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MAY DAY 2013:

Unite for a Change in Direction for 
Society!

RCPB(ML) sends its warmest revolutionary May Day 
greetings to the working class of England, Scotland and 
Wales on May Day 2013. We salute the working and op-

pressed peoples of all countries on this day of unity in struggle of 
the international working class; militant revolutionary greetings 
to all humanity fighting for the new, fighting to affirm their rights 
and to assert their own course of development!

The banner has been raised to fight for the alternative. This 
means to take up for solution how to turn things around, how 
to end the backward neo-liberal direction which the monopo-
lies are imposing on society which is causing untold hardship. It 
means to take up the pro-social direction based on the independ-
ent politics and programme of the working class. It means build-
ing the broadest political unity around that independent politics 
and programme of the working class, a political unity based not 
on handing over the initiative to any condescending saviours but 
on the strength of the working class itself, who are capable of 
getting into motion to resolve the crisis in favour of the majority 
of society. It means the working class itself utilising the strength 
of its organisation and numbers to rally all of society round it to 
build the new.

For the people to have control over their lives means that 
people wherever they live and work have to be the decision-
makers. This in turn entails that the owners of monopoly capital 
must be deprived of the power to disempower the people from 
being the decision-makers. An alternative direction for society, 
the fight for a society which is human-centred, means that social 
product produced by the working class must be reinvested in 
social programmes, public services and the productive economy, 
especially manufacturing, so that all can prosper from industrial 
mass production and not just a privileged few.

The so-called austerity measures far from resolving the crisis 
are intensifying it. The government has no mandate from the 
people to impose an austerity agenda that will wreck the social 
infrastructure even further. The working class must fight for its 
own independent political programme in order to occupy the 
space for change and defend its interests against the assault of 
state monopoly capital.

The organised workers everywhere are and have been in 
practice working out what it means to fight for the alternative. 
They are coming to the conclusion that it is not enough to fight 
battle after battle as though each had no connection with the oth-

ers. They are coming 
to the conclusion that 
there is a thread run-
ning through their 
battles which is that 
the rich have a neo-
liberal, capital-cen-
tred agenda which 
they are attempting 
to impose every-
where on society on 
the basis that auster-
ity is a necessity. On 
the contrary, there is 
an alternative which is to fight for a change in the direction of 
society itself. This means not just a collection of policy objec-
tives which may or may not work or come into being. It means 
through fighting for what is just and is in the public interest and 
the interests of the collectives of the working people, a direc-
tion will be found which will take society out of its crisis, and 
subordinate the interests of the monopoly capitalists, the finance 
capitalists, to the public good.

May Day 2013 is the time for the working class to pledge 
anew to leave the old behind, to resist the attacks of those who 
hold economic and political power and who seek to block this 
advance, and organise to fight for and build the new even in 
these adverse conditions. It is a time for the working class and 
its communist leadership to meet the challenge set by history 
and the objective conditions, and to fight for its own alternative, 
the alternative of the modern proletariat and all humanity – a 
socialist society in which the working class emancipates itself, 
and thereby emancipates all humanity, and ends war, aggression 
and the exploitation of persons by persons.

The working class is the only social force capable of estab-
lishing this new society. On May Day 2013, its task is to con-
sider anew the direction and the means to bring this about. This 
includes building its own political party based on the new, based 
on modern definitions, based on being the most organised force, 
with one programme, a programme to end the exploitation of 
persons by persons and uphold and defend the rights of all.

Fight for the Alternative – A Socialist Society Which Serves the 
Public Good and Deprives the Owners of Capital of their Power! 

Fight to Turn Things Around and Resolve the Crisis in Favour of the Working Class and People! 
Unite for a Change in Direction for Society! Workers of All Countries, Unite!
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No Privatisation of the NHS!

Following opposition from all over the country, the govern-
ment was pushed into re-writing the Section 75 regula-
tions of the Health and Social Care Act. But it is in es-

sence a re-packaging of the same programme based on the fetish 
of competition and privatisation. The last ditch attempt of Lord 
Hunt in the House of Lords to move a motion for them to be an-
nulled was defeated on April 24. Despite this, the struggle to re-
verse the direction of the NHS towards irreversible privatisation 
continues, and the fight upholds the principle that health care is 
a right, and the social and health care needs of everyone at the 
highest standard must be the watchword.

The amended version of section 75 is another example of 
the government’s attempts to defuse the opposition to the gov-
ernment’s intentions for the NHS. This was also the case when 
Jeremy Hunt made the deceptive announcement that the closure 
of Lewisham Hospital’s A&E Department would be reviewed, 
while leaving unsaid the reality that an A&E Department cannot 
function if the hospital services are disintegrated.

It must be emphasised that the fundamental issue at stake 
is that of defending the NHS as a public service that meets the 
needs of all to health care, as is fighting for the alternative to the 
dictate of the big corporations over governance and society, on 
health as on all other vital questions that face the people. Repeal-
ing the Health and Social Care Act 2012 along with the regula-
tions 75 is an essential demand of the people to safeguard the 
future of the NHS in England and Wales. It is a starting point in 
which the people are fighting for the alternative. That alternative 
is that the health care system is not a competitive market but is 
part of the social relations of society to meet the needs of soci-
ety as a whole. Society makes plans to look after the social and 

health care needs of 
everyone resident in 
the country regardless 
of their individual cir-
cumstances. This is the 
modern arrangement. 
The imposition of the 
market in health care 
and the interests of the 
private corporate inter-
ests is a throw back to 
the last century and be-
fore, and is an anachro-
nism that causes great 
harm to society and to 
those social relations. 
Society can only make        
proper decisions by 

limiting and revoking the influence of the big corporations and 
their narrow interests over government and society and instead 
invoke the involvement and interests of health workers and all in 
society to guarantee the peoples right to health care.

The present direction is to one that gears society to the rich, 
with its Westminster consensus of the big parties, and serves 
the interests of the big corporations and financial oligarchy that 
stand at the heart of the wrecking of the NHS today. It is now 
nearly a quarter of a century since the Thatcher government in-
troduced its White Paper Working for Patients which introduced 
to the NHS the idea of an internal market in the NHS which was 
first imposed between 1991 and 1997. This marked a new stage 
in the anti-social offensive to tear up the post-war social contract 
agreed between the big corporations, big government and big la-
bour at that time to have a free universal public social and health 
care system paid for out of taxation.

