less wars that effects themselves and their families especially 
in regions like the north-east. The rally affirmed that this great 

movement against war is not going to stop and will continue to 
confront the present wars together with the aim of realising a 
future without war.

Photos and audio files of the speakers and song contributions 
can be found at the website: http://www.northeaststopwar.org.uk

Lyndsey German convenor of the Stop the War Coalition speaking at the rally, 
with Roger Nettleship (right), convenor of Newcastle Stop the War Coalition. 
Other speakers were Clare Williams, Tony Kempster and Hazera Begum. The 
rally opened with the film of the historic 2003 march by Stuart Monro.

No to Britain’s Pretexts for Imperialist 
Penetration of Africa

On February 13, William Hague, the Foreign Secretary, 
provided a written statement to Parliament on the cur-
rent French-led military intervention in Mali, which the 

British government strongly supports. The Foreign Secretary 
was forced to point out that although military intervention led by 
France, which includes aerial bombing raids as well as ground 
assaults, had made some progress, intense fighting still contin-
ued in the north of Mali. Hague again made it clear that his gov-
ernment will continue to provide support for the French-led mis-
sion, which now also involves some troops from neighbouring 
African countries in addition to NATO involvement, by provid-
ing transport and logistical support, “training” and intelligence, 

in addition to interfering in other ways in Mali and throughout 
the region.

The Foreign Secretary’s statement makes it clear that the 
government will continue to interfere in the internal affairs of 
Mali at every opportunity, in the manner of a dyed-in-the-wool 
imperialist, not least in the elections which have been scheduled 
for July this year by the country’s interim government. Hague 
reiterated the government’s claim that “terrorism” in the re-
gion would require a multi-faceted international presence and 
response for some time. It is a “terrorism” that the British gov-
ernment has had more than a hand in creating. The government 
has already announced that it will provide both financial support 
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and training to the African-led International Support Mission to 
Mali (AFISMA), which has still not been fully deployed. The 
big powers are also making plans to deploy troops under the 
auspices of the UN that would enable Britain and others to joint-
ly take control of the military occupation of Mali, and extend 
their military presence throughout the region. This is all done 
under a banner of the “need for greater political momentum in 
Mali”, and for a “political settlement” to accompany “military 
progress”.

The government’s activities in Mali are part of a wider pol-
icy of “countering terrorism overseas” as Hague expressed it in 
a keynote speech given at the Royal United Services Institute 
on February 14. The government claims that it is concerned to 
eliminate the source of “terrorism” and locates this within “un-
governed spaces” and “vulnerable” and “fragile” states many 
of which it claims exist in Africa, concepts which the British 
government has itself been a prime mover in creating. The Brit-
ish government then asserts that it is therefore its duty to in-
tervene in these countries, allegedly to prevent the conditions 
for “terrorism” developing. According to the Foreign Secretary, 
Britain must not only be at the forefront of the “war against ter-
ror” but must also establish partnership to strengthen the “build-
ing blocks of stable democracy”. That is to say, the Eurocentric 
values and capital-centred political and economic institutions, 
as well as an intelligence and security apparatus, which will al-
low Britain maximum interference in the internal affairs of other 
countries. This is the “new political order” which Britain is at-
tempting to impose which runs contrary to and tears up estab-
lished principles of international relations, and does not turn a 
hair in doing so.

The government has already taken steps to impose some of 
these measures and allegedly build this “new political order” in 
North Africa through £110m of funding from what it calls its 
Arab Partnership Initiative. By these means, far from supporting 
the political changes that are taking place in countries such as 
Egypt and Tunisia, it is intended to subvert them and divert them 
into channels that do not favour the people of these countries. 
While in others such as Algeria it is attempt to establish a much 
stronger presence in line with the strategic and economic inter-

ests of the big monopolies. 
In its more recent announcements the government has tried 

to take the high 
moral ground 
by claiming that 
its “counter-ter-
rorism” meth-
ods are based 
on the most 
democratic val-
ues, that it es-
chews the use 
of torture and 
that it expects 
the same high 
ethical stand-
ards from its 
partners and allies overseas. However, as the British army is cur-
rently being accused of war crimes and systematic torture com-
mitted in Iraq and as it is no secret that Britain’s major ally, the 
US, to whom it is a subservient partner as Anglo-American im-
perialism, routinely subjects people to torture and other inhuman 
practices, with Britain’s connivance, such self-righteousness is 
the height of hypocrisy. 

