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editorial 
Not one to normally blow its own whistle but this is a very special edition of 
Challenge as it represents the first time in nearly 20 years that the YCL has 
produced a full schedule of issues on time, and this issue is a bumper 36 
pages. So well done to all those who have helped us in the past year, and a 
special thanks goes to my predecessor Ben Chacko. 
 

Anyway, it has been an interesting 3 months in British politics, and again there are recent 
clear examples of imperialism, naked greed and corruption.  
 

The arrest of Damian Green was described by Jeremy Corbyn as ‘a travesty of justice’ 
highlighting that the number of people in high places who allegedly allowed the arrest to 
take place is also quite lengthy and thus astonishing, ranging from the mayor of London 
to the House of Commons administrators, none of who should be in a position to 
dictate the course of justice. 
 

We have witnessed a pre-budget report that has been described as “An expensive 
package which is not particularly well-directed, and is unlikely to have sufficient impact. It 
certainly will not recession-proof those hardest hit”. 
 

Lets not be too pessimistic though, this issue of Challenge features a number of 
interesting articles and contributions. 
 

In this issue’s cover story YCL general secretary Ben Stevenson gets to the root causes 
of the capitalist economic crisis and explains what should be done. Frances McKay looks 
at the development of ALBA, its effects on Latin America and how this is helping offer a 
real alternative to combating the influence of US imperialism in the region.  Maya 
Llamazares looks at the events in Mexico of 68 where students and workers we’re 
massacred for simply protesting against the government—this is not a story of the 
Olympics folks! 
 

In his first part (part 2 next issue) Nik Charlton seeks to explain the concept of 
alienation, evaluating Marx’s reasons for believing that human beings are alienated from 
their true nature. 
 

YCL Scottish organiser Marc Livingstone looks at the various fallacious arguments that 
are advanced in favour of Scottish independence, or support for the agenda of the 
sections of capitalism and their advocates in the Scottish National Party. Bethany 
Gallagher responds to the government’s re-classification of cannabis as a class B drug. 
 

With Britain and the rest of Europe now in the grip of capitalist economic crisis, 
unemployment is at the highest level for over a decade John Clarke looks at what if 
anything the government is going to do about it. 
 

Joanne Stevenson (YCL Women’s Organiser) reviews Mary Davis’ exposition of a 
Marxist view of political, social and cultural issues relating to and of interest to women in 
her ‘Women and Class’ pamphlet.  YCL London Regional Organiser James Rodie 
analyses the Paris Commune, its historical development and its implications to a Marxist 
understanding of the world.  
 

Stop the War Coalition chair Andrew Murray looks at the implications for the anti-war 
movement of Barack Obama’s victory in the US presidential elections. We kick off what 
will be a regular feature for Challenge Cartoon Corner, with three timely cartoon strips. 

Paul Dobson reports from Venezuela on the recent municipal & local elections.  
 

Following on from the article in the Summer 2008 issue of Challenge, which covered the 
history of the struggle in South Africa, Brendan Lee & Bernadette Wang examine how 
the struggle is developing today. Last but certainly not least we have continue our regular 
guide to Marxist theory in the latest Back 2 Basics & and look at Book @ Bedtime. 
 

We are always seeking materials to publish in Challenge, if you would like to write an 
article for a future edition please send it to YCL, Ruskin House, Croydon, London CR0 
1BD.  
 

In solidarity and comradeship, 
Steven Martin 

Steven 
Martin 
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British 

politics—
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naked greed 
& corruption 



3 

In the news………………...….... 4-6 
 

Fighting for Socialism ..….........…. 7 
in Europe 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

Our future is Socialism…............. 11 
 

ALBA—A real alternative…... 12-13 
Frances McKay looks at the development of the 
Bolivarian Alternative for Latin America 
 

The other Mexico ‘68….......... 14-15 
Maya Llamazares reflects on the Tlatelolco massacre 
 

An independent Scotland?..... 16-17 
Marc Livingstone looks at the arguments put forward in 
favour of Scottish independence. 
 