This radical rupture marked a path of brutal reform to wreck 
the coherence of the NHS to deliver universal free social and 
health care for all and replace it with a privatised system that 
would be an even greater source of profits claimed from the 
Treasury by the big corporations at the expense of a diminish-
ing provision of public social care and health service. This was 
closely followed by the complete privatisation of long term el-
derly social and health care during 1990s with many patients 
forced to pay over their life savings and values of their homes 
for their care and this gave huge profits to private nursing home 
companies that became for a period the fastest growing and a 
most profitable phenomenon for the financial oligarchy on the 
stock market, whilst the working conditions and pay worsened 
to the lowest levels for health workers in these sectors. What 
then followed also, is that today, most of the measures existing 
in the present Health and Social Care Act 2012 were introduced 
by the previous Labour governments from 1997 to 2010 that in-
creasingly aimed to involve the private sector through firstly the 

THE BATTLE FOR THE FUTURE DIRECTION OF THE NHS:

Lobby of Parliament on March 26 to demand the dropping of the Section 75 
regulations of the Health and Social Care Act

Posters at Lewisham Hospital at the “Born in    
Lewisham” demonstration on March 16  
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Concordat (2000) with the private sector, then the setting up of 
the private competition for health contracts in the name of the 
“commissioner provider split” from 2002 announced not as Acts 
of Parliament but “administrative reforms” which contained and 
the hidden agenda of New Labour to enable further the scope of 
the privatisation opportunities. This culminated with Our Health 
Care Our Say (2006) which contained Patricia Hewitt’s plan to 
force all Primary Care Trusts to put all the community services 
they provided out to tender and which was followed by the Dar-
zi plan High Quality Care for All (2008) with 100 new health 
centres, many of them costly PFI projects of which the private 
sector was promised major openings. Yet today many of these 
centres have failed and are under utilised and a huge cost burden 
on the NHS.

That it has taken them 25 years shows not the strength of the 
ruling elite but that they are faced with the collective will and 
social consciousness of health workers and the broad masses of 
the people who oppose them and have stood every day to block 
their plans and fight to set an alternative direction for the NHS.

Lobby against the Section 75 Regulations

A rally was called by the Save Lewisham Hospital Campaign 
and supported by NHS campaigners from all over England on 

March 26 outside the Houses of Parliament, prior to a lobby and 
meeting in a packed committee room of the House of Commons.

As organisers of the lobby said, it is essential that the Clinical 
Commissioning Groups (CCGs) “are not forced to use competi-
tion, but can decide for themselves whether they use NHS ser-
vices or whether they choose to use private providers like Virgin 
or other international companies”.

No to the Privatisation of the Health Service

The 2010 imposed arrangement of a Coalition government 
was given no mandate from the election to carry on this anti-so-
cial direction for the health service. The government has operat-
ed under the fraudulent cover of imposing austerity to satisfy the 
impatience of the corporate monopolies to impose savage cuts 
and attack the social relations of their publicly provided NHS. 
This is what is behind the takeover of the NHS and the Health 
and Social Care Act 2012 and the new section 75 regulations. 
The Line of March hails the growing resistance of the health 
workers, in Lewisham and all over London and elsewhere to rise 
to the challenge to block the plans of the government to privatise 
the NHS and decimate its services and to fight for a change of 
the direction for the interests of all.

Unison’s Health Care Conference 
in Glasgow

The annual Unison Health Care Service 
Group Conference took place from Mon-
day, April 22, to Wednesday, April 24, 

at the SECC Glasgow. The conference was ad-
dressed on Monday by Dave Prentis, Unison 
General Secretary, and also on Wednesday by 
Alex Neil MSP, Scottish Cabinet Secretary for 
Health and Wellbeing. 

The theme of the conference, continuing from 
previous years, was Our NHS, Our Future. The 
opening debate was “Influencing the NHS”, and 
campaigning against privatisation and cuts. On Tuesday, the de-
bate centred around Agenda for Change – that is, around pay, 
terms and conditions. Other debates on Monday afternoon and 
Wednesday were on Equality and Diversity, Organising and Re-
cruitment and Professional Issues. There were also many focus 
groups and workshops taking up similar themes.

This year’s health conference follows closely on the imposi-
tion of the measures of the Health and Social Care Act 2012, 
on April 1. It comes at a time when the people are continuing 
to oppose the regulations of the Act in the House of Commons 

and in the House of Lords and there is a call for the repeal of the 
Act, particularly the Section 75 Regulations on tendering. At the 
same time, very large demonstrations are taking place involving 
whole communities such as in Lewisham and Mid Staffordshire 
to oppose the downgrading and closure of vital NHS hospitals. 

The conference provided a great opportunity for health work-
ers to engage in serious discussion on building the opposition to 
the attacks on them and to fight for the NHS and their future. 
One important lesson that needs to be addressed is to build fo-
rums of health workers and people in the community to fight to 
safeguard the future of the NHS.
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Hunt Has “Very Serious” Questions to Answer

On Jeremy Hunt’s response to criticism from the Royal Col-
lege of Nursing.

On the afternoon of April 22, Jeremy Hunt replied to the 
RCN’s criticism of the government over its response to 
the Francis report on the Mid Staffordshire NHS Trust.

Speaking at the RCN’s annual congress in Liverpool, its 
Chief Executive, Peter Carter, said that the government’s re-
fusal to implement minimum staffing levels and registration for 
healthcare assistants was disappointing. Peter Carter said, “We 
know that some of the most important recommendations from 
the Francis inquiry are being ignored, potentially leaving in 
place the systemic failures which allowed such a tragedy to hap-
pen in the first place.” He added, “Student nurses in their train-
ing spend over 50% of their time in clinical areas. There seems 
to be a view out there that somehow they spend all of their time 
in universities. That simply isn’t the case.”

RCN President Andrea Spyropoulos criticised plans to make 
nurses work as a Health Care Assistant for a year before starting 
their course to train as a nurse. She said that it would “waste tax-
payers money”, adding, “I don’t believe it will happen. I believe 
it is a really stupid idea that will not benefit patients.”

