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Statement of RCPB(ML) on the 
Killings in Paris and Elsewhere 
The Revolutionary Communist Party of Britain 

(Marxist-Leninist) condemns in the strongest 
terms the murderous attacks carried out in Paris 

last Friday, which have led to the deaths of over 120 
people and resulted in hundreds of wounded. Also to be 
condemned are the suicide attacks that occurred in Bei-
rut last Friday, which also led to many deaths and inju-
ries, as well as those in Ankara last month in which over 
100 people lost their lives. We express our deepest sym-
pathies to all who have been touched by such heinous 
crimes, which may also include the destruction of the 
Russian Airbus returning tourists from Egypt last month.

These crimes are carried out indiscriminately against 
the working people of all countries and national origins, 
those who have no responsibility for the state terrorism 
of	the	big	powers	and	their	allies,	and	cannot	be	justified.	
What is now vital in the immediate aftermath is that the 
working people do not permit any response that harms 
their interests, whether in Britain, Europe or elsewhere. 
The crimes carried out in France and elsewhere must not 
be used as the pretext for new or continued criminal ac-
tivity in Syria, for attacks on Muslims, nor for repressive 
measures against those seeking refuge and a new life in 
Europe.

Already there have been announcements by the Prime 
Minister that what is needed in Britain in response to 

the Paris attacks are thousands more spies at MI5, MI6 
and GCHQ and even more draconian security measures, 
including a more rapid introduction of the Investigatory 
Powers Bill, enabling greater state collection and sur-
veillance of personal communications data.
But	what	is	required	is	more	sober	reflection	and	in-

vestigation by the working class and people. Who would 
carry out attacks such as those that occurred in Paris and 
elsewhere and whose interests do they serve? If they are 
connected to the illegal military intervention by the US, 
France, Britain and their allies in Syria, as well as in Iraq, 
then the conclusion to be drawn is that such intervention 
does not make the world more secure as the governments 
of Britain and the other big powers have claimed. The 
stated policy of governments in Britain, for illegal in-
tervention and regime change in Iraq, Libya and Syria, 
has brought more insecurity, instability and violence and 
demonstrated	that	political	conflicts	cannot	and	must	not	
be settled by force. 

RCPB(ML) calls on all democratic people to con-
demn the shocking crimes committed in Paris, as well as 
those committed elsewhere in the world, and to remain 
vigilant so that such indiscriminate violence cannot be 
used as the basis for reactionary measures and for state 
terrorism that are further crimes against the people.
November 16, 2015

The Fight for an Anti-War  
Government Becomes Ever More 
Necessary
The House of Commons voted on December 2 by 397 

votes to 223 to extend the bombing by Britain from 
Iraq to Syria. The government’s resolution was for 

taking	“military	action,	specifically	airstrikes,	exclusively	
against ISIL in Syria”.

What is behind the government’s determination to press 
ahead with the bombing? Is not its aim that of bringing 
about regime change in Syria? Britain’s actions take no ac-
count of the sovereignty of that country, nor did the Com-
mons debate. It is if a legitimate government did not exist 
in Syria.

The Commons resolution speaks of “the requests 

from France, the US and regional allies for UK military  
assistance”. It will be noted that not once does it mention  
Syria’s government, nor the sovereignty of nations, nor 
the rights of the people, nor any request from President al- 
Assad. The component parts of the Commons resolution, 
replete	with	high-flown	sentiment,	are	hypocritical	at	best	
in these circumstances. How is it going to ensure its air-
strikes	are	“exclusively	against	ISIL”?	Its	first	strikes	were	
announced	 to	be	against	an	oil-field	allegedly	controlled	
by	ISIL.	Who	is	the	legitimate	owner	of	these	oil-fields?	
Britain does not say. Might not the rightful authority in 
Syria have a view?

THE ANTI-WAR MOVEMENT AND THE FIGHT FOR AN ANTI-WAR 
GOVERNMENT
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There was widespread opposition 
to the government in Parliament. Jere-
my Corbyn, leader of the Labour Par-
ty, wrote to all Labour MPs to make 
clear his strong opposition to further 
military intervention. Plaid Cymru 
and the SNP also voiced their oppo-
sition, while the Conservative chair of 
the Select Committee on Defence had 
put forward that ISIL could only be 
defeated if Britain formed an alliance 
with the government of Syria.
Cameron’s	thirty-six	page	justifica-

tion for the bombing of Syria was in 
part a response to a similarly lengthy 
document published by the Foreign 
Affairs	Select	Committee	of	the	House	
of Commons at the end of October. 
That Conservative-dominated body 
rejected any extension of Britain’s 
current bombing of IS targets in Iraq 
to those in Syria. The Select Committee 
found no evidence to suggest that Britain’s bombing of 
such targets would “have anything other than a marginal 
effect”.	In	particular	the	Select	Committee	made	much	of	
the	international	nature	of	 the	conflict	 in	Syria,	 in	which	
the British government has interfered from the start. It 
pointed out that its nature is such that more intervention by 
Britain would be unlikely to lead to any lasting resolution. 
It concluded: “We consider that the focus on the extension 
of airstrikes against ISIL in Syria is a distraction from the 
much	bigger	and	more	important	task	of	finding	a	resolu-
tion	to	the	conflict	in	Syria	and	thereby	removing	one	of	
the main facilitators of ISIL’s rise.”

The recent UN Security Council resolution calling on 
members of the UN to take “all necessary measures” to 
combat the threat posed by ISIL, Al-Nusra Front and Al-
Qa’ida in Syria and Iraq was immediately interpreted in 
varying ways by those who had voted for it. The US took 
the lead in demanding that what was required to resolve 
all the problems in Syria was regime change, a view sup-
ported by Britain and reiterated again at the conclusion of 
the G20 Summit. Other delegations, most notably those 
from Venezuela and the Russian Federation, placed more 
emphasis on removing “terrorism in all its forms and man-
ifestations”,	specifically	the	financing,	arming	and	training	
of “terrorist groups”. The representative of the Russian 
delegation spoke of the need for “the creation of a broad 
anti-terrorism front aimed at eradicating root causes”. No-
ticeably absent from the resolution, and the speeches of 
delegates, was any mention of state terrorism, the most 
significant	of	such	root	causes.

The government is using the recent events in France and 
elsewhere and the UNSC resolution not in the interests, or 
for the security, of the majority of people in Britain, but to 
further the geopolitical interests of those it represents. The 
Prime Minister has for example also recently announced, 
as part of the National Security Strategy and Strategic De-
fence	and	Security	Review,	that	around	£180	billion	will	be	
spent on military equipment in the next decade. This will 
enable	 the	deployment	of	 three	new	RAF	fighter	 squad-

rons, the replacement of four nuclear submarines, at least 
fifteen	other	new	naval	vessels,	as	well	as	the	enlargement	
of the country’s rapid deployment forces. In addition a fur-
ther £2.9 billion is to be spent on strengthening the secret 
services with nearly 2,000 new personnel, as well as on 
additional surveillance drones and other measures for in-
tervention abroad and the curtailment of rights at home. In 
this regard there was no mention of austerity or the needs 
for cuts. The government has also seen no need to cut what 
it refers to as overseas “aid”, a euphemism for the money 
that	 is	used	both	for	economic	intervention	in	 the	affairs	
of poorer countries, many of them former colonies, which 
is then employed as subsidies for the big monopolies and 
financial	institutions.