Cannabis debate...........…....……. 18 
Bethany Gallacher responds to the government‘s re-
classification of cannabis as a class B drug 
 

Unemployment—what is...….…. 19 
really going on? 
With unemployment reaching record levels John Clarke 
looks at what is happening 
 

Alienation—Part 1….………. 20-21 
Nik Charlton explores the Marxist concept of alienation 
 

Women & Class….......………….. 22 
Joanne Stevenson reviews the new pamphlet by Mary 
Davis 
 

Change has come?……..……. 23-24 
Andrew Murray looks at the implications for the Anti-
war movement of Barack Obama’s election 
 

Cartoon Corner…......…..…….....25 
 

Painting Venezuela red.......... 26-27 
Paul Dobson reports from Venezuela on the elections 
 

In the name of the people..... 28-29 
James Rodie explores the lessons to be learnt from the 
Paris Commune 
 

Back 2 Basics: Part 12.............…. 30 
 

South Africa’s Road..................…. 31 
to Socialism 
Brendan Lee & Bernadette Wang look at political 
developments in South Africa 
 

Book @ Bedtime…..….......…. 32-33 
Dialectics of Nature and Will the Bolsheviks Maintain Power? 
 

What we stand for.………............34 

COVER STORY 
Whose Crisis? …...................... 8-10 
Ben Stevenson gets to the root causes of the capitalist 
economic crisis and explains what should be done 

Editor: Steven Martin 
Layout & Design: Ben Stevenson    Cover: Andy Vine 
Print: Communist Party 
Published by: YCL, Ruskin House, 23 Coombe Rd, Croydon, London CR0 1BD 
 

Thanks to all our contributors to this issue, with special thanks to Jo Levy, Ben Chacko, 
Joanne Stevenson, Gawain Little and all those who fight for a better tomorrow. 

in this 

issue 
COVER STORY 
Whose Crisis? 

p 8-10 

Paris  
Commune 

P28-29  

Scottish  
independence 

p16-17  

US presidential 
election 

p23-24  

Contents 



4 

NEWS  

in the news 
 

Pro-Mbeki ANC ‘split’ 
nothing but opportunism? 

ollowing Jacob 
Zuma's accession 
to the ANC 

leadership in 2007 and 
Mbeki's resignation as 
president in 2008, the 
social democratic 
faction of former 
ministers led by 
Mosiuoa Lekota split 
away from the ANC to 
form the Congress of 
the People. The group 
claims that Zuma is too 
closely aligned with the 
South African 
Communist Party 
(SACP). 
     The critique fired upon 
the breakaway movement 

by the SACP is one of 
petty opportunism and 
reactionary behaviour in 
order to poach ANC 
membership for the new 
Black DA of Lekota and 
Shilowa, History has 
repeatedly shown that no 
individual is bigger than the 
organisation. No individual 
interest will ever defeat the 
National Democratic 
Revolution. Lessons must 
be learnt from how the 
masses and liberation 
movement defeated 
renegades such as Unita, 
Renamo and other counter 
revolutionary forces on the 
Africa continent. 

     Despite the fall of 
apartheid there remains 
much poverty and 
economic inequality, and 
within the ANC there 
exists ‘charlatans’ who 
must be regarded as the 
enemy of the people in the 
National Democratic 
Revolution. Where were 
these shady characters 
when the working class 
demanded the fullest and 
most resolute 
implementation of the 
Freedom Charter which 
amongst other things 
declares that "The people 
shall share in the country`s 
wealth"? 

F 

Vote 
Communist 

ommunist Party 
members, YCLers 
and members of 

domiciled parties will be 
deciding what level of 
communist intervention 
there will be in the 
European Parliamentary 
Elections in June next 
year. 
     Aggregates of members 
are being held across Britain 
to decide whether or not to 
contest the election in their 
area. With the promise of 
significant financial and 
logistical central support its 
likely to be the largest 
communist offensive in any 
election in this country for 
more than 30 years. 
     YCL general secretary 
Ben Stevenson argued “The 
EU is an inherently anti-
democratic, imperialist & 
pro-monopoly institution. It 
is absolutely essential that 
we project this communist 
analysis of the European 
Union, to the working class 
of Britain, to counter the 
racist and xenophobic 
notions of the EU presented 
by the fascist BNP & UKiP.” 