The Department of Health, rather than answering the criti-
cisms, countered by questioning the RCN’s credibility. The 
Department is trying to deflect the serious conclusions of the 
Francis report on staffing levels and other criticisms regarding 
the primacy of target-driven financial considerations by trying to 
suggest that the RCN has a conflict of interest.

According to the government’s logic, to act as a “trade un-
ion” for the nurses is at odds with having concern for patient 
care. Health Secretary Jeremy Hunt threw in his remarks that 
“I think the Royal College of Nursing have got to be very, very 
careful … they basically allowed their trade union responsibili-
ties to trump their responsibilities as a royal college to raise pro-
fessional standards and that they have a conflict of interest.” He 
added that “they need to answer those very, very serious criti-
cisms themselves”.

How can patients be cared for if nurses are not cared for and 
instead are put under intolerable stress due to staff cuts and over-
work due to the budget restraints and “efficiencies” imposed by 
government and carried out by hospital managements intent on 
balancing books and demonstrating that they are “sustainable”?

In fact, a key factor – and arguably the most important – in 
what the Francis report identified as being at the heart of poor 
care at Stafford Hospital was staffing levels and staff numbers. 
But Jeremy Hunt has chosen to twist the implications of the 
Francis report by harping on about “putting the needs of patients 
first”. No-one questions the importance of putting the needs of 
patients first except the government in its programme of cut-
ting the NHS budget, privatising its services, and entrenching 
the purchaser/provider split in its market-centred thinking. Of 
course, the Health Secretary never fails to keep on repeating that 

patients come first and clinical considerations trump financial 
ones. But no matter how much he repeats these mantras, they 
do not square with the conditions his authority is imposing on 
NHS trusts. How can the needs of patients be placed first if the 
needs of nurses and healthcare workers are placed last? It makes 
no sense.

In Jeremy Hunt’s terminology, a “culture of zero harm and 
compassionate care” is “embedded” throughout the NHS. But 
if hospitals are chronically understaffed and the healthworkers 
are under such stress because of this and because of being de-
nied any say in the running of the health service, despite the best 
efforts of nurses and health staff the care of patients is going 
to suffer. The latest proposal for would-be nurses to work for a 
year as health-carers is deeply impractical and is furthermore not 
designed to solve the underlying cause of the malaise the NHS 
is facing. When the community marches in defence of Stafford 
Hospital as they did at the weekend, is this a vote of no-confi-
dence in nurses or in Jeremy Hunt?

The Health Secretary wants the buck to stop at the door of 
health workers, but in reality in stops at his own desk. Hospitals 
are underfunded, understaffed and under pressure as a result of 
the direction the NHS is being forced in. Then struggling hos-
pitals are being placed in administration, and, as Lewisham has 
shown, the answer is further cut-backs and disintegration of the 
health service.

It is Jeremy Hunt who has “very, very serious” questions to 
answer. He is setting up hospitals to fail in order that the pri-
vate sector may benefit. Pitting the RCN’s role as a trade union 
with its role of raising professional standards is ludicrous. The 
struggle to defend hospitals and safeguard the future of the NHS 
is gaining momentum, and the government must be held to ac-
count. It is our NHS, not Jeremy Hunt’s!

Who Is Putting Patient Care First?   
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DEFEND LONDON’s NHS: Demo May 18

BUILDING THE ALTERNATIVE IN EDUCATION:

Teachers Oppose the Imposition 
of Gove’s National Curriculum

Delegates at the National Union of Teachers (NUT) con-
ference in Liverpool, taking place from March 29 to 
April 3, took up serious discussion of the curriculum 

through its Priority Motion on the National Curriculum and Mo-
tion 43 on the Primary Curriculum. This is a significant aspect 
of the opposition to Education Secretary Michael Gove’s pro-
gramme to dismantle the education system.

In particular, they are opposing what NUT’s Alex Kenny de-
scribed as “a curriculum in which the learner is completely ab-
sent, or just a passive consumer of information or knowledge”.

Gove’s so-called core knowledge curriculum is being im-
posed – “consultation” notwithstanding – in ten subjects at sec-
ondary level. Its backward-looking, highly structured content 
and method of fact learning is exemplified by what delegates 
have called its “history of kings and queens”. This is a prescrip-
tive list aimed at giving a narrative to British history that em-
bodies the official set of values and preconceived notions. The 
forced internalising of these facts presents history as something 
disconnected and serves to block the youth who grow up within 
such a system from questioning this history as presented and tak-
ing control of their future on their own account.

As Ealing del-
egate Martin Allen 
described it, it is a 
“know your place 
curriculum” aimed 
at “social control”, 
which does not 
promote critical 
thinking and prob-
lem solving.

In this con-
text, the discus-
sion brought out 
the narrowness of 
the curriculum, its 
backward charac-
ter, anti-creativity 
and its “desper-
ately ill thought out” 
irrationalism.

Regarding the primary curriculum, the motion notes the 

●Save Our Hospitals ●No to Privatisation
Demonstration, Saturday 18 May

12 noon, Jubilee Gardens, Waterloo, Belvedere Rd, SE1
March to the Department of Health and Parliament

This demonstration has been called by an unprecedented coalition of London residents, medical staff, trade unions and health 
campaigners who have come together to raise the alarm regarding the biggest threats to A & E’s, maternity units and in-hospital care 
for a generation.

Closures planned across the capital include nine A&E departments, a number of maternity units and thousands of hospital beds. 
Hospitals and community services are threatened with take-over by multi-national private companies. Hundreds of thousands have 
pledged their opposition to these privatisation plans.

Tens of thousands have taken to the streets to demonstrate to save their local hospitals. The local campaigns have joined up to call 
on the government to stop these closures. We oppose the government’s divisive tactics of playing one hospital off against another. 
Instead we demand that the government provide the funding needed.

Help Save London’s Health Service!

Recent demonstration organised by the NUT against 
Gove’s programme for Academies, highlighting the 

slogan “Our schools, We decide!”



8     The Line of March

The changes to the welfare system that were introduced on 
April 1, particularly the “Bedroom Tax”, have been cat-
egorised as “brutal, ruthless or cruel”. The imposition of 

the changes to State Benefit were instigated by Work and Pen-
sions Secretary Iain Duncan Smith. Criticism and condemnation 
has come from all sections of society, including from the Bap-
tist Union of Great Britain, the Methodist and United Reformed 
Churches, and the Church of Scotland, who joined together to 
criticise the measures as unjust.