Where does ISIL itself get its funds and weaponry? The 
government does not seem to want to address this question 
and ensure that ISIL is deprived of funds and weaponry 
which it does not conjure up from thin air. Furthermore, 
who are the 70,000 so-called “moderates” that Cameron 
claims Britain will ally with? Much scorn has been poured 
on these phantom battalions, allegedly of the “Free Syria 
Army”, and they have been likened to the Blair’s “dodgy 
dossier” that was produced as a pretext for the armed ag-
gression against and invasion of Iraq. Even should they ex-
ist as a force in a Syrian civil war, the British government 
has no business siding with a force whose quoted aim is 
the overthrow of the Syrian government.

It is well known that it has been the actions of NATO, 
the US, Britain and their allies which has been the root 
cause of anarchy and violence in the region. Indeed, one 
can trace back the sordid trail that British colonialism and 
imperialism has left in the Middle East to the Balfour Dec-
laration, propounded in the midst of the inter-imperialist 
First World War, and well before. It is high time that a 
Britain in the 21st century should repudiate and draw a 
line under these intrigues, aggression and war and not add 
to them and intensify its agenda for war which serves the 
ruling elite, not to mention the manufacturers of all the 
military hardware.

5-10,000 people protesting in Downing Street on Saturday, November 28
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The point is that all intervention by Britain and other 
NATO forces, military or otherwise, in Syria must end. 
To compare such criminality, as did Hilary Benn, with the 
intervention of the International Brigades in Spain after 
Franco staged his fascist coup and the Republicans called 
on the international working class to arms is not only to 
disinform but to dishonour the memory of those brave 
proletarian internationalists who were in the vanguard of 
those who fought against the fascism and state terrorism 
which international monopoly capitalism had set in motion 
and unleashed on the world. What Britain is doing with its 
military intervention actually goes against any progressive 
trend, itself attempts to take the world back to medieval-
ism and creates the most dangerous situation.

All the evidence shows that the government is intent on 
further military intervention around the world, still follow-
ing its reactionary mission to Make Britain Great Again. 
Recent history has shown that stability and security in the 
world have not been produced by the military intervention 

of Britain and the oth-
er big powers; quite 
the contrary. The 
danger of even great-
er crimes against the 
people looms large. 
What is required is 
an end to all foreign 
intervention and in-
terference by Britain 
in	 the	affairs	of	other	
countries. There must 
be no further military 
intervention in Syria 
or in other countries. 
We call on the move-
ment against Britain’s 
intervention	to	redouble	its	efforts	to	establish	an	anti-war	
government.

Don’t Bomb Syria! Many  
Thousands Protest against  
Military Intervention

Actions in opposition to the bombing of Syria by 
Britain took place up and down the country, and 
public opinion is also growing against it. Mass 

protests	 had	 taken	 place	 on	 Saturday,	 November	 28,	 in	
London and many other cities across the country in a na-
tional day of action demanding that the government not 
conduct air-strikes against Syria.

The London demonstration was a sea of “Don’t Bomb 
Syria”	 placards,	 as	 from	 five	 to	 ten	 thousand	 protesters	
took to the streets to make their voices heard in a rally 
organised by the Stop the War Coalition.

The demonstration took place in Whitehall opposite 
Downing Street, and was a very serious and considered 
gathering. As well as condemning the government, the ral-
ly called on all MPs to vote against war when the govern-
ment’s motion was put before Parliament.

Demonstrations also took place in Manchester, Leeds, 
Bradford, Oxford, Bristol and other cities around the 
country.

On December 1, the eve of the vote in Parliament, thou-
sands	filled	Parliament	Square	 in	London	and	elsewhere	
around the country to say “Don’t Bomb Syria”.

A rally at Newcastle Monument of nearly 400 people 
protested against Cameron’s plans. The rally was ad-
dressed by eight representatives from parties, organisa-
tions and campaign groups in the region opposed to the 

war. The rally sent a loud message to Cameron and to Par-
liament	that	all	the	efforts	should	go	into	a	political	solu-
tion for peace and that war is not a solution to terrorism 
and never has been. The rally highlighted the need for an 
anti-war government in Britain.

On December 2, in London during the day of the vote, 
activists with banners were present outside parliament 
throughout the day ahead of the vote at 10pm.

In a day of action in South Shields, north-east England, 
activists of South Tyneside Stop the War Coalition dis-
tributed	hundreds	of	leaflets	with	the	title	Cameron Wants 
Bombing and War – Not a Solution to the Terrorism He 
Helped Create. A lot of discussion took place with people 
who wanted to express their anger at Cameron’s plan to 
once again take Britain to war in the Middle East. The day 
of action was important as part of creating public opin-
ion against military intervention, with many people saying 
they would lobby their MP.

The campaign against the government’s warmongering 
continues. The anti-war movement is continuing to organ-
ise protests, vigils, meetings and other activities. As we go 
to press, a national demonstration is planned for December 
12 in central London.

Stop Bombing Syria!  
For an Anti-War Government in Britain!

75% of Labour Party members polled 
over the weekend prior to the vote were 

against bombing Syria
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Junior Doctors Determined to 
F ight against Imposition of 
Contract

On Thursday Novem-
ber	 18,	 the	 British	
Medical Association 

(BMA) announced that the 
junior doctors have voted by 
98%	 (27,741)	 for	 full	 strike	
action,	 99.4%	 (28,120)	 for	
action short of striking, in 
a turnout of 76.2 percent 
of the 37,155 balloted. The 
BMA statement said: “Jun-
ior doctors have today over-
whelmingly voted in favour 
of taking industrial action 
after the government’s threat 
to impose a new junior doc-
tor contract in England from 
August next year.” Follow-
ing the result the BMA also 
announced that it will en-
gage, through ACAS, with the 
health	 secretary	 and	NHS	 employers	 in	 a	 bid	 to	 “fi	nd	 a	
reasonable solution and avoid disruption to patients”. In 
the BMA press statement, Dr Mark Porter, BMA council 
chair, commented: “We regret the inevitable disruption 
that this will cause but it is the government’s adamant in-
sistence on imposing a contract that is unsafe for patients 
in the future, and unfair for doctors now and in the future, 
that has brought us to this point.”