C 



NEWS 
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orth Korea has 
begun enforcing 
stricter border 

controls with South 
Korea, due to what it 
calls "relentless 
confrontation" from 
Seoul. 
     Relations between 
North & South have 
become increasingly 
strained since February 

when conservative 
President Lee Myung-bak 
took office in Seoul, 
pledging to get tough with 
Pyongyang. Recently there 
has been a number of 
incidents with thousands 
of anti-communist 
propaganda leaflets being 
dropped into North 
Korea. 

he Venezuelan 
and Russian navies 
have begun joint 

exercises in the 
Caribbean Sea, close to 
US territorial waters. 
The three-day operation 
marks the first time that 
the Russian fleet has 
been in the area since 
the end of the Cold 
War. 
      The Russian navy says it 
will include anti-aircraft 
defence, and tactics to 
combat terrorism and drug-
trafficking. Russian President 
Dmitry Medvedev recently 
completed a tour of Latin 
America that was intended 
to strengthen his country's 
influence in the region. Last 

week, he and Venezuelan 
President Hugo Chavez 
signed a deal to promote 
the development of nuclear 
energy for civilian use. 
      The U.S. State 
Department said it will keep 
a close eye on the Russian-
Venezuelan naval 
manoeuvres but dismissed 
the idea that they represent 
a challenge to U.S. influence 
in the region. State 
Department spokesman 
Sean McCormack told 
reporters that there is no 
question about who the 
Latin American region looks 
to in terms of political, 
economic diplomatic and 
military power. 

T 

N 

n anti-DPRK 
"resolution on 
human rights" was 

railroaded through the 
meeting of the 3rd 
Committee of the 63rd 
UN General Assembly.  
The motion was brought 
forward by Japan and the 
EU. 
     In response the DPRK 
indicated to Japan and some 
countries of the EU that 
spearheaded the "resolution," 
that they are not entitled to 

say anything about someone's 
"human rights performance" in 
the international arena. 
Identifying that these countries 
committed worst human rights 
abuses in history by 
perpetrating wars of 
aggression and genocide 
against other countries for 
centuries. In particular noting 
that it was none other than 
Japan and member nations of 
the EU that dispatched their 
troops to the Iraqi war started 
by the U.S. in the new century. 

Russia—Venezuela joint 
military exercises begin 

A 

North Korea increases 
border security 

DPRK resolution rebutted 



6 

NEWS  

T 

hina and the US 
have pledged 
$20bn (£13.6bn) 

to help finance global 
trade, as part of efforts 
to boost the faltering 
world economy. The 
money will be made 
available to importers, 
including those in 
developing countries, 
who have found it 
difficult to get credit to 
buy goods. But, though 
symbolically important, 
correspondents say that 
the sum involved - 

$12bn of which will be 
provided by the US and 
$8bn by China - is 
relatively small and 
unlikely to make huge 
difference. 
     During the talks, US 
officials are also 
understood to have 
pressured Beijing to let its 
currency rise further - the 
weak yuan is seen as giving 
Chinese exporters an 
unfair trade advantage - but 
no announcements were 
made on the Chinese 
currency. 

     Earlier, China called on 
the US to save more, 
blaming its excessive 
consumption for the 
financial crisis. 

     The Chinese economy 
is growing at around 9% a 
year, whereas the US 
economy is in recession. 

C 
China & US pledge $20bn 

Decent homes for young 
people not for profits 

he Bank of 
England slashed 
interest rates by 

another percentage 
point in an attempt to 
stave off a deep 
recession. 
     The dramatic 
percentage-point cut takes 
the cost of borrowing from 
3 to 2 per cent, a rate not 
seen since 1951 and equal 
to the all-time record low 
in Britain. 
     It follows last month's 

1.5 per cent cut, the biggest 
for more than 27 years and 
is a sure sign that Britain is 
facing a deep and 
prolonged recession. 
     The bank said in a 
statement accompanying its 
decision that "there 
remained a substantial risk 
of undershooting the 2 per 
cent consumer prices index 
inflation target." 
     It added: "In the United 
Kingdom, business surveys 
have weakened further and 

suggest that the downturn 
has gathered pace. 
     "Consumer spending 
and business investment 
have stalled, while 
residential investment has 
continued to fall." 
     The bank's monetary 
policy committee has now 
cut rates three times in a 
row and its 1.5 per cent 
reduction last month took 
experts by surprise. 
     However, minutes of 
November's rates meeting 

showed that the committee 
even considered slashing 
rates by 2 per cent, while a 
recent easing in sky-high 
inflation has given it greater 
room to ease monetary 
policy. 
     Inflation is now 
dropping at its fastest rate 
for 16 years, falling from 
5.2 to 4.5 per cent in 
October. 