The biggest shake-up of the welfare system for decades will 
also see low income households in many parts of England begin 
paying council tax for the first time.

Duncan Smith, demonstrating the capacity to show no mercy 
or pity, has given the thumbs down to responses by people faced 
with problems. He dismissed a question flippantly, like a Roman 
Caesar, when asked if he could live on £53 a week, in response 
to a question posed by a working benefits claimant. Such was the 
popular response that a Change petition demanding he live for a 
year on £53 a week received 460,000 signatures in no more than 
a few days. Duncan Smith was deliberate and remorseless about 
causing pain or anguish as he spoke from his privileged position. 

Faced with such lack of compassion, the Labour Party op-
position responded that the situation was “unfair”, whereas Dun-
can Smith insisted it was “fair”. Despite the acutely unpleasant 
physical and mental discomfort experienced by somebody who 
is violently struck by poverty or homelessness, Duncan Smith 
spread the fascist notion that equalising the situation of low paid 
workers and non-working claimants at the lowest level was im-
plicitly “fair”. Liam Byrne, shadow secretary for work and pen-
sions, said, “Today is a day of big winners and big losers – you’ve 
got millionaires who are getting a whopping great tax cut of 
£100,000 per year and everyone else is taking a hit to tax credits. 

We think that 
basic strategy 
is simply un-
fair.” The no-
tion of “fair 
play” is the 
central political 
argument as to 
where the bat-
tle should be 
played out ac-
cording to the agreed criteria of the main parties in Westminster. 
In other words, as New Labour has long demonstrated, there is 
no principled difference in policy and programme to be found in 
the Westminster parties. Everything for them is reduced to “fair” 
or “not fair”, according to the rules of the game.

How can the issue of the divisive tactics of Duncan Smith or 
the cringing and servile response be the sole setting for playing 
out a struggle? It can only result in the working class becoming 
weakened or compromised in the face of such an attack.

From Monday, 660,000 social housing tenants who will be 
deemed to have a spare room begin to lose an average of £14 a 
week in housing benefit, the “bedroom tax” – which will take 
more than £700 a year off some of the poorest people.

Labour themselves suggested that 97 per cent of those af-
fected by the change had nowhere else to move to. So with the 
prospects of not being able to afford rent or worse still face 
homelessness, how can the response to violence be simply to 
whine that the situation was “unfair” and leave it at that? 

It has been estimated that two million low-income house-
holds will pay more as a result of changes to council tax benefit. 
The benefit is being replaced by council tax support and respon-

Brutal Changes in State Welfare

ORGANISE TO DEFEND THE RIGHTS OF THE VULNERABLE!

“excessively detailed lists of spellings and grammar, arithmetic 
procedures and scientific facts will lead to cramming and rote 
learning and leave little scope for enquiry, critical thinking, crea-
tivity and experiential learning. It will dumb down children’s 
learning and thinking, and reduce primary education to a narrow 
Nineteenth Century elementary school model.” In opposition, 
teachers present their alternative based on “an emphasis on the 
education of the whole child” and “recognition of the diversity 
of children’s needs”.

The NUT also passed a unanimous vote of no confidence 
in Gove, following a similar near-unanimous motion by the As-

sociation of Teachers and Lecturers a week earlier. It was the 
first such motion of no confidence in the latter union’s history. 
The NUT motion pointed to Gove’s “dogma” and “misleading 
rhetoric” and called for his resignation.

It is significant that teachers, along with dealing with attacks 
on funding, pay and conditions, are taking up issues of the form 
and content of education itself, related to who education serves. 
In this way, they are not only safeguarding the future, defending 
education for teachers and children as the theme of the confer-
ence stated, but also opening up the path for an alternative future 
for education.
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sibility for it is being moved from central government to coun-
cils, but with 10% less funding. Each council has had to decide 

whether to pass on the reduction to residents – most are to 
increase bills for low-income families.

Meanwhile Duncan Smith is actually abdicating re-
sponsibility for the well being and welfare of the people 
by localising the problem and shifting the responsibility 
for implementation of certain measures. It is all being 
done to further the illegitimate and fraudulent austerity 
programme.

With such oppressive measures being piled upon 
working people by draconian changes to the state welfare 
and the government striking out, working people have 
no option but to resist. Last weekend’s protests against 
the bedroom tax are a reflection of the working class re-
sponse. The working class and people face the necessity 
to organise to defend the rights of all, to change the di-

rection of this pay-the-rich system, and to defeat the “austerity” 
programme through unity in action.

Chancellor George Osborne delivered his fourth austerity 
budget on Wednesday, March 20, sticking to the “plan A” 
of austerity, which even on the government’s capital-cen-

tred terms is failing, while tinkering with the details and handing 
out a few sops, if they can be called even that. His budget does 
nothing to get the economy moving again, in a direction that 
ensures the rights of the people are guaranteed; rather, it does the 
exact opposite. It is a budget taking the economy even further 
in the wrong direction. It further elevates budget accounting as 
an absolute which is supposed to determine political policy, in 
this case a neo-liberal ideology and programme. It is based on 
putting the entire state treasury at the disposal of the rich, the 
financial oligarchy and the monopolies. It raises their claims to 
the level of political principle, and does not even consider the 
claims of the people and the public good as the responsibility of 
a modern government.

George Osborne’s budget is aimed at further paying the rich 
through cutting funding for social programmes. The main rate of 
corporation tax is to be reduced to 20%, “making the UK [cor-
poration] tax system the most competitive in the G20,” where 
it will be the joint lowest. It is easy to see why Simon Walker, 
director general of the Institute of Directors, said: “We applaud 
this budget. The Chancellor has stuck to his guns and held his 
nerve – which is exactly what we wanted to see... Businesses 

BUDGET 2013:

Stop Paying the Rich! Increase 
Investments in Social Programmes!

will be glad that George Osborne has also continued the down-
ward pressure on corporation tax.”