In response to the ballot outcome, Jeremy Hunt, Secre-
tary of State for Health, was reported by the BBC as say-
ing that the doctors' decision was “very, very disappoint-
ing” and he arrogantly rejected calls for talks to be held at 
conciliation service ACAS, although he “would not rule 
it out completely”. He also misleadingly and disingenu-
ously	claimed:	“We	put	forward	a	very	fair	off	er	for	doc-
tors, which will see pay go up for three-quarters of junior 
doctors. We wanted to talk about this to them, but in the 
end they have chosen to strike so we will have to put in 
contingency plans.”
However,	 on	 November	 25,	 shortly	 before	 the	 fi	rst	

planned day of the doctor's action on December 1, Jeremy 
Hunt did decide to engage in talks through Acas. Dr Mark 
Porter, chairman of the BMA, in response said: “It is en-
couraging	 that	 Jeremy	Hunt	has	made	a	 signifi	cant	 shift	
in	accepting	the	BMA’s	off	er	of	conciliatory	talks	through	

Acas,	 fi	nally	 recognising	 the	 fact	 that	 trust	 has	 broken	
down between junior doctors and the government. How-
ever, junior doctors and the public, who by now will be 
used to Jeremy Hunt’s political game playing, will not be 
surprised by the fact that he has waited until now to do the 
right thing. We hope to start these talks as soon as possible 
in	order	to	reach	a	collaborative	agreement	for	the	benefi	t	
of patients and the NHS. Importantly, Jeremy Hunt must 
fi	nally	 remove	his	 threat	 of	 imposition	 in	 order	 to	 defer	
Tuesday’s industrial action.”

Jeremy Hunt is still faced with overwhelming opposi-
tion should he decide to impose a contract on the junior 
doctors. The anti-social aim of government is to imple-
ment	 its	 £20	billion	 cuts	 in	 the	NHS	as	part	 of	 its	 “fi	ve	
year forward view”. This programme is aimed to make the 
NHS sustainable for the interests of the ruling elite to pay 
the rich as well as to pay for the fragmentation and priva-
tisation of the NHS. The safe working conditions of the 
junior doctors and other health care workers, as well as 
their negotiated pay settlements, are a major obstacle to 
these plans of government. The government's real concern 
is not to “create a 24/7 NHS” as they claim but to radical-
ly increase the working hours and impose cuts to the pay 
of junior doctors and health workers who work 24/7. But 
people should note that in attacking the conditions of the 
junior doctors and other health workers he is also attacking 

THE BATTLE FOR THE FUTURE DIRECTION OF THE NHS
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the conditions of the hospital patients.
The question which is seriously being asked is: why was 

the Health Secretary so intransigent when it is so widely 
recognised that justice lies with the junior doctors? Was 
he simply determined to force them to submit? Was it a 
form of blackmail relying on the conscience of the junior 
doctors to carry on taking care of patients as if nothing 
had happened? It is ironic that much has been made of 
the culture of bullying which runs through the NHS. Now 
it is clear that this bullying starts at the top. A neo-liberal 
agenda is being implemented with its method being gov-
ernment by diktat.

What must be recognised is that the working conditions 
of the junior doctors are the conditions for the health care 

The Government Must Invest 
to Safeguard the Future of the 
NHS!

On October 12, Shadow Health Secretary Heidi Al-
exander tabled an Urgent Question in the House 
of Commons, asking the Secretary of State for 

Health	to	make	a	statement	on	the	financial	performance	
of the NHS.

In his reply, Ben Gummer, who is Under-Secretary 
of	 State	 for	Health,	 said	 that	 the	 “financial	 position	 of	
the NHS is undoubtedly challenging”. He spoke of sup-
porting	 “local	 organisations	 to	make	 efficiency	 savings	
and	reduce	their	deficits”,	off-loading	the	blame	onto	the	
provision	of	agency	staff,	rather	than	addressing	the	un-
derlying	problem	of	under-staffing	and	the	under-funding	
of resources and cut-backs on budgets, which the govern-
ment	itself	sets.	Thus	his	reply	was	all	about	“efficiency	
savings”.

In response, Heidi Alexander said that the minister 
“should make no mistake that when responses are as poor 
and lacking in detail as the one we have just heard, I will 
provide strong and robust opposition. Ministers are ac-
countable to patients, and their silence on the growing 
black	hole	in	NHS	finances	has	been	deeply	disappoint-
ing, as is the absence of the Health Secretary today. Not a 
single Minister was available to be interviewed about the 
NHS	on	Friday:	it	is	not	good	enough.	The	deficit	for	the	
first	 three	months	of	 this	financial	year	was	 larger	 than	
the	deficit	for	the	whole	of	2014-15.”

Heidi Alexander continued: “What advice has the Min-
ister	issued	to	hospital	chief	executives	and	finance	direc-
tors about managing these pressures? Does he honestly 
think it is still possible for hospitals to balance the books, 
maintain current services, and deliver safe patient care? 
Given	that	the	figures	relate	to	quarter	1	and	we	are	now	
in quarter 3, will he provide his latest assessment of the 

NHS	financial	outlook?
“There is clearly not enough money in the current 

budget to cover existing costs. How on earth does the 
Minister plan to fund more services spread over seven 
days? The Conservatives’ election promises of more 
money have yet to materialise, and now their commit-
ment to transparency in the NHS is looking decidedly 
shaky. For someone who prides himself on being open, 
the Health Secretary has been suspiciously silent about 
the delayed publication of these reports.”

The Shadow Health Secretary then quoted a senior of-
ficial	 in	Monitor	who	had	 recently	 said:	 “We	are	being	
leaned on to delay them and I have a suspicion that the 
sensitivity would be less after the Tory party conference.”

Heidi Alexander declared: “It may be an inconvenient 
truth for the Health Secretary and his Ministers, but the 
public have the right to know what is going on and what 
the Government plan to do. People across the country de-
pend on NHS services, and Labour Members will stand 
up for them.”

In the debate which followed, it was pointed out that 
comparable developed countries spend a substantially 
higher proportion of GDP on health than does England. 
In other words, the health service is substantially under-
funded.

The SNP spokesperson on health asked: “Where are 
trusts	meant	 to	find	 staff	 if	 they	are	not	 allowed	 to	use	
agency	staff	or	nurses	from	overseas?	Given	that	the	defi-
cit started to appear only in 2013 – after the Health and 
Social Care Act 2012 – does the Minister not feel that the 
Conservative party should review the direction of travel? 
The NHS was in balance from 2009 to 2013 and it has 
been on a downward slope ever since.”

of	 hospital	 patients.	 The	 junior	 doctors	 are	 fighting	 for	
their patients and the future of the health service. There-
fore	their	fight	is	in	essence	to	defend	the	right	to	health	
care.	The	need	now	is	to	strengthen	the	fight	as	one	which	
represents the interests of all health workers.

The plans of the government can and must be defeated. 
The working class must through this resistance recognise 
the need to further build its own opposition and organisa-
tion	to	fight	for	a	new	direction	for	the	health	service	and	a	
pro-social direction for society as a whole.