T 
Bank of England slashes interest rates again 

lashes have broken 
out between police 
and protesters across 

Greece after a 15-year-old 

was killed by police. 
     Hundreds of students 
battled police in Thessaloniki, 
while protests also turned 

violent in Trikala, the port of 
Piraeus, and on the island of 
Corfu. 
     Five demonstrations are 
planned in major cities later, 
including a mass rally by the 
Communist Party in Athens. 
     A post-mortem is being 
carried out on the body of 
Alexandros Grigoropoulos to 
determine the trajectory of 
the bullet that killed him. 
     Two police officers have 
been arrested in connection 

with the incident. The officer 
who fired contends it was a 
ricochet from a warning shot, 
but witnesses told Greek TV 
it was a direct hit. 
     The boy's family has hired 
an independent pathologist to 
ensure there is no cover-up. 
     Dozens of protesters and 
police have been injured 
during pitched battles on the 
streets, involving petrol 
bombs and tear gas. C 

Greek cities hit by 
student ‘riots’ 
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The events of the past year 
have confirmed the inherent 
imperialist and anti-democratic 
character of the European 
Union. 
     The Treaty of Lisbon, the 
so-called ‘modernisation’ of the 
labour law, the Bolkenstein 
directive, the extension of 
maximum working time to 65 
hours are just some examples 
which justify our belief that the 
EU’s policies aim to safeguard 
the interests of monopoly 
capital. It is does not take into 
consideration the interests of 
workers and youth who are 
forced to be either 
unemployed or to experience 
precarious work, with no 
rights, concrete working hours, 
collective bargaining and social 
security. 
     On the other hand students 
are forced to pay for basic 
education or have to thank big-
business sponsors for being 
taught only what their business 
deems important. They teach 
us the “lesson” that the world 
cannot change. The Bologna 
Process aims to produce 
graduates who will only serve 
the interests of big business as, 
cheap, flexible young workers 
with valueless but overpriced 
degrees. 
     The fact that the countries 
of the EU are engaging in anti-
communist offenses and 
policies which equate socialism  
& communism with totalitarian 
and fascist regimes, is because 
communists are the main 
force for resistance to the 

interests of monopoly and 
present the only real 
alternative. 
     These attacks on the 
working class take place in a 
period when capitalism is in 
deep crisis. This crisis has been 
caused by capitalist over 
production, and is not merely a 
hiccup in the stock-market but 
a crisis of the capitalist 
economy. The massive wealth 
that is produced—all the 
increasing capabilities to 
develop nowadays science and 
technology in favour of the 
working class and youth—is 
accumulated as profits in the 
hands of a tiny minority of 
capitalists. This crisis, brings to 
the surface once again the 
contradictions of capitalism, 
reveals its exploitative nature 
and negates all the literature 
that has been developed since 
the 1990s that supposes 
capitalism is the means of 
opening up paths of prosperity 
and progress for all. It has been 
proved that neither the neo-
liberal nor the social-
democratic administration of 
capitalism can solve the 
problem of the peoples’ of 
Europe. This crisis justifies 
once again the correctness of 
the analysis and conclusions of 
capitalism drawn by Marx, and 
Lenin’s analysis of imperialism. 
This crisis does not mean that 
capitalism as a social system 
will collapse, workers and 
communists need to be vigilant, 
because this crisis will lead to a 
renewed attack on workers’ 

rights.  
     Throughout the EU the 
message should be clear: the 
only ones that should pay for 
this crisis are the capitalists! 
They have accumulated 
immense profits in the recent 
period. We will not make any 
sacrifices for their profits. We 
will not reduce our demands 
and our struggles. 
     The consequences of this 
crisis besides the economic 
aspects, will have a military 
expression as well. Imperialists 
will become more aggressive 
and ruthless. The latest intra-
imperialist plans are being 
expressed through wars, 
secessions, occupations, bases, 
missile ‘defence’ shields and 
other forms of imperialist 
intervention, all over the 
world. These are just some of 
the examples, which have 
painful consequences for 
people across the globe. 
     At a time when imperialism 
is expressed by the U.S.A, 
NATO, the EU and Russia to 
varying degrees, the role of 
Communists is the day-to-day 
struggle to raise awareness of 
the necessity of socialism. 
The Working Class with 
communists will be at the 
forefront of the struggles for 
socialism, a system where 
people will achieve the 
enjoyment of their overall 
production, where 
development will be based on 
the sovereign equality of states, 
and where people will be the 
sole masters of their future 