At the present time, the government is paying special atten-
tion to Africa, where it is in contention with the other big pow-
ers. It is in this context that it raising the spectre of terrorism 
and intervening in Mali and other countries. It has recently an-
nounced that it will attempt to consolidate its position in Algeria, 
Libya, South Sudan, the DR of Congo and Somalia. Somalia, 
where large oil and gas deposits have been found and which oc-
cupies an important strategic position, is being referred to as a 
“personal priority” for the Prime Minister! It is also being hailed 
as a successful example of external intervention co-ordinated by 
the UN and the government will host a second international con-
ference in London in May in order to plan further interference 
in the rebuilding of Somalia’s armed forces, police, coastguard, 
justice system and public finances. Such arrogance! The gov-
ernment clearly envisages that a similar model of intervention, 
using African troops and with support from the big powers will 
eventually be employed in Mali.

As part of its International Defence Engagement Strategy 
the government recently announced that it has taken meas-
ures to strengthen its continuing activities in relation to “se-
curity and justice sector reform” in Libya, South Sudan and 
Somalia, as well as on-going military “training” in several 
of Britain’s former colonies in West Africa. These and other 
measures are entirely consistent with the alleged training 
and “anti-terrorism” activities of the US Africa command 
(AFRICOM) throughout the African continent.

Through these and other means, the government contin-
ues its dirty military intervention and interference in concert 
and in contention with the other big powers. It is a conten-
tion that is leading to great instability, armed conflicts and 
a situation of “endless war” in many regions of the world 
and particularly in Africa and Asia. In these circumstances, 
it is an urgent necessity for the workers and all democratic 
people in Britain to step up their struggles to stay the hands 

of the warmongers and create the conditions for establishing 
an anti-war government. There can be no conciliation with the 
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On February 25, Foreign Secretary William Hague 
and the new US Secretary of State John Kerry 
held talks in London in which, on behalf of their 

two governments, they resolved to strengthen the Anglo-
American alliance, and to continue the interventionist, 
warmongering and anti-people activities that have char-
acterised Anglo-American imperialism in the past. 

They reiterated the intention of the US and British 
governments to continue to intervene in Afghanistan and 
in Syria. They pledged to continue to meddle in what thy 
referred to as “the Middle East Peace Process”, to con-
tinue to bully and threaten Iran, to continue to support 
the NATO-imposed government in Libya and to step up 
their intervention throughout the Sahel, in Somalia and 
other parts of Africa. At the same time, they also stressed 
the need for an even closer economic alliance and the 
importance of a transatlantic “free trade” agreement, 
as well as strengthening their joint activities within the G8 and 
other international bodies. 

At the press conference that followed what were said to be 
extensive and detailed talks, what was most apparent was the 
“right” that the two governments have given themselves to in-
terfere in the affairs of other countries around the world. Hague, 
in particular, boasted of the fact that Anglo-American imperial-
ism “has no equal in the world” What was also apparent was 
the role that the British government plays in this “partnership” 
as the faithful ally of US imperialism, especially in Europe but 
also elsewhere in the world. In this regard, it operates not just 
as the representative of the big British financial institutions and 
monopolies but also in the interests of those in the US. 

In regard to Palestine, which Hague referred to as an “ur-
gent foreign policy priority”, Anglo-American imperialism is 
preparing new efforts to undermine the continuing struggle for 
self-determination of the Palestinian people. The imminent vis-
its of Obama, Kerry and others are being undertaken since they 
recognise that this struggle is growing in scope and strength. 
Conditions in the region and world opinion are favourable for 
the Palestinians. The long-touted aim of a “two state solution” 
is being continually undermined by the existence of its creation 
Zionist Israel and may be overtaken by events on the ground. 