Growth forecasts have been slashed to a mere 0.6% and spec-
ulation is rife, particularly with renewed crisis in the Eurozone, 
that Britain will enter a third period of recession. Quite regard-
less of the hysteria generated around this “worst ever recovery”, 
which merely underscores the irrationality and impracticality 
of their pragmatism, and further disorients people, the experi-
ence of the working class is unemployment, increasing dispar-
ity between wages and prices, and ever more cuts to social pro-
grammes. The take-home message of the budget was that there 
is no end in sight for this situation.

Departmental spending is being cut by £2.3bn over the next 
two financial years. It is stated that the budgets for health and 
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Death Of Margaret Thatcher

schools remain unchanged, but this is on top of the other massive 
cuts that have been and are being made along with other devas-
tating attacks such as the Health and Social Care Act. In addi-

tion, the 1% cap on public sector pay awards is to be extended to 
2015-16, plus other limits on pay increases. Detrimental changes 
to pensions are also being brought forward.

Margaret Thatcher was Prime Minister from May 4, 
1979, to November 28, 1990. She became a prominent 
ideologue of the anti-social trend when the social wel-

fare state was going into severe crisis and the times demanded 
that the working class go for socialism. However, Thatcher pro-
moted the illusion that capitalism can be reformed and saved 
from its basic contradictions through the reduction of state in-
vestments in social programmes, and an increase in the amount 
given directly to finance capital from the state treasury and the 
privatisation of public services. Thatcher launched a vicious of-
fensive against the working class in the early 1980s to break the 
organised resistance to the anti-social trend, and she and her cir-
cles developed the fraudulent ideology of “people’s capitalism” 
or “share-owning democracy”. On this ideological basis, in the 
early 1980s she launched a vicious state offensive against the 
working class.

Her privatisation programme included the selling off of Brit-
ish Aerospace, British Leyland, British Telecom, British Gas and 
other public services. Her offensive against the working class 
saw the government preparing to take on the miners, and reverse 
the situation whereby Edward Heath had lost the 1974 general 
election when he posed the question of “who rules Britain?”. It 
saw the offensive against the steel workers and the steel industry, 
and against the print workers, all in order to undermine the or-

ganise resistance of the 
working class, taking ad-
vantage of any illusions 
that the crisis of the so-
cial welfare state was a 
temporary phenomenon.

Her ideology that 
“there is no such thing as 
society” only individu-
als and “family values” 
denied that there is any 

such thing as the interests of a collective, only the pursuit of 
individual self-interest. It was a feature of her premiership in the 
1980s that the general interests of society were not defended, 
and this began the wrecking of the society itself and a denial of 
the reality of the modern socialised economy.

Contention over the role of Europe was also a feature of her 
premiership. But the contention was not over the “independence” 
of Britain, but of how the domination of British finance capital 
could best be served. The conception of a “people’s Europe”, 

taken over and de-
veloped by Blair, 
represents in es-
sence a supra-
state of a Europe 
of the monopo-
lies. It represents 
the subjugation of 
the weaker by the 
stronger in Eu-
rope, and a bloc 
for the re-con-
quest by imperialist Europe of Asia
and Africa, as the stepping stone to complete global hegemony.

Thatcher’s defence of “British interests” ran counter to up-
holding the sovereignty of the British people, or for that matter 
of the peoples of Europe and globally. Her stand reflected the 
striving of British monopoly capitalism to dominate the world. 
Tony Blair took up the same social chauvinist and imperialist 
path where Thatcher and Major left off, raising it to a new level 
of neo-liberal wrecking.

Margaret Thatcher was implacably opposed to the struggle 
of the Irish people for their sovereignty and to end the annexa-
tion of the north of their country. Under her rule, from May to 
August 1981, ten Irish hunger strikers died when Thatcher re-
fused to accede to their just demands. It was not until Britain 
needed to have its troops free to move elsewhere in the world 
that John Major brokered the Downing Street agreement.

Thatcher presided over the period during the late 1980s that 
ushered in the retreat of the revolution. Her project was to have 
Britain dominate a Europe of powerful monopolies, with the 
working class thoroughly enslaved as its reserve. Throughout 
the eighties, the straightforward plan of robbing the state through 
privatisation was implemented, favouring the private interests 
which took over the public assets. As a result of the economic 
crises of the late 1980s and early 1990s, Thatcher herself suf-
fered a rebellion within the Tory Party itself. The Labour Party 
gained support as Tony Blair created “New Labour” based on 
promises to succeed where Margaret Thatcher failed.

Since the time of Thatcher in Britain and Reagan in the US, 
neo-liberal ideologues have been busy inventing new ways to 
rob the state treasury in pay-the-rich schemes. They are confi-
dent that the retreat of revolution will be there for them and that 
the working class will not respond with independent politics 

Health workers support the miners during the 1984/5 
miners’ strike
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Cameron Attempts to Impose His 
Warmongering on the Scottish People

David Cameron’s recent press conference in Govan, 
Scotland, highlighted once again the urgent need for an 
anti-war government, as well as for an economy that 

is people-centred rather than capital-centred and based on the 
interests of the big multinationals and financial institutions. It 
also highlighted the need for the people of Scotland to empower 
themselves, defend the sovereignty of Scotland, and decide the 
nature of the Scottish economy as part of their own modern na-
tion-building project.

David Cameron’s presence in Scotland was to champion 
Britain’s possession of nuclear weapons of mass destruction, 
such as Trident-missile-carrying submarines, as well as to praise 
the armaments manufacturing multinationals located in Scot-
land. His visit occurred in the same week that the government 
was congratulating itself on the part it had played in securing 
the UN Global Arms Trade Treaty, a treaty that has already been 

widely seen as favouring the big armaments monopolies. 
It was therefore fitting that Cameron should choose to hold a 

press conference at Thales UK, currently Britain’s second larg-
est armaments monopoly, a conglomerate of Racal, Shorts Mis-
sile Systems, Thomson CSF and others and a major supplier to 
the MoD. In fact Thales UK is itself a part of the Thales Group, 
French-based and part-owned by the French government, which 
has a global reach and is said to be the world’s eleventh largest 
armaments monopoly.