without imperialist 
interventions. 
     The social and economic 
system of socialism predicts 
and secures all our needs, in a 
world that no one will have to 
compete with each other and 
where no one need be 
excluded.  
     We are inspired by the Irish 
NO vote. The Irish message 
along with the previous votes 
of the French and Dutch has 
proven that the peoples of 
Europe don’t trust the EU and 
don’t approve of its 
policies .We call on all young 
people to support and 
strengthen, in the forthcoming 
EU elections, the Communist 
Parties’ lists and their 
alliances— in order to 
denounce the EU and its 
policies. We also call on all 
young people to condemn the 
60 years of imperialist wars and 
interventions by NATO. The 
only road forward is our rights 
and demands.  
     We have become much 
more experienced through the 
first effort of constructing 
socialism in the Soviet Union & 
Eastern European countries. 
Despite its weaknesses & 
failures it is incomparable with 
and far superior to capitalism. 
We are optimistic that the 
wheel of history will turn 
upwards again to help bring 
about socialism 
     Our future can be a 
future of our needs, our 
future is socialism. 

Fighting for Fighting for Fighting for    
Socialism Socialism Socialism    
in Europein Europein Europe   
Representatives from across Europe gathered in 
Barcelona on November 1st & 2nd for the 7th meeting 
of European Communist Youth Organisations. Challenge brings you the final declaration. 
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You will forgive me if I begin by 
blowing our own trumpet but the 
current economic crisis has long 
been predicted by Communists. 
The unsustainable trends in the 
British economy and the fallacies 
of New Labour’s economic 
’strategy’ have been extensively 
detailed in past issues of Challenge 
so there’s no need to repeat 
them in great detail here, instead 
I will concentrate how we’ve got 
to this point, what’s the real 
cause of the capitalist economic 
crisis, what is likely to happen, 
what has happened before, what 
(if anything) is the government 
going to do about it and how we 
can try and ensure that the 
inevitable backlash caused by this 
crisis doesn’t result in the 
working class being forced to 
make all of the sacrifices. 
 
What on earth is going on? 
The government has been at 

pains to disavow itself of any 
responsibility for the current 
economic situation The line 
continually parroted by 
government ministers is that the 
cause of the current economic 
climate has been the collapse of 
the Lehman brothers bank and 
irresponsibility on the part of US 
mortgage lenders. Yet this does 
not stand up to much scrutiny 
The government’s own economic 
policies have contributed to the 
scale of this crisis and the root 
cause is much more fundamental 
than irresponsibility on the part 
of a few individuals across the 
pond. 
     New Labour’s economic 
‘strategy’ itself is in deep crisis 
with more than £600 billion 
(more than 4 times the amount 
spent each by the government on 
education & health combined!) 
promised already to bail out the 
banks along with the promise to 

continue writing blank cheques 
to bail out the banks so that 
they may retain their profits. 
None of this money will find its 
way into the hands of 
homeowners or small business. 
Despite banks such as HBoS, 
NatWest and Northern Rock 
being taken into partial or 
public ownership the only 
guarantees that are being made 
are to major shareholders and 
the fat cats who run these 
banks. The government won’t 
be exercising any control over 
the day to day running of these 
banks, the won’t stop them 
from repossessing homes force 
them to stop charging 
ludicrously over-inflated fees 
for overdrafts etc. or stop 
them from issuing eye-watering 
bonuses to executives. So its 
all business as usual then! 
     Yet what lays at the heart 
of this current crisis is the ‘neo

New Labour’s 
economic 
‘strategy’ is in 
deep crisis 
with more 
than £600 
billion 
promised 
already to 
bail out the 
banks 

 

Whose Crisis?Whose Crisis?Whose Crisis?   