The Line of March again calls on the working class and 
people	to	go	all	out	to	support	the	fight	of	the	junior	doc-
tors. A victory for the junior doctors is a victory for the 
whole NHS and for the right to health care for all! 
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THE NECESSITY TO BUILD THE WORKERS’ OPPOSITION

The Workers Continue to Build 
their Resistance to the  
Anti-Social Offensive

On	Wednesday,	October	28,	hundreds	of	steel	work-
ers from Redcar, Tata and Caparo steel plants 
marched on Parliament to confront the government 

over the steel industry closures and massive loss of em-
ployment. The lobby was organised by the steel unions 
Community, Unite and GMB. The steel lobby was also 
planned to coincide with an opposition-led debate on 
the steel industry in the House of Commons. The motion  

tabled for the debate called for the government to “publish 
a full Industrial Strategy, including what level of capacity 
the Government envisages is needed in the steel industry, 
so as to safeguard this vital strategic asset”. The motion 
was	defeated	by	307	to	280	even	though	only	a	very	low	
number of Conservative MPs took part in the debate. Yet 
the fact that an opposition was launched to the wrecking 
of the national economy has highlighted that an alternative 
can and must be found, and has underlined that the work-
ers need to continue to build their resistance to the anti-so-
cial	offensive	and	to	fight	for	the	alternative.

Already, on Tuesday the government Minister for Small 
Business, Industry and Enterprise, Anna Soubry, had told 
the Commons’ Business, Innovation and Skills Select 
Committee that “Redcar is not going to come back ... 
the priority is securing Port Talbot and making sure that 
Scunthorpe survives” but that the government could only 
act in “areas where government has some responsibility” 
and	this	was	only	“just	a	 level	playing	field”.	This	 latter	
comment was related to the visit of Savid Javid, the gov-
ernment’s Business Secretary, to Brussels on Tuesday to 
“lobby” European Commissioners to allow the UK to sub-
sidise energy costs to energy intensive industries (EII) and 

call for an emergency EU council steel meeting. 
During the debate in the House of Commons on 

Wednesday, Angela Eagle, Shadow Business Secretary, 
said that “the steel industry is in full scale crisis with a 
government unwilling before they were pushed to do any-
thing practical to help”. She said that not only in the region 
of 6,000 jobs, directly and indirectly, are lost at Redcar but 
the “hard closure” of that site and the steel-making assets 
there, including what was the second largest blast furnace 
in	Europe,	has	effectively	ended	170	years	of	steel	making	
in Redcar. Angela Eagle condemned the government for 
its refusal to intervene, thereby ensuring the destruction 
of specialist local skills and condemning the community 
there to a bleak future. Tata Steel’s announcement about 
the closure of its long products business in Scunthorpe, 
Dalzell	 and	Clydebridge	 has	 cost	 1,170	 jobs,	 and	 effec-
tively ended steel-making in Scotland. Also, she said, the 
news	 that	Caparo	 Industries	 had	filed	 for	 administration	
means that 1,700 more jobs are at risk across the coun-
try. The Shadow Business Secretary said that the UK’s 
steel-making	capacity	“is	being	sacrificed	on	the	altar	of	
laissez-faire economics” and she drew the conclusion that 
the government does not have an industrial strategy with a 
coherent approach to the steel industry.

In spite of being dragged into the Parliament by the ac-
tion of the workers and their representatives to save the 
steel industry, the government only recognises the need for 
a	so-called	“level	playing	field”.	In	other	words,	the	gov-
ernment upholds that the steel monopolies must be free 
to engage in capitalist competition in world markets with 
a	 “level	 playing	 field”,	 creating	 the	 illusion	 that	 if	 only	

competition is “fair” nothing else can be done. As part 
of this logic, it is said that the problem facing the steel 
industry is one of “overproduction” of steel particularly 
by China which allegedly is causing the crisis by “dump-
ing steel” in the European market. But the real reason is 
that the steel workers and people of Britain do not have 
sovereign control of their economy which enables the 
people	 to	engage	 in	mutually	beneficial	 trade	with	oth-
er countries. Instead, the government on the one hand 
abandons its responsibility to ensure the development of 
a balanced national economy, and on the other serves the 
financial	interests	that	demand	a	quick	score	at	whatever	
expense to the public good. While speaking of a “golden 
era” opening up with China, in reality the government is 
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presiding over an economy controlled by 
global monopolies engaged in aggressive 
competition	 for	 maximum	 profits	 and	
control of global steel production.

This is shown, for example, when in 
2014 Britain’s steel monopolies exported 
8.6	million	 tonnes	 of	 steel	 out	 of	 a	 na-
tional production of 12 million tonnes. 
At the same time, British companies im-
ported 7.4 million tonnes of steel. In other 
words, the monopoly capitalist economy 
is	a	structurally	inefficient	and	unsustain-
able system with the majority of the steel 
produced in Britain exported and most 
of the steel used in Britain imported. In 
fact, in 2014 Britain imported 4.9 mil-
lion tonnes of steel from Europe and only 
792,000 tonnes from China, an increase 
on the previous year of 273,000 tonnes of steel from Eu-
rope and 391,000 from China. If there were any legitimate 
charge of dumping, it should be laid at the feet of the EU 
and not China. 

It is the relations of production and the control by pri-
vate monopoly capital interests that is the cause of the cri-
sis in steel and the fact that the government has continued 
to wash its hands of responsibility for the steel industry 
and has allowed this situation to go from one crisis to an-
other	since	it	was	privatised	in	the	1980s.	With	the	present	
massive closures of steel production in Britain, the costs of 
closure will be much greater than the amount required to 
invest in the industry in the long term. By not taking up its 
responsibility	the	government	will	wipe	out	modern	fixed	
assets of the steel industry. It will cost the communities 
hundreds of millions of pounds sterling in lost productive 
capacity. Unemployment and redundancy further fuel the 
crisis in the British economy and further decimate whole 
towns and communities.

The necessity is for a change in this direction, for a sus-
tainable economy where the steel industry supports and 
complements the social economy and develops mutually 
beneficial	trade	with	peoples	of	other	countries.	This	is	the	
way forward. The working class has to be in the driving 
seat of this new direction to make this alternative happen. 
The working class movement must continue to assert that 
public right must prevail over monopoly right. In other 
words, the demand for investments in the steel industry 
must come from the perspective of the steelworkers and 
the people themselves gaining control over the indus-
try and its direction and increasingly limiting the control 
of the monopoly elite. The steel workers must continue 
to make their voice heard for their alternative, build the 
Workers’ Opposition in the space that has opened up with 
the anti-austerity opposition and demand a pro-social and 
anti-war government. The necessity of the time is to con-
tinue	to	build	their	resistance	to	the	anti-social	offensive,	
hold	the	government	to	account,	and	take	up	the	fight	for	
the alternative.

Trade Union Bill Is a Malicious 
Attack on the Workers’ Right 
to Organise
The government’s Trade Union Bill is a malicious at-

tack on the dignity of the workers and their right to 
organise.

It	threatens	to	introduce	a	50%	turnout	requirement	for	
industrial action ballots, in addition to the current require-
ment for a majority vote in favour of action. In addition, 
industrial action in “important public services” would re-
quire	a	positive	vote	by	at	 least	40%	of	those	entitled	to	
vote in the ballot. These “important public services” are yet 
to	be	defined,	but	the	health	service,	school	education,	the	

fire	service,	transport,	nuclear	industries	and	border	securi-
ty are the candidates. Unions would be required to include 
new types of information on ballot papers. Notice given to 
employers is extended from seven to 14 days. Mandates 
would expire after a four-month period after which action 
would require a fresh ballot. There would be new legal 
requirements relating to the supervision of picketing.