According to David Cameron, Britain should possess nucle-
ar submarines and other weapons of mass destruction, what he 
referred to as “an independent nuclear deterrent”, because “the 
world we live in is very uncertain, very dangerous”. It is certain 
that the absurdity and hypocrisy of this remark was not apparent 
to the Prime Minister, since the Westminster government and its 
allies are the chief creators of the danger and instability in the 

FOR A FUTURE WITHOUT WAR!

and theories of its own. Their arrogance and incompetence and 
failure rate is such that they no longer bother to provide much 
in the way of explanations or theory of how their schemes are 
supposed to work. The working class must be willing to provide 
modern definitions for the important problems the world is fac-
ing and build a future on this basis. The modern definitions must  
recognise that all human beings have certain inviolable rights by 
virtue of their being human.

The anti-social trend is justified based on the perverse logic 
of the bourgeoisie that there is no alternative. This theory is self-
serving through and through, premised as it is on the considera-
tion that to keep the capitalist system going, the only alternative 
is to be anti-social.

According to the ideologues of this anti-social trend, there 
is no such thing as society. These ideologues only recognise the 
family as the be-all and end-all of life. An ideal individual is one 
who is completely devoted to the family.

In their fiscal and budgetary policy, governments based on 
this anti-social trend determine a course that is detrimental to the 
general interests of the society. Such a course is justified under 
the pretext that this anti-social trend will be beneficial in the long 
run. Everything which is quite clearly harmful to the interests of 
the vast majority of the people is justified merely by asserting 

that it will be in their interest in the long run.
A number of ideas designed to achieve the anti-human factor/

anti-social consciousness are pushed in the working class. They 
include the one that claims the only problem workers face is the 
mismanagement of the economy or the unfair distribution of its 
resources and production. The idea is pushed that the economy 
could be managed better if the right policies were implemented. 
Far from calling for the end of wage slavery and the exploitation 
of persons by persons, workers are to be embroiled in endless de-
bates over policy objectives that may or may not ever materialise 
and over which they have no control. They are further caught up 
in calling for economic resources to be distributed more fairly 
diverting attention from who decides the direction of the econo-
my and why the actual producers exercise no control over those 
decisions no matter what those decisions may be.

The working class and all working people are fighting this 
anti-social trend in the objective sense as they are resisting the 
shifting of the burden of the crisis onto their backs and advancing 
the pro-social programme to Stop Paying the Rich! Increase 
Investments in Social Programmes! and, For An Anti-War 
Government. The necessity is to turn things around and go for a 
socialist Britain. The historic aim of the fight for the alternative 
is the end of the total enslavement of the working class and all 
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world, through their interference in the affairs of other sovereign 
countries throughout the world. These are the war criminals that 
carry out military invasions, assassinations and regime change, 
and that incite global conflict in the economic and geo-political 
interests of the big monopolies, as recent events in Afghanistan, 
Iraq, Libya, Syria and Mali have shown. At the same time, they 
demand the right to maintain a state of nuclear superiority and 
blackmail over the entire world and wish to deny others, Iran 
and the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, for example, 
the right to have what Cameron refers to in regard to Britain as 
“the best insurance policy”.

As was evident from Cameron’s remarks in Govan, the gov-
ernment advances the argument that war preparations and there-
fore the production of weapons of mass destruction are benefi-
cial for the economy. He therefore spent some tine outlining the 
new weapons that the MoD would purchase in the short term, 
including a replacement for Trident. According to Cameron, this 
is the case not because monopolies such as Thales realise bil-
lions in profits but because jobs are provided for thousands of 
workers. In regard to the Scottish economy, Cameron argued 
that the workers of Scotland were fortunate that Britain has the 
fourth largest defence budget in the world (£33 billion), since 
this means that the MoD can provide lavish subsidies to arma-
ments monopolies such as Thales, a situation that might not exist 
in the event of Scottish independence. In this manner the gov-
ernment seeks to justify its war preparations and the fact that the 
whole economy, education, apprenticeships, taxation, the NHS, 
is geared to serving the interests of the rich, and in particular the 
armaments monopolies and financial institutions, and competing 
in what is referred to as the “global race”. At the same time, the 
government is shamelessly attempting to blackmail the workers 
of Scotland.

As David Cameron pointed out, the production and export 
of weapons of mass destruction, military strength, the member-
ship of warmongering alliances such as NATO are all connected 
with being a “front ranked player” in the world and making sure 

that “Britain 
has a proper 
standing in 
the world”. In 
other words, 
it is rooted in 
making sure 
that mili-
tary might 
is placed in 
the service of 
the big mo-
nopolies and 
serves their 
global inter-
ests. In this 
c o n n e c t i o n 
Cameron also 
wished to 
explain how 
Britain’s ex-
tensive “aid” 
budget was 
also linked to 
these interests, especially in Africa, but he found it difficult to 
publicly explain the connection between military might, profit 
and alleged government philanthropy.

The workers and people of Scotland as well as other parts of 
the British Isles should be under no illusion that the government 
is at all concerned about providing employment. Rather it is de-
termined to make the economy and all aspects of government 
policy serve the interests of the big monopolies. The government 
is set on a course of warmongering and war preparation that 
must be opposed. The workers and all democratic people must 
redouble their efforts to establish an alternative people-centred 
economy and their own anti-war government.

Silence Is Shame for April Published 

The South Tyneside Stop the War Coalition (STSWC) has 
published issue number 13 of its publication Silence Is 
Shame, dated April 15, 2013. Its theme is: For A Future 

Without War.
The publication is 40 pages long, and contains ten articles 

written mainly by various members of the South Tyneside Stop 
the War Coalition itself. A number of articles deal with issues on 
the 10th anniversary of the invasion of Iraq and particularly the 
strength and spirit shown by the two-million-strong march of 
February 15, 2003. There are also two poems summing up the 
ten years.

The final article is a report of the Friends of Korea meeting 
in April, under the title, “Who Wants War, Who Wants Peace!”. 
A footnote explains that the STSWC is publishing the report 
because it is extremely concerned about the tense situation on 
the Korean peninsula and the unjust demonisation of the DPRK 
and supports its right to defend its sovereignty and independence 
from foreign interference. The STSWC demands that Britain re-
spects and develops genuine friendship with the Korean people.