In relation to Syria, the Anglo-Americans are resolved to 
continue supporting regime change and doing everything in their 
power to support those fighting to topple the Assad regime. The 
US and Britain are not only acting contrary to international law 
but are also continually creating the conditions for the continued 
bloodshed over which they weep so many crocodile tears. As in 
Libya, Britain and its allies have given themselves the right to 
decide who is “the sole legitimate representative” of the people 
of that country to justify their intervention. They are arming and 

supporting those who refuse to enter into any negotiated settle-
ment precisely because they have the agenda of regime change 
and advancing the interests of the NATO in the region. There 
is now every indication that Britain and the US will increase 
the support they provide to the opposition National Coalition on 
the grounds that it must have means of “self-defence”. In other 
words, they will continue to destabilise Syria. 

The British government is already making plans for a new 
Syria under its military, economic and political domination, and 
amongst other things Hague and Kerry discussed how to con-
tinue to develop a similar approach to Afghanistan, Libya and 
Somalia. The model developed in Somalia also appears to be the 
favoured approach to Mali and the entire Sahel region of Africa, 
where military intervention is currently being co-ordinated be-
tween Britain, France, the US and other members of NATO. In 
Africa, the Anglo-Americans now talk of “fragile democracies”, 
which they will nurture against the alleged threat of “terrorism”. 
The era of “trusteeship” and “protectorates”, or new forms of 
colonial rule and proxy states, is being resurrected once again 
across Africa. 

In summary, the representatives of the British and US gov-
ernments reiterated their commitment to interference, interven-
tion and war throughout the world. They asserted adherence to 
the medieval doctrine that “might is right” and that they will 
continue to demand that all bow down to their power. It is in this 
context that all democratic people must oppose their bullying of 
Iran, the DPR of Korea and other countries, as well as their mili-
tary, political and economic interference throughout the world. 
Anglo-American imperialism has again announced that it will 
take any measures, including the instigation of endless war, to 
realise its ambitions. It is the task of all peace-loving people in 
Britain to discuss the need and step up the struggle for an anti-
war government.

Anglo-American Imperialism: Champion 
of Interference, Intervention and War
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As we celebrate International Women’s Day 
on March 8, 2013, it is the case that, across 
Britain, as well as internationally, women are 

in the front ranks of the organised resistance of the 
working class to the anti-social offensive and austerity 
agenda being imposed on society by the rich and their 
governments at all levels. Women have stood in the 
midst of workers everywhere to develop an alternative 
for themselves and society, affirming that the people’s 
security and future lie in defending the rights of all.

The working class has raised the banner that gov-
ernments must defend public right, stop paying the 
rich and increase investments in social programmes 
and public services. Women have stood in the front 
ranks against intervention and war, militantly marking 
the tenth anniversary of the historic February 15 Two-
Million March, demonstrating against the continued 
occupation of Afghanistan and Iraq, the interventions 
in Syria, and the provocations and attacks against the DPRK.

Women have been at the forefront in defending social pro-
grammes and public services, one of the most prominent cam-
paigns over the last year being the fight to save Lewisham 
Hospital in London’s A&E and maternity services. Under the 
banners “Health Care is a Right!”, “A Victory at Lewisham Hos-
pital is a Victory for Everyone!” and “The Wrecking of the NHS 
Cannot Be Accepted!”, the people have organised themselves 
into an effective force with women front and centre. Out of this 
has come a new conviction that there is an alternative and the 

workers themselves must be the ones to create it.
Health workers throughout the country are on a daily basis 

opposing the attacks on the NHS and resolutely defending hos-
pital jobs and services. Wherever one looks over the past year, 
women have been at the centre of the struggle to safeguard the 
future of the NHS and its hospitals, to defend the rights of health 
workers and stem the tide of privatisation and monopoly right.