The Trade Union Bill does not stop there. It vicious-
ly	 interferes	 in	 the	 internal	 affairs	 of	workers’	 organisa-
tions. The Bill would make it unlawful to require a union 
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member to contribute to a political fund unless 
they have given written consent to opt-in to 
this arrangement. Furthermore, the agreement 
would	expire	after	five	years.	Unions	would	be	
required to publish details of political expend-
iture if exceeds £2,000 per annum, and must 
give detailed information on this expenditure.

Public sector unions come under especial 
attack. A Minister may require a public sec-
tor employer to publish information relating to 
facility	time	taken	by	union	officials,	and	the	
Minister may regulate to restrict facility time. 
Yet another clause has been introduced at the 
Committee stage of the Bill prohibiting the de-
duction of union subscriptions from the wages 
of relevant public sector employees.
The	 role	of	 the	Certification	Officer	 is	po-

liticised by introducing investigatory and en-
forcement	powers	and	the	power	to	impose	financial	pen-
alties.

Where is the justice in these measures, what is the prob-
lem the government is legislating to deal with? The fact is 
that the workers’ right to organise to defend their interests 
is already shackled in so many ways, many of them dat-
ing from the Thatcher government’s anti-trade union laws. 
The government claims that the public is inconvenienced 
by “unnecessary” strikes. But reality shows that the inter-
ests of the monopolies are being imposed on society, and 
not only the interests of working people but the well-being 
of the whole of society are under attack. Who is inconven-
iencing whom? The anger of the junior doctors relating 
not only to their pay and conditions but to the future of 
the health service which is being jeopardised is just one of 
the latest examples. Not only the interests and dignity of 
working people is at stake, but so is the broad issue of the 
public good.

The government is trying to crush the right of the work-
ers	 to	organise,	resist,	and	fight	for	 the	future.	“Reform”	
of trade unions and outlawing strikes in public services is 
an attempt to crush and criminalise the resistance of the 
working class and people to the austerity agenda with its 
associated privatisation, cuts to public services and attacks 
on workers’ rights and interests. It is an attempt to prevent 
the workers from bringing their numbers and organisation 
into play in this resistance, and is itself an abuse of power 
by the government for which they have no mandate.

Experience also shows that those union activists and 
representatives of their members are themselves targeted, 
intimidated and victimised by their employers, particularly 
in the public services. This is also an attack on working 
women, since, as TUC data demonstrates, almost three 
quarters	 of	 the	 union	members	 affected	will	 be	women,	

since women make up 67 
per cent of public sector 
workers, 79 per cent of 
healthcare workers and 
72 per cent of education 
workers. Their leverage 
to prevent unequal pay, 
discrimination and pro-
tect maternity and other 

rights being respected would be dramatically reduced.
What right has the government to impose such legisla-

tion in the face of the broad opposition of working peo-
ple? It is displaying its crass arrogance and contempt for 
working people and what they hold dear. To the govern-
ment, unity, solidarity, and defence of the rights of all, far 
from being respected, are symptomatic not of the vision 
and ideals of the working class, but of some dark malev-
olence standing in the way of their programme to impose 
the anti-social austerity agenda on the workers and society 
as a whole.

The government also refused to exclude Scotland from 
the scope of the Bill, despite the concern of such bodies 
as the Law Society of Scotland, especially as concerns the 
Bill’s incompatibility with human rights legislation, and 
the right of both Wales and Scotland to decide how to or-
ganise	their	own	affairs	with	regard	to	the	rights	of	work-
ers and their organisations.

Working people are having to wage a constant battle to 
defend their working conditions, uphold safety and resist 
the encroachments on their standard of living. The organ-
ised workers’ movement, far from being “unnecessary” is 
vital. It has a role in demanding that the right to a liveli-
hood be recognised. Not only that, but it must have a say 
in determining the direction of the economy. The govern-
ment must not decide by representing the class interests 
of the rich, claiming to act on behalf of the society, and 
leave the movements of the working class and people out 
of account.

The government would like to wipe out the work-
ers’ movement in its entirety. But it cannot be eliminat-
ed through legislation or state oppression. It exists in the 
real world, despite the protestations of Cameron and Co. 
It is working people who are the producers of added val-
ue, of wealth in the economy. Indeed, the programme of 
the working class is a broad programme for defence of the 
rights of all, for a new direction for society and the econo-
my, for a way out of the crisis and the capital-centred aus-
terity programme, and for the alternative, a new society. 

The government must not be allowed to succeed with 
the Trade Union Bill. Resistance is growing and the mood 
is to make it unworkable should it become law. It must be 
blocked!
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FOR A CHANGE IN THE DIRECTION OF THE ECONOMY

More Austerity Is Still the 
Theme of Osborne’s Autumn 
Statement

On November 25, Chancellor George Osborne pre-
sented his Autumn Statement and Spending Re-
view, announcing large, sweeping cuts to social 

programmes, pressing ahead with austerity. The Spending 
Review also represented a furthering of the neo-liberal 
agenda for the economy in general, particularly in regard 
to the government’s privatisation agenda and cutbacks in 
the funding of social programmes. At the same time, it re-
flected	a	determination	to	find	ways	to	press	ahead	with	the	
“austerity” programme in the face of the opposition of the 
working class and people.

The Review announced a real-terms reduction in day-
to-day	departmental	spending	of	0.8%	a	year	on	average	
by 2020, which amounts to a cut of £20bn. Within that, 
the operational budget of the Department of Transport will 
fall	by	37%	(although	capital	funding	of	transport	projects	
will	rise	by	50%,	reflecting	the	continued	demand	for	such	
infrastructure projects as a safe place to invest capital). 
The resource budget of the Department of Energy and Cli-
mate	Change	will	 lose	 22%.	The	 day-to-day	 budgets	 of	
the Department of Business, Innovation and Skills will be 
cut	by	17%	and	that	of	the	Department	for	Environment,	
Food	and	Rural	Affairs	by	15%.	Though	the	Arts	Council	
will receive additional funding, the Department for Cul-
ture,	Media	and	Sport	will	have	its	budget	cut	by	by	5%.	
It should be emphasised that these are cuts upon cuts. For 
example, The Department for Culture, Media and Sport 
had	its	budget	cut	by	7%	in	the	2013	Spending	Review.

The NHS in England is set to see further cuts over the 
parliament. Though the total budget for England is set to 
rise	from	£101bn	to	£120bn,	this	actually	equates	to	3.5%	
per year, leaving a much smaller change after factoring in 
inflation.	At	 the	same	 time,	 the	NHS	 in	England	will	be	
required	 to	make	 £22bn	 additional	 “efficiency”	 savings,	
and the resource budget of the Department of Health will 
be	reduced	by	25%.	Further,	student	nurse	grants	will	be	
abolished in favour of loans.

The Health Service Journal (HSJ) pointed out:
“Documents	 published	 as	 the	 chancellor	 finished	 his	

speech revealed that much of the real terms funding in-
crease promised for NHS England over the parliament will 
come at the expense of huge real terms cuts to other areas 
of Department of Health spending.