Silence Is Shame is available from the South Tyneside Stop 
the War Coalition, c/o Trinity House Social Centre, 134 Laygate, 
South Shields, NE33 4JD, email: stswc@blueyonder.co.uk
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On April 10 and 11, the foreign minsters of the so-called 
G8 countries met in London to hold talks on the theme 
of “preventing and resolving conflict and dealing with 

its consequences”. The final communiqué of the meeting was 
full of threats and bullying directed at the Democratic Peoples 
Republic of Korea (DPRK), as well as the governments of Iran. 
According to some commentators, the deliberations of the G8 
were inconclusive and on several important issues, such as Syr-
ia, they were unable to reach unanimous agreement.

The existence of a G8 is an anachronism in the 21st century. 
Its existence reflects the fact that there is an imperialist system 
of states, which the US seeks to dominate alongside Britain and 
other close allies, but there are clearly no legal or other grounds 
for eight countries to make pronouncements or issue threats 
about any matters in the modern world. The members of the G8 
– Britain, the US, France, Germany, Canada, Italy, Japan and 
Russia – are undoubtedly some of the major contributors to con-
flict and instability in the world. Their membership of the group 
is not based on their willingness to stop their interference in the 
affairs of other countries or to demission their nuclear arsenal 
and other weapons of mass destruction. Quite the contrary. Their 
membership of the group may once have been based on their 
economic might, but in the 21st century even this basis for mem-
bership no longer exists. China with the world’s second largest 
economy is excluded from the G8, as is Brazil which by any 
economic criteria has more right to be there than Britain.

Nevertheless, the British government hosted the proceed-
ings, which Foreign Secretary William Hague described as “very 
purposeful and very constructive”. Hague’s own personal prior-
ity was a G8 declaration on “rape and serious sexual violence in 
conflict”, confirming both as breaches of the Geneva Conven-
tion and war crimes. Although this was agreed, it was noticeable 
that neither during the G8 nor during the Foreign Secretary’s 
well-publicised recent visit to the Democratic Republic of the 
Congo was any mention made of the causes of the conflicts in 
which such crimes take place. In the DRC, there are reported 
to have been over 250,000 cases of such crimes, but there are 
also millions of lives have been lost in the last twenty years. 
As countless UN reports have made clear, the criminals behind 
such atrocities and suffering are the big monopolies of the G8 
countries, including British monopolies such as BAE Systems, 
Anglo-American, De Beers, Heritage Oil, Euromet and many 
others. They continue their criminal contention for the mineral 
wealth of Africa and other areas of the world by any means nec-
essary, without prosecution of any kind.

In regard to other conflicts, the G8 agreed that they should 
continue, since they reflect the contention that exists in the world 
between the major powers. In Syria, the government of Russia 
is at odds with the members of NATO, but a situation has been 
created that is destabilising the whole region and is a clear il-
lustration of the criminal activities of the big powers. Britain, 
France and the US used the occasion of the G8 to meet with the 
so-called Syrian National Coalition, which they continue to arm 
and support to advance their own interests not just in Syria but 
throughout the region.

In relation to the DPRK and Iran, the members of the G8 
maintained their bellicose stance and continued to demand that 
those countries threatened by the big powers should not possess 
the means to defend their sovereignty. In regard to the DPRK, 
major efforts continued to present disinformation about the US 
occupation of the Korean peninsular, the nuclear arsenal direct-
ed at the DPRK and the provocations constantly organised by 
the US and the South Korean government.

The G8 countries also agreed to step up their interference 
throughout Africa, especially in the Sahel and North Africa but 
also in Somalia and elsewhere. They declared that their inter-
vention would continue under the auspices of the UN, under the 
guise of “humanitarian intervention”, “counter-terrorism” and 
supporting “fragile” states, as well as in the past through the 
major financial institutions under their domination such as the 
IMF. It is clear that for Britain as well as others Somalia, where 
significant oil reserves have been discovered and which occu-
pies an important strategic position, is set to be a major area of 
contention in the new “scramble” for Africa. In this regard it was 
noticeable that in there was a commitment to increase capital 
investment throughout Africa and it is therefore evident that the 
meeting did nothing to limit the contention that exists between 
the members of the G8, as well as between them and their rivals 
who remain outside it.

One of the main features of the recent G8 meeting was that 
the big powers wish to give themselves the right to decide the 
world’s fate, ignoring the demands of the majority, not just other 
countries but most importantly the peoples of the world who 
they strive to keep from any decision-making. Britain and the 
other big powers wish to present themselves as the arbiters of 
what is right and just and to impose the values of neo-liberal glo-
balisation throughout the world. They pose as those most con-
cerned to prevent and resolve conflict but the imperialist system 
of states remains the major factor for economic crisis, instability, 
conflict and war.

NO to the G8! 

THE G8 – AN ANACHRONISM, A MEANS FOR EXTERNAL 
INTERFERENCE AND A MAJOR FACTOR FOR GLOBAL 
CONFLICT AND INSTABILITY
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Ron Dorman was an active trade-unionist, an organiser and 
fighter for the interests of all workers and for the good of 
society right until the end. He passed away peacefully 

sometime overnight between Wednesday night / Thursday morn-
ing March 20 /21. He was 84 years of age.

Ron had been a good and close friend of RCPB(ML) since 
the 1980s. He was formerly a member of the Communist Party of 
Great Britain for many years, and then became a member of the 
Communist Party of Britain. He had been a key youth organiser 
in his early years for the CPGB, becoming a branch secretary 
and was involved in formulating national documents. He con-
tinued to write articles and letters for the Morning Star up until 
his death. Ron also was a founding member of the Britain-GDR 
Friendship Society and visited many places in the former Ger-
man Democratic Republic such as Berlin and Leipzig and other 
places in order that he could promote the developments in so-
cialism after World War II. Ron was a key activist in the anti-war 
movement, being a prominent member of West Midlands CND, 
and he was also active in Erdington peace movement where he 
lived. Ron was a prominent trade union organiser in his early 
years, particularly as an electrician in the heating, ventilation 
and instrumentation side of what was then the ETU (Electrical 
Trades Union). He worked in industry in Birmingham, where he 
was well-known in the workers’ and communist movement. Ron 
attended a number of conferences and congresses of RCPB(ML) 
in the formal position of observer, but was always regarded as 
part of the “we” of the Party and its circles.