Marking the tenth anniversary of the historic February 15 
when two million people marched in central London, women 
have been leading the way in affirming that it is a responsibil-
ity to get organised, and to take up the task to get the organised 
workers’ movement in all its forms, including the trade unions, 
to be part of this movement for a future without war. This means 
identifying and taking a stand against the source of war, irrespec-
tive of which party is in power, and going all out in the fight for 
an anti-war government in Britain. The resounding slogan has 
been, “For a Future Without War!”. 

The government has escalated its offensive against work-
ers this past year attacking their wages, benefits, pensions and 
working conditions, and the services they provide to society. 
These assaults against a sector where the majority of workers 
are women are meant to transfer public funds away from social 
programmes and public services into schemes to pay the rich. 
However, workers, and particularly women, have resisted such 
attacks by organising themselves on a new basis.

Key to this organising work has been women’s opposition to 
the neo-liberal anti-social offensive, placing the focus on work-

HAIL INTERNATIONAL WOMEN’S DAY!

Women’s Security and Future Lie 
in the Fight for the Rights of All!
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Support the Sussex 
University Occupation!

For nearly a month, students and staff at Sussex Univer-
sity have been occupying lecture theatres and other rooms 
as part of their opposition to moves to privatise campus 

services. In an action that continues to gather momentum, three 
separate spaces have now been taken over: the Bramber House 
Terrace Room and the Michael Chowen and Jubilee lecture thea-
tres. 

The occupation began on February 8, following a demonstra-
tion by hundreds of staff and students the previous day and has 
won widespread support. As the Sussex Against Privatisation 
website 1 explains: 

“In May 2012, the University announced its unilateral deci-
sion to sell off most services provided on campus, over 10% 
of its workforce, to private investors. This announcement came 
with no student consultation, and next to no consultation with the 
235 workers and trade-unions concerned. In the months since, 
management has failed to offer anymore than a series of ‘ne-
gotiations’ and piecemeal Q&A sessions, which only occurred 
after repeated requests by students and staff, and the conclusions 
of which it repeatedly proceeded to ignore. The biggest effort 
from management to secure outside approval was in the form 
of a report from three undisclosed members of Council/Senate, 
which cannot be expected to represent the interests and variety 
of opinion of the wider community.” 

They further point out that for the workers affected, “this 
will mean reduced job security, the handing of control over pen-
sions to private companies and the deterioration of pay terms 
and working hours and conditions.” 

They demand: 
“1. An immediate end to the privatisation process. 
“2. An immediate end to management intimidation and at-

tempts to stifle dissent. 
“3. The establishing of a means for us to hold management 

to account.” 
They explain that their actions aim to highlight the refusal 

of management to engage in any meaningful dialogue. Students 
and staff have been kept in the dark over the plans and they have 
had to expose these plans themselves. The senior management 
have only offered to meet with students on the precondition of 
ending their action. “They have left us no choice. We will dis-
rupt, block and destroy their ability to manage our campus.”

It is clear that the Vice-Chancellor Michael Farthing has lost 
any legitimacy in the university, with the passing of two votes 
of no confidence by the Students’ Union. The issue of account-
ability has taken on key importance. Students are demanding “a 
commission of students, staff and lecturers to be formed with 
full remit to re-evaluate procedures and channels for holding 
management accountable as well as reviewing and extending 

EDUCATION IS A RIGHT:

ing to achieve a new direction for society. Workers are placing 
themselves at the centre, doing their own thinking, establishing 
an independent politics, and making the issue to resolve the cri-
sis in favour of the interests of the whole society, and not the 
rich. Fighting under the banners of “Stop Paying the Rich!” and 
“Fight for the Alternative!”, workers are striving to build a so-
ciety in which the rights of all are recognised and guaranteed.

Women are taking up the stand that to defend their dignity in 
the face of abuse and violence they must work for a new direc-
tion for society, as the old direction brings more degradation and 
abuse. In this, as against all attacks on the rights and dignity of 
all, they are vigorously asserting that “No Means No!”.