“The £15.3bn pot of DH funding that pays for health 
education, public health, capital projects and other arm’s 
length bodies will be cut to £13.2bn by 2020-21. The 

Health Foundation calculates the real terms cut at 21 per 
cent.”

The HSJ added: “The NHS will be encouraged to create 
‘long term partnerships’ with the private sector to develop 
new models of care and upgrade diagnostics services.”

Education spending will be geared to reorganising edu-
cation on market and business-centric lines. “We’re going 
to open 500 new Free Schools and University Technical 
Colleges... Our goal is to complete this schools revolution 
– and help every secondary school become an Academy. 
And I can announce that we will let Sixth Form Colleges 
become Academies too,” said Osborne.

Programmes relating to climate change are a casualty 
of the Review, with the ending of support for carbon cap-
ture development at power stations along with a perma-
nent exemption for Energy Intensive Industries (such as 
steel	 and	 chemicals)	 from	environmental	 tariffs.	Though	
Osborne claimed that “support for low-carbon electricity 
and renewables will more than double”, he announced al-
most in the same breath that the Renewable Heat Incentive 
will be cut by £700m. The main focus is to be on new nu-
clear power, which has always been linked to the military 
programme in Britain, with “a major commitment to small 
modular nuclear reactors”.

Regarding welfare, much has been made of the U-turn 
on tax credits. The cuts to these credits met with such 
popular	opposition,	reflected	in	the	Lords	defeat,	that	the	
government thought better of imposing them outright. In-
stead, Osborne reinforced his commitment to deliver the 
planned £12bn in welfare cuts, delivered in various ways 
such	as	cuts	to	housing	benefit.	In	particular,	the	planned	
Universal	Credit	will	result	in	large	cuts	affecting	millions	
of people. The Resolution Foundation has analysed that 
families in the lowest half of income distribution will lose 
on	average	£650	Universal	Credit;	the	top	half	will	suffer	
no average loss.

Further, the Department of Work and Pensions budget 
is	to	be	cut	by	14%.	The	Chancellor	announced	a	rise	in	
the state pension to £119.30 a week in 2016, which only 
amounts	to	2.9%,	barely	enough	to	keep	up	with	inflation,	
and is still at poverty-level.

Despite all of the above, the depth of the cuts was not 
what had been circulating in anticipation of the Review, 
and headlines have been dominated by its alleged U-turns. 
Paul Johnson, Director of the Institute for Fiscal Studies, 
said:
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“July’s	fiscal	arithmetic	implied	average	cuts	of	27%	
to the resource spending of ‘unprotected’ departmental 
spending – that is to day-to-day spending other than that 
on health, schools, ODA and defence which was explic-
itly	 protected.	The	 comparable	figure	 after	 yesterday’s	
announcements	is	‘just’	18%,	one	third	less	than	implied	
in July. Yet the planned surplus for 2019-20 is largely 
unchanged.”

The explanation given for the supposed turnaround 
was	that	the	Office	for	Budget	Responsibility	(OBR)	im-
proved its predictions at the last moment: tax revenue 
up, national debt and interests payments down, giving 
the Treasury £23bn extra than predicted in July. Very 
convenient, and reinforcing the narrative that the gov-
ernment is ameliorating its attacks, and is demonstrating 
“responsibility”	and	making	sure	that	public	finances	are	
“sustainable”.

Regardless, the Director of the Institute of Fiscal Stud-
ies	pointed	out:	“The	first	thing	to	say	is	that	this	is	not	the	
end of ‘austerity’. This spending review is still one of the 
tightest in post war history. Total managed expenditure is 
due	to	fall	from	40.9%	of	national	income	in	2014-15	to	
36.5%	in	2019-20.	A	swathe	of	departments	will	see	real	
terms	cuts.	The	3%	cumulative	increase	in	health	spending	
over	 the	next	five	years	 is	not	far	off	the	average	annual	
increase in spending in the last 50 years.”

In other words, the objective remains austerity and the 
neo-liberal agenda. Privatisation and the transfer of re-
sponsibility from the government as the public authority to 
the private sector was a running theme of the review. One 
clear example was housing: the Review announced the re-
moval of restrictions on shared ownership, opening up this 
market, while relaxing the planning system to favour the 
big building companies. Housing association tenants will 
to have Right to Buy extended to them, at the expense of 
housing associations, which are now subject to similar ero-
sion as council housing.

“Localism” and “devolution” are being used to drive the 
shift of responsibility and power from central government 
to private interests. To “shift power”, said Osborne, “we 
have to give all local councils the tools to drive the growth 
of	business	in	their	area...	So	I	can	confirm	today	that,	as	
we set out last month, we will abolish the uniform business 
rate. By the end of the parliament local government will 
keep all of the revenue from business rates.”

“We’ll give councils the power to cut rates and make 

their area more attractive to business,” he said. “And elect-
ed mayors will be able to raise rates, provided they’re used 
to	fund	specific	infrastructure	projects	supported	by	the	lo-
cal business community.”

Councils will be “encouraged” to sell their assets, in-
cluding housing. “Local government is sitting on proper-
ty worth quarter of a trillion pounds,” said Osborne. “So 
we’re	 going	 to	 let	 councils	 spend	 100%	 of	 the	 receipts	
from the assets they sell to improve their local services.” 
When local government is the owner of property it is “sit-
ting on” it; when the private sector deprives the people of 
affordable	housing,	it	is	dealing	in	“attractive”	investment	
opportunities.

Unison General Secretary Dave Prentis exposed the 
funding pressure councils will be under:

“Today was a bad day for local government. The Chan-
cellor grabbed another £1.9bn from council budgets, at 
a time when they needed more money, not less... Local 
councils have already had to cut billions from their budg-
ets, and now they have to dig even deeper. The closure of 
more essential local services is inevitable, as councils are 
forced	 to	 lay	off	 thousands	of	experienced	staff	over	 the	
coming	months.	The	day	is	not	far	off	when	councils	can	
only	afford	to	run	the	services	the	law	demands	they	do.	
Other services will either disappear or residents will have 
to pay much more to use them.”

“Our social care system is already in meltdown,” he 
said. “It needed a desperate injection of cash today, but 
all that happened was George Osborne passed the buck to 
local taxpayers.”
An	area	of	state	expenditure	that	benefited	from	the	Re-

view was the capacity for war and intervention. The com-
bined “hard power of military might and the soft power 
of international development” is to be increased. The De-
fence	budget	is	to	rise	by	18%	by	2020	to	£40bn	and	the	
overseas “aid” budget will increase to £16bn. The budget 
of	 the	Foreign	Office	will	 be	maintained	 in	 real	 terms.	
To protect the “hard power” at home, the Chancellor 
abandoned plans to cut the police budget in England and 
Wales.

In every way, the Spending Review is a continued 
attempt to push through the neo-liberal agenda, despite 
the growing anti-austerity movement. Now in the current 
conditions, it is also serving the drive for intervention and 
war. In the face of this manipulation, the opposition must 

not let up so that a complete change in the direction of the 
economy into the alternative can be realised.