Since the mid to late ’80s, Ron had been active in the Na-
tional and West Midlands Pensioners Conventions, as well as be-
ing a prominent organiser in the People’s March for Jobs during 
the early years of the Thatcher period. He also was prominent in 
organising on the question of council care homes from the late 
’80s onwards. Ron worked closely with RCPB(ML) on a num-
ber of occasions, particularly with the Longbridge committee of 
shop stewards that fought the closure of the plant, popularis-
ing the mass demonstration of car workers around the beginning 
of the millennium. Also at that time he assisted in reinvigorat-
ing the workers’ movement by participating and popularising 
the opposition to the privatisation of auxiliary NHS services in 
the Dudley Road hospitals that led to the big demonstration in 
Birmingham. Ron worked to bring together shop stewards from 
Ford Land Rover, Jaguar Cars, Longbridge and other places 
around 1999/2000.  

Ron, in recent times was National Organiser for the Cam-
paign against Euro-federalism, which became the most im-
portant anti-EU organisation on the left in Britain. Ron was a 
founder member of CAEF in 1992, and served on its Executive 
Committee right from when the Campaign was inaugurated in 
Sheffield. He wrote many documents for CAEF and organised 

many of its campaigns, analysing many of the European treaties 
affecting EU countries. 

Ron organised most recently in the anti-cuts movement and 
local street committees uniquely formed to oppose cuts at a local 
level, such as his Stockland Green Against the Cuts, and was a 
model in organising recent campaigns in the district of Erding-
ton where he lived.

Ron would never take no for an answer as far as campaigning 
and organising were concerned. Right until the end he was of-
fering advice in his inimitable fashion, and urging action against 
the Section 75 Regulations of the Health and Social Care Act, 
for example.

Our thoughts go out to his family and loved ones. At his fu-
neral in Birmingham on April 19, the celebration of his life em-
phasised that Ron Dorman was a revolutionary. It is certain that 
his example will continue to inspire both young and old activists 
in the communist and workers’ movement.

Ron Dorman (1928-2013) 
IN MEMORIAM:

Oliver Ronald (Ron) Dorman
(1928-2013)
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Who Wants War and Who Wants Peace 
on the Korean Peninsula?

The Friends of Korea organised a meeting on the occasion 
of the 101st anniversary of the birth of President Kim Il 
Sung, the Day of the Sun. It was held in central London 

on April 6.
Michael Chant, Secretary of Friends of Korea, in his presen-

tation addressed the question of “Who wants war?” and “Who 
wants peace?”. Facts show who has had nuclear weapons and 
who is exercising their nuclear blackmail. Britain has hundreds 
of nuclear warheads and on top of that figure there are the large 
numbers of US-owned nuclear warheads, bombs and nuclear 
depth bombs which are supplied from US stocks in Europe for 
its native allies. Britain has conducted 45 nuclear tests and then 
it is up in arms that the DPRK has concluded its third successful 
nuclear test.

To maintain peace, the DPRK is developing its own deter-
rent and with its “Army First” policy, every person is geared 
to defend the country and to defend its sovereignty. The DPRK 
also says that it is not going to engage in a wasteful nuclear arms 
race; it is not out to match the numbers of the US, Britain and 
whoever else is involved in these exercises and threatening the 
DPRK’s sovereignty. It has the twin strategic principles of build-
ing a national economy and developing its nuclear defence and 
its all-round defence of the country.

Every country has the right to its sovereignty and has the 
right to take measures to defend that sovereignty. One of the 
pretexts that the US, Britain and the other big powers used was 
the DPRK launching one communications satellite. This was the 
signal for the US along with Britain to manipulate the United 
Nations, supporting this Security Council resolution; the third 
of its type to impose brutal, inhuman sanctions on the DPRK.

It is a shameful scandal that the DPRK is facing these diffi-
culties due to the inhuman blockade which the Anglo-US impe-
rialists have imposed on it by manipulating the UN. The DPRK 
deserves the support all those who cherish freedom, peace and 

democracy. The Coalition gov-
ernment is trying to justify its 
renewal of Trident missiles 
by using the pretext that now 
it has to defend itself from the 
DPRK. This is shameful and 
unconscionable. If Britain were 
so peaceful, why would it have 
its military personnel actually 
involved in these “Foal Eagle”, 
“Key-Resolve” war exercises? 

They say they are ob-
servers as part of the UN 
command, but they’re 
participating. The people 
and government of the 
DPRK correctly judge 
this to be provocative, 
hostile and peace-threat-
ening activity. Britain 
was fully involved in the 
Korean war from 1950 to 
1953 when so much of that country was razed to the ground. It 
is a testimony to the resolve and unity of will of the people of 
the DPRK they have advanced so much from that devastation.

As a response to the present tense situation, the DPRK has 
taken certain measures amongst which was the annulment of the 
Armistice Agreement, which was signed on July 27, 1953. The 
crimes committed by the US military in Korea stand second to 
none, with many estimates saying on a per capita basis they sur-
pass even those committed by the German Nazis in Europe or 
the Japanese militarists in Korea, China and throughout Asia. 
Despite the resourcefulness and principled stand of the DPRK 
government, they have never persuaded the aggressors to move 
from the Armistice Agreement and sign a peace treaty. So who is 
it that has actually been violating the Armistice Agreement from 
1953? There was supposed to be a De-Militarised Zone right 
from the word go, but the US flouted that. Even these exercises, 
“Key-Resolve” and “Foal Eagle”, could well be interpreted as 
being against this armistice which says, “With the objective of 
establishing an armistice which will ensure a complete cessa-
tion of hostilities and all acts of armed force in Korea until a 
final peaceful settlement is achieved”. Are not these exercises in 
direct violation of that? What is required is a world order based 
not on the dictate of the US and its allies and lackeys, but on the 
will of the people for democracy, independence and above all 
genuine peace.

The British people also have a clear memory of how the 
United Nations was used to attempt to throw a fig leaf of legiti-
macy over the illegal invasion of Iraq ten years ago. The Anglo-
US imperialists cannot accept the right of the DPRK to exist, its 
right to its own chosen path and its right to defend itself.

It is up to democratic people and the progressive forces to 
themselves uphold the banner of peace and democracy, and to 
stand shoulder to shoulder with the Korean people in their hour 
of need.

THE DPRK DEFENDS ITS DIGNITY AND HONOUR:

Michael Chant, Secretary of Friends of Korea
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