As the producers of the wealth society depends on and as 
those who bring into being and raise the next generation of so-

ciety, women stake their claim on the wealth they produce and 
demand it be used to fund the social programmes which are re-
quired to provide the rights of all with a guarantee. This includes 
the right to health care, the care and security of pensioners, 
childcare, education and recreation for children and youth, and 
all the things human beings require to flourish.

On International Women’s Day 2013, people celebrate the 
spirit of resistance of the fighting women throughout the world, 
and affirm that the dignity and future of women lies in the fight 
for the rights of all. The working class and people are deter-
mined to fight the anti-social offensive and to work out how to 
become effective in setting an agenda for society and solve its 
problems. Their vision is to create a society of socialised human-
ity in which the rights of all are recognised and guaranteed.

Hail International Women’s Day! Victory to the Struggle of Women for their Complete Emancipation!
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Opposing Gove’s Programme to 
Dismantle the Education System

In the face of widespread opposition and criticism, Education 
Secretary Michael Gove was forced to retreat on his aboli-
tion of GCSEs and their replacement by a tiered system of 

English Baccalaureate Certificates, vocational qualifications and 
so-called “certificates of achievement”. His plans to reorganise 
the exam system and create a single exam board have also been 
called into question.

Gove is intent on carrying out his “revolution” in education, 
breaking up the existing arrangements so as to replace them with 
something that serves the neo-liberal programme for education. 
His education reforms are not only about cuts and privatisation, 
but also about how the ruling elite see the role of education in 
their “big society” and who and what education serves.

The kind of school to deliver such a curriculum is increas-
ingly seen as the academy. Originally introduced by Labour as 
a way of introducing private interests into state education where 
schools were designated as “failed or failing”, they are now be-
ing pushed across the board. It has become quite a scandal how 
schools are being bullied and bribed to become academies, while 
other schools have been positioned to “fail” in order to impose 
academy status on them. While the traditional state sector will 
have its curriculum in its basic, prescribed form, “academies 
will have the freedom to vary any part of the national curriculum 
they consider appropriate,” said Gove. The idea is that the busi-
ness interest involved will take things even further. Their flag-
ship model is Pimlico Academy, which “has used its freedoms 

to create a more demanding 
knowledge-based curricu-
lum.”

This programme of con-
verting schools to acade-
mies is arousing widespread 
opposition, not only from 
teachers and other educa-
tion workers and their trade 
unions3, but from students 
and communities. Gove has 
been described as on a “war 
footing” with unions in re-
cent months, and many bat-
tles have been fought from 
concerned communities on 
this dismantling of the pub-
lic education system.

The government is washing its hands of responsibility for pro-
viding education, health care and other key social programmes. 
It is hell-bent on converting schools into a resource for big busi-
ness and imposing a curriculum geared to social control and in-
stilling an ideology that serves their imperial aim of “succeeding 
in the global race”. Teachers and their unions are organising to 
defend their rights as workers and the rights of their students in 
opposition to Gove’s capital-centred and elitist vision.

student and workers’ say in these decisions”. 
The aim of marginalising the voice of the students and staff 

has turned to intimidation. Taking inspiration from the recent 
victory of last year’s student strike in Quebec (which exhibited 
a red square, the carré rouge, as its emblem), the campaign has 
adopted the symbol of a yellow square, which is being worn as 
a badge by students and staff at large, and is being displayed in 
the windows of university offices. Managers have been instruct-
ing workers not to wear these badges and are reportedly being 
pressuring them not to attend union meetings. 