March and rally in Newcastle on November 24 on the eve of the 
Autumn Statement. The march and rally was called to fight for the al-
ternative under the title "It's Time for a People's Autumn Statement"
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YOUTH AND STUDENT MOVEMENT

10,000-strong Student March Through 
London Demands Grants not Debt! 
In the largest student pro-

test since 2010, more than 
ten thousand students 

demonstrated in central Lon-
don on November 4. The vi-
brant action, mobilised by the 
National Campaign Against 
Fees and Cuts under the 
hashtag #grantsnotdebt, and 
held in the run-up to the pub-
lication of the government’s 
higher education green paper 
on November 6, protested the 
condition of increasing debt 
and further cuts. In particular, 
the demonstration expressed 
opposition to the abolition in England of the Education 
Maintenance Allowance (EMA) received by the poorest 
students. It united students behind the demand for a liv-
ing maintenance grant and the aim for an end to university 
fees.

The demonstration began at half past one in the after-
noon with a rally in Malet Street, the location of the former 
University of London Union; speakers included Shadow 
Chancellor John McDonnell. This was followed by a march 
through Parliament Square and Millbank, stopping outside 
the	Home	Office	to	highlight	discrimination	against	inter-
national students. Finally, the march ended with a closing 
rally outside the Department for Business, Innovation and 
Skills, the department responsible for universities.

The demonstration was supported by the National Un-
ion of Students (NUS) and Unite the Union. Labour Lead-
er Jeremy Corbyn also publicly endorsed the action and 
sent a message of support, which was read out at the open-
ing rally.

Corbyn congratulated the students, and said: “Switch-
ing back to a loan in place of a maintenance grant will push 
the poorest students into higher levels of debt.” The EMA 
should be restored and, relating higher to further education, 
he said that college places should be increased. “There are 
no student fees in Scotland, Germany and twelve other Eu-
ropean countries,” he noted.
He	made	the	point,	reflecting	the	consciousness	that	the	

movement	has	 reached,	 that	“we	all	benefit	 from	educa-
tion, collectively as a society, not just as individuals... Ed-
ucation is a right, not a privilege.”

Shadow Chancellor John McDonnell spoke at the rally 
and echoed this theme. “Education is a gift from one gen-
eration to another, it is not a commodity to be bought and 
sold,” he declared. “This government is betraying you and 
future generations. You need to oppose it and I’m here in 
solidarity with that opposition.”

NUS Vice President for Welfare 
Shelly Asquith said: “We are seeing 
unprecedented attacks on the poor 
and vulnerable. The student move-
ment can be a progressive force in 
society, and it is our duty to take on 
the government’s regressive and re-
actionary agenda at all turns and to 
build	a	truly	effective	force.”	

Police attacked the demonstration 
at	the	final	rally	after,	it	is	claimed,	
a number of protesters threw smoke 
bombs, eggs and paint.

“Towards the end of the demon-
stration, the march was met with 
some of the most heavy-handed po-

licing we have seen in years,” said organisers. “Once pro-
testers reached the Department for Business, Innovation 
and Skills... riot police violently stormed the crowd. The 
police forced a large section of the protest into a kettle, re-
sulting	in	panic	and	confusion.	At	least	18	protesters	were	
violently arrested.”

The Campaign called a day of action for November 17. 
Local occupations and demonstrations are being planned 
to further highlight the issues of student welfare and the 
condition of international students, migrants and refugees. 
Steps are also being taken towards a national ballot for 
a student strike against cuts to grants and support, which 
would take place in February next year.
In	 other	 news,	 further	 education	 college	 staff	 held	 a	

strike over pay on November 10, after the Association of 
Colleges	 recommended	 a	 pay	 freeze.	 College	 staff	 have	
already	experienced	a	pay	cut	of	17.1%	in	real	terms	over	
the	 past	 five	 years,	 and	 their	 proposal	 for	 a	 1%	 pay	 in-
crease was rejected.

“UCU members are sick of the employers’ refusal to 
deal with the real-terms pay cuts that have blighted the 
sector,” said University and College Union general secre-
tary Sally Hunt on the day before the strike. “For the Asso-
ciation of Colleges to recommend that all of their members 
freeze	staff	pay	this	year	was	a	real	insult.	Members	who	
voted	gave	a	clear	mandate	for	strike	action	[74%	of	mem-
bers who voted in the ballet backed the strike] and we will 
be taking action tomorrow. We hope the employers will 
now come back to the table.”

The Line of March stands	with	the	students	and	staff	in	
their	fight	against	austerity	within	 the	higher	and	further	
education system, and joins the condemnation of police 
violence. In particular, The Line of March stands with the 
movement	of	the	youth	and	students	to	find	a	way	forward	
and build a future, expressed in their just demand that ed-
ucation is a right, not a privilege.



14 The Line of March

NO TO THE RACISM AND CHAUVINISM OF THE RULING ELITE

David Cameron’s Visit to the Caribbean  

– A Defence of British Colonialism and Reaction 

David Cameron arrived in Jamaica on September 29 
on a visit to the Caribbean which also took him to 
Grenada on October 2. Downing Street stated that 

the aim of the visit was to “reinvigorate the relationship 
between the UK and the Caribbean countries” and “open 
up new market opportunities for British businesses”. Ob-
servers noted that the visit also had an aim to counter the 
growing relationship between Caribbean countries and 
both Venezuela and China. 

However, before Cameron could land in Jamaica and 
begin	his	work	on	behalf	of	Britain’s	financial	oligarchy,	
he was confronted with the demand from wide sections of 
Caribbean society that he, as the political representative 
of the British state, make a full acknowledgement of the 
criminal role of this state in the history of the Caribbean 
people, including the commission of genocide against the 
indigenous people; ethnic cleansing, such as the forced re-
moval of the Garifuna people from their homeland of St 
Vincent, and for being the leading organiser of the Afri-
can holocaust, also known as slavery. Hilary Beckles, vice 
chancellor of the University of the West Indies, in an open 
letter, called on Cameron to acknowledge responsibili-
ty for Britain’s legacies in the Caribbean “of slavery that 
continue	to	derail,	undermine	and	haunt	our	best	efforts	at	
sustainable economic development and the psychological 
and cultural rehabilitation of our people from the ravishes 
of the crimes against humanity committed by your British 
State and its citizens in the form of chattel slavery and na-
tive genocide”. He also noted that Cameron’s family were 
direct	financial	beneficiaries	of	these	crimes	and	called	on	
him to take a lead in contributing to overcoming the con-
sequences of Britain’s crimes in the region. 

It was in this context that Cameron delivered his speech 
to the Jamaican Parliament on September 30. He declared 
that he had arrived in the Caribbean to “celebrate the ex-
traordinary ties” between the UK and the Caribbean, while 
passing over in silence the fact that these ties were the rac-
ist ties between the slave master and slave, between the 
coloniser and colonised, in which Britain used and abused 
the Caribbean people and their territories to amass wealth, 
while the producers of this wealth remained mired in pov-
erty, a poverty which still haunts the region today. Contin-
uing on his track of falsifying history, Cameron described 
the use of Caribbean people as cannon fodder in Britain’s 
imperial wars with its rivals as “British and Caribbean sol-
diers serving and dying together in the cause of freedom”. 
This was at a time when under British colonial rule most 
Caribbean people did not have the right to vote, when their 
lives were completely controlled by Britain’s racist coloni-

al administrators and any opposition to colonial rule could 
land you in prison. Turning to the post-war migration of 
Caribbean people to Britain, Cameron paid lip service to 
the contribution of these migrants to Britain’s public ser-
vices, while remaining silent about the racism they faced, 
the British state’s total failure to meet its responsibilities 
towards them and in fact its incitement and organisation of 
racism against them through its numerous racist anti-im-
migration laws and the organisation of racist and fascist 
gangs. 