Bramber House is the centre of the occupation. Its Terrace 
Room, a conference centre, is where students and staff held a 
general assembly on February 13 to discuss their ideas and make 
decisions, establishing work groups and setting tasks. On Febru-
ary 28, students exhibited photography about studying, living 
and working in Sussex, presenting the jobs of the affected ser-
vice staff, “with optimism and in celebration of our staff and this 

Sussex community that can never exist without them”. 
The actions are part of the wider fight against cuts, auster-

ity and privatisation and for the alternative. The alternative is 
always a central feature for students, who have the future of so-
ciety at the forefront of their minds. In particular, they are rais-
ing issues of what education is, who it serves, and are defend-
ing the right to education by opposing the notion of students 
as consumers. The commoditisation of education and the intro-
duction of market forces have been pushed for many years now 
by successive governments, and are an issue that is becoming 
increasingly sharp at present. Students are also actively taking 
up what kind of democratic decision-making and accountability 
serves their collective interests. Students and university workers 
deserve full support in their struggle against privatisation and in 
their increasingly high profile and organised actions to end their 
marginalisation. 

______ 
1. sussexagainstprivatization.wordpress.com
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The Revolutionary Communist Party of Britain (Marxist-
Leninist) expresses its deepest condolences on the death 
at such a premature age of President Hugo Chávez. His 

death is a great loss to the Venezuelan people, as well as to the 
whole of Latin America and the Caribbean, and the peoples of 
the world. 

Hugo Chávez fought throughout his life for justice and pro-
gress for the peoples of his country. But further, in doing so he 
fought to open a path to progress and to ensure a better world 
would come into being. 

It is clear that in this mission, he met with hostility from US 
imperialism and the enemies of the people. But for progressive 
humanity and those who cherish the goal of a new society, his 
example remains an inspiration. 

We are certain that the Venezuelan people will turn their grief 
into strength, defend the gains of the Bolivarian Revolution, 

and push ahead with 
building on the achieve-
ments achieved under 
his leadership and that 
of the government of the 
Bolivarian Republic of 
Venezuela. Hugo Chávez 
symbolised the struggle 
to safeguard independ-
ence and sovereignty, the 
fight for justice and dig-
nity, and the empower-
ment of the people. Our 
hearts go out to the Ven-
ezuelan people and all those close to President Chávez on their 
tremendous loss. 

Long Live the Legacy of 
President Hugo Chávez!

UNTIMELY DEATH OF PRESIDENT HUGO CHAVEZ:

July 28, 1954 - March 5, 2013 

Long Live the Legacy of Hugo Chávez!  Onward with the Bolivarian Revolution!

Onward with the Bolivarian Revolution!

Hugo Rafael Chávez Frias, President of Venezuela, died 
at 4:25 pm on Tuesday, March 5, 2013, in Caracas after 
a long and hard battle against cancer. He was 58 years 

old. The Revolutionary Communist Party of Britain (Marxist-
Leninist) sent its most profound condolences to all the comrades 
and family of President Chávez, and to the whole Venezuelan 
people on their huge and untimely loss.

From the founding of the Bolivarian Revolutionary Move-
ment 200 in 1982, to the El Caracazo uprising in 1989, from 
the civic-military rebellion in February 1992 to the two years in 
prison that followed, until his election as President in Decem-
ber 1998 and his successive re-elections as President to the very 
latest on October 7, 2012, President Commander Hugo Chávez 
defended the well-being of the Venezuelan people. He led them 
in affirming their national sovereignty, in the struggle for the in-
dependence of Venezuela and all of Latin America and the Car-
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Friends of Korea Meeting Takes Stand 
in Defence of Sovereignty of DPRK

The organisation Friends of Korea organised a meeting on 
February 9 on the occasion of the 71st anniversary of the 
birth of the late leader Kim Jong Il (known as the Day of 

the Shining Star). Friends of Korea unites those organisations 
and individuals who oppose the threats to the right to be of the 
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea and combat the disin-
formation which is spread, particularly here in Britain, about the 
reality of life in the DPRK and its just stands.

The stand of the meeting was one of genuine friendship with 
the people of the DPRK. It shared the Korean people’s sense of 
celebration that they have advanced so far, relying on their own 
efforts.

The meeting took place shortly after the UN Security Coun-
cil resolution of January 22, 2013, which condemns the DPRK 
for its satellite launch of December 12, 2012, on the grounds that 
the launch used “ballistic missile technology”. As speakers at the 
meeting pointed out, “ballistic missile technology” in this con-
text simply means “rocket science”, and it is to the utmost credit 
of the small country of the DPRK that they have the rocket sci-
entists who can successfully launch such a satellite. It is a blow 
to the technological monopoly of the big powers. The DPRK’s 

DPRK DEFENDS ITS SOVEREIGNTY:

ibbean from imperialist tutelage and plunder and for peace on 
the world scale as well as in his own region. It has been a relent-
less struggle against US imperialism and its allies – a struggle 
which has just begun and has to be continually waged over and 
over again.

The contribution of Hugo Chávez to the affirmation of the 
right to self-determination of the peoples of Latin America and 
the Caribbean has repercussions in all fields of life: the spheres 
of political sovereignty, economic sovereignty, energy sover-
eignty and against imperialist domination and the imperialist in-
terference and designs for war in the region. Within Venezuela, 
the eradication of illiteracy, homelessness, abject poverty and 
joblessness by empowering the people and creating the People’s 
Power and Bolivarian Republic, which Chávez called Socialism 
for the 21st century, are deeds which bring great honour, dig-
nity and hope to the people of Venezuela. There are many na-
tion-building projects which benefitted the peoples of all of the 
Americas and Caribbean under his leadership. These include the 
Bolivarian Alliance for the Americas (ALBA), the Bank of the 
South, the Community of Latin American and Caribbean States 
(CELAC), the Union of South American Nations (UNASUR), 
and the Council of Latin American Defence. They are achieve-
ments which only a historic personality could accomplish. They 

testify to Chávez’ greatest 
desire to give the people 
of the region the tools to 
defend independence and 
peace, and to end imperial-
ist domination, the stran-
glehold of the International 
Monetary Fund, the World 
Bank and the neo-liberal 
“Washington Consensus” 
which is a thing of the past.

The untimely death of 
President Hugo Chávez is a 
tremendous loss for the Ven-
ezuelan people and the peo-
ples of every country whose 
anti-imperialist movement 
for peace is the crucial ingredient to open a path to progress. The 
Venezuelan people are demonstrating that they have the spirit 
and capability to turn their pain at the loss of their President 
into great strength as they follow his counsel to fight, fight, fight 
against all their detractors and those who would plot to overturn 
the gains of their revolution.

Long Live the Bolivarian Revolution!

exercise of its right to the peaceful use of space is a question of 
its right to defend its sovereignty.

Since the meeting, the DPRK announced that it had conduct-
ed a nuclear test on February 12. Again, the Anglo-American 
imperialists and the big powers wish to maintain their nuclear 
monopoly so as to exercise nuclear blackmail against states such 
as the DPRK, and in this context develop the doctrine of pre-
emptive strikes. It is against this background of hostility and 
warmongering that the DPRK has conducted its third nuclear 
test once more in defence of its sovereignty.

The Friends of Korea meeting concluded by adopting a mes-
sage stating that its participants will continue to do all that they 
can to defend the right of the DPRK to its sovereignty and to 
its own chosen path, contributing to the common cause of the 
bringing into being of a world free from imperialism, domina-
tion, subjugation, aggression and war.
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DPRK Explains Its Stand

The Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK) for-
mally rejected on March 9 a UN Security Council resolu-
tion passed on March 8. The resolution is the fifth since 

2006, when the DPRK conducted its first nuclear test, and aims 
to tighten financial restrictions and cargo inspections. It also 
calls on states to deny aircraft permission to take off, land or fly 
over their territory if alleged illicit cargo is suspected to be on 
board.

The DPRK on February 12 had successfully conducted its 
third underground nuclear test, responding to the nuclear black-
mail of the United States and its allies. 

“The DPRK, as it did in the past, vehemently denounces and 
totally rejects the ‘resolution on sanctions’ against the DPRK, a 
product of the US hostile policy toward it,” the Foreign Ministry 
spokesman of the DPRK said in a statement. “The world will 
clearly see what permanent position the DPRK will reinforce as 
a nuclear weapons state and satellite launcher as a result of the 
US attitude of prodding the UNSC into cooking up the ‘resolu-
tion’.”