With regard to slavery, for which the British state re-
mains guilty as charged, Cameron made not a single 
mention of Britain’s criminal role in this enterprise, but 
attempted to turn history on its head by declaring that “…
Britain is proud to have eventually led the way in its abo-
lition…”. In Cameron’s version of history, there is no Hai-
tian revolution in which the revolutionary slaves abolished 
slavery	in	1804,	a	full	29	years	before	its	formal	abolition	
in the British Empire. In any event, Britain’s abolition was 
more	word	than	deed	since	for	the	next	five	years	slaves	
remained locked in the apprenticeship system which was 
another form of slavery. For Cameron, there were no slave 
revolts	such	as	those	led	by	Bussa	in	Barbados	in	1816	or	
Sam	Sharpe	in	Jamaica	in	1831	which	made	it	impossible	
for Britain to continue its slave system in the Caribbean. 
Britain no more took the lead in abolishing slavery in the 
Caribbean in the 19th century than it took the lead in abol-
ishing apartheid in South Africa in the 1990s.

Having attempted to distort history to serve his own 
imperialist aims, Cameron then turned his attention to the 
principal purpose of his visit. He declared that UK exports 
to the Caribbean region totalled £1 billion in the previous 
year, and that his government had set a target of achieving 
£1 trillion in exports by 2020. He stated, “…to achieve 
this, we need to build markets worldwide. And that must 
include here, in the Caribbean”. He continued, “…. I’m 
delighted to announce today that UK Export Finance, our 
export credit agency, is boosting its support for the region. 
This will help British exporters to sell to the Caribbean with 
confidence…”.	Turning	his	attention	to	Britain’s	economic	
competitors in the Caribbean region, Cameron declared, “I 
passionately believe that the UK should remain the part-
ner of choice for the Commonwealth Caribbean – now 
and into the future. Why? Above all because of our shared 
values….You believe in these things. We believe in these 
things. Not everyone who beats a path to your door takes 
the same view.” The values that Cameron puts forward are 
the old discredited ones of neo-liberal globalisation, of 
representative democracy which is neither representative 

– Workers’ Weekly correspondent in the Caribbean –
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nor democratic, austerity for the people presented as mak-
ing	“difficult	but	correct	choices”,	and	cut-throat	capital-
ist competition which he describes as the “the global race 
to see success”. These values even extended to defending 
Britain’s colonial occupation of Argentine territory under 
the banner of “standing up for the rights of small islands, 
including the Falklands, to enjoy the self-determination 
that has been so hard won here in the Caribbean”.

David Cameron’s trip to the Caribbean is part of the 

growing big power rivalry to secure markets and spheres 
of	influence.	In	his	struggle	to	reinforce	Britain’s	position	
in the Caribbean, he is left with no option but to resort to 
distortion of history and current reality. His visit stands out 
as a repugnant defence of Britain’s colonial crimes and a 
reactionary call for reinforcing the neo-liberal onslaught 
not only in Britain but on a global scale. It highlights the 
urgent need for people to get organised to bring about a 
human-centred alternative.

SIGNIFICANT ANNIVERSARIES OF THE KOREAN PEOPLE

70th Anniversary of the Workers’ Party of Korea

On October 10, the 70th anniversary of the day the 
Workers' Party of Korea (WPK) was founded, 
thousands participated in a military parade in Kim 

Il Sung Square, Pyongyang, the capital of the Democratic 
People's Republic of Korea (DPRK). It was organised as 
a joyous celebration that is a testament to the strength of 
the WPK, the Korean people and their determination to set 
their own course, free from foreign interference. The Line 
of March congratulates the Korean people and their lead-
ership on this milestone, which is indeed a red-letter day.

For seven decades the WPK has led the Korean people 
from victory to victory. The WPK commands the utmost 
respect as the guider, inspirer and organiser of the socialist 
nation-building project of the Korean people. The WPK 
has been able to boldly and with dignity deal with all the 
changing concrete conditions which history has presented 
it with.

The WPK has been the driving force behind the task of 
Korean	reunification.	The	WPK's	resolute	defence	of	prin-
ciple	and	the	necessity	for	reunification	guarantee	that	this	
most profound desire of the Korean people will ultimately 

be realised. This work has profound importance for the 
peace and progress of all humankind. The WPK is now 
taking the stands required to ensure peace and security on 
the Korean Peninsula against the aggression and nuclear 
blackmail of the US imperialists and their allies.

The Line of March calls on the working class and peo-
ple	 to	 support	 the	 striving	 for	Korean	 reunification,	 and	
the initiatives under the leadership of the WPK to bring 

about a just peace on 
the Korean Peninsula, 
including the demand 
that the United States 
sign a Peace Treaty 
with the DPRK.

Ambassador Hyon Hak 
Bong speaking at the re-
ception to mark the 70th 
anniversary of the DPRK

Kim Jong Il, 1942-2011

Fourth Anniversary of the Passing of Kim Jong Il

The calibre of the leadership of the Workers' Party of 
Korea has contributed decisively to its success and 
flourishing	on	 its	70th	anniversary.	 In	 this	 respect,	

The Line of March pays tribute to the life and work of Kim 
Jong Il, the fourth anniversary of whose passing falls on 
December 17.

Kim Jong Il led the WPK and the Korean people in con-
tinuing to build the socialist society of their choice, in the 
most trying circumstances, and defending the sovereignty 
and independence of the Democratic People's Republic of 
Korea,	while	ceaselessly	striving	for	the	peaceful	reunifi-
cation	of	the	Korean	people	by	their	own	efforts.

The life of Kim Jong Il was one of dedication to the ide-
al of the Korean people's being empowered to control their 
own destiny. It was one of upholding principle and solving 
the problems of the Korean revolution and the project of 
building socialism step by step in an all-round way, eco-
nomically, politically, culturally and ideologically.

The elaboration by Kim Jong Il of the Songun idea and 

politics has been the response of his leadership to the re-
treat of revolution on the world scale, and the requirement 
of the DPRK to defend its socialist gains when there is a 
vicious	offensive	of	the	pro-imperialist	forces	to	stifle	the	
DPRK.

The Line of March pays tribute to the leadership of 
Kim Jong Il whose legacy is 
that the people of the DPRK 
are marching forward on the 
road of building a prosperous 
socialist country, sovereign and 
independent, and are deter-
mined to bring into being their 
cherished goal of reuniting the 
Korean nation. Once again, 
The Line of March salutes 
Comrade Kim Jong Il's life and 
work.
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