At a session of the Special Committee on the Charter of the 
UN and on the Strengthening of the Role of the Organisation on 
February 19, the delegate of the DPRK 
had made a speech pointing out that 
the principle of respect for sovereignty 
and equal sovereignty is the core of the 
UN Charter and the basic foundation of 
the international relations. He said that 
key in the activities of the UN which 
regards the world peace and security as 
its fundamental mission is to observe 
the principle of respect for sovereignty 
and equal sovereignty. No peace and 
security of the world can be expected apart from this principle.

The Korean Peninsula is the biggest hotspot where a war 
may break out any moment and this situation arouses serious 
concern of the international community, he said. “We would like 
to clarify once again that the recent third nuclear test was car-
ried out as part of the practical countermeasures for defending 
the country’s sovereignty and security to cope with the ruthless 
hostile act of the US which wantonly infringed upon the DPRK’s 
legitimate right to satellite launch for peaceful purposes.”

A spokesman for the Supreme Command of the Korean Peo-
ple’s Army (KPA) issued a statement on March 5, clarifying ma-
jor measures which the DPRK will take. The spokesman pointed 
out that on December 12 last year the DPRK legitimately and 
successfully launched a satellite for peaceful purposes, ensuring 
international transparency.

The US and its allies seized on the DPRK’s satellite launch 
as a pretext for stepping up the attacks on the DPRK’s sover-
eignty, finally manoeuvring the UNSC into adopting its hostile 
resolution. 

In addition, the US began the Key Resolve and Foal Eagle 
joint military exercises on March 1, which will reportedly last for 

two months.
Unlike last 

year, the cur-
rent joint mili-
tary exercises 
will be partici-
pated in by a 
super-large nu-
clear-powered 
carrier task 
force carry-
ing at least 
100 nuclear 
warheads, B-
52H strategic 
bombers and other means for making ground, sea and air nuclear 
strikes. According to the DPRK spokesman, forces of south Ko-
rea, Britain and Australia are also involved. Clearly this goes 
beyond the level even of economic sanctions.

In view of this situation, the Supreme Command of the KPA, 
responsible for the national defence and security of the DPRK, 

sent a message to the US forces through the 
KPA Panmunjom mission on February 23. It 
warned them that if they ignite a war of ag-
gression, then their fate will hang by a thread.

The spokesman for the KPA Supreme 
Command pointed out that the DPRK is not 
the Balkans, and neither is it Iraq or Libya. It 
is on its mettle, and has mobilised army groups 
on the front, ground forces, the navy, air and 
anti-air units, strategic rocket units of the KPA, 
the Worker-Peasant Red Guards and the Young 

Red Guards. If the US seeks to attack the DPRK with nuclear 
weapons, it would counter them with “diversified precision nu-
clear strike means of Korean style”.

Secondly, the KPA Supreme Command would from March 
11 declare invalid the Korean Armistice Agreement, which has 
remained in place since 1953, despite the efforts of the DPRK 
to replace it with a peace treaty. March 11 is the day when the 
US joint military manoeuvres are scheduled to enter their full-
dress stage. The spokesman pointed out that the war manoeuvres 
being staged by the US the south Korean puppet forces are a 
systematic violation of the Armistice Agreement.

Third, the KPA Supreme Command will completely end the 
activities of the Panmunjom mission of the KPA which was ten-
tatively established and operated by it as a negotiating body for 
establishing a peace-keeping mechanism on the Korean Penin-
sula. In this regard, it will simultaneously make a decision to cut 
off the Panmunjom DPRK-US military telephone.

The spokesman emphasised that the US imperialists and 
their allies should not forget that they are standing at the cross-
roads of life and death, as the DPRK will go all out to protect its 
sovereignty.

Awards ceremony for scientists involved in satellite launch
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