YCL general 
secretary Ben 
Stevenson gets 
to the root 
causes of the 
capitalist 
economic crisis 
and explains 
what should be 
done. 
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-liberal’ economic strategy  that New 
Labour has embarked upon.  
     De-regulation; the destruction of 
the productive economy; the 
exorbitant bonus culture of the City; 
over-dependence on foreign capital; the 
massive levels of personal and 
government debt; the increasing 
concentration of wealth in the hands of 
a tiny minority; the massive and 
unsustainable rise in house prices; are 
all factors that will ensure that this 
current crisis is not merely a hiccup but 
will cause a deep and prolonged 
recession. 
     Indeed the privatisation agenda as 
well as the support for US imperialist 
adventurism has had at its heart staving 
off the inevitable economic downturn 
by opening up and injecting new 
sources of capital into the market and 
helping to artificially stimulate demand. 
     We’re it not for the all bourgeois 
parties essentially agreeing on the 
response to this crisis, i.e. the working 
class will pay for this crisis and the 
labour movement’s continuing 
ignorance when it comes to 
understanding the nature of capitalist 
economics, we should expect heads to 
be rolling already. 
     The governments response has so 
far been a combination of more of the 
same or too little to late. The 
government’s proposal to reintroduce 
a limited amount of banking regulations 
now that the damage has been done is 
reminiscent of re-arranging the chairs 
on the deck of the Titanic. The only 
other real initiatives the government 
has enacted has been to cut the rate of 
VAT by 2.5% and to encourage the 
Bank of England to cut interest down 
to the lowest level since 1951 once 
again to encourage borrowing and 
stimulate demand. Given that 
unemployment is sky rocketing, the 
average wage is rising at a rate below 
inflation, housing repossessions have 
reached record levels and the level of 
personal debt is already higher than 
our GDP—does the government 
seriously expect us all in the current 
climate to borrow thousands of pounds 
and go on a spending spree? 
     In fact we should dispel any notions 
that New Labour is ‘readopting’ 
Keynesianism or moving back towards 
a more Social-Democratic economic 
strategy, this is just wishful thinking on 
the part of sections of the labour 
movement. New Labour’s economic 
‘strategy’ has remained completely 
unchanged and besides which the 
Keynesian model (when properly 

applied) does not avert capitalist 
crises, it merely reduces the 
scale of the crisis. 
 
Capitalism is the cause 
As Marxists we are not 
surprised that capitalism doesn’t 
have the answer to this crisis 
because capitalism or to be 
more precise state monopoly 
capitalism is the cause of the 
current state of affairs.  
     State monopoly capitalism is 
the combination of two 
interlinked developments - the 
way in which the capitalist 
market has evolved and the way 
in which the capitalist class 
organises that market in order 
to sustain capitalist profit. 
     Marx was the first to draw 
our attention to the tendency 
for capitalism to become 
monopolised, through the giant 
concentrations of capital, and 
attributed to it the rise in credit 
based transactions. But it is 
Lenin who more than 90 years 
refined the idea into what we 
understand it means today 
where state intervention on 
behalf of capitalism was enacted 
to safeguard profits. In fact this is 
why communists have always 
argued that the state under 
capitalism is no more ‘neutral’ 
than it has been at any other 
point in human history. The state 
is used in such a way as to 
primarily benefit the interests of 
state monopoly capital at the 
expense of the working class and 
to a lesser extent small 
businesses. This is one of the 
more fundamental contradictions 
within capitalism and it has to be 
understood that in those 90 
years the basic nature of 
capitalism and its contradictions 
have remained unchanged. 
     If capitalism’s essential nature 
hasn’t changed neither has the 
reason for this, the latest in a 
long line of cyclical crises. 
Despite Brown’s 
pronouncements of the end of 
the ‘Boom & Bust’ economy now 
that we have moved from a 
boom into a slump it is clear to 
everyone that this was a always a 
fallacious claim. In essence 
capitalist crises occur when the 
level of capital accumulation and 
production is beyond what 
people can at that time afford to 

purchase (this not only explains 
why the government is at pains 
to encourage demand now, but 
also why they have encouraged 
the high level of personal debt 
etc. over the past decade—to 
stave off the crisis). 
     However the precise 
mechanisms in the capitalist 
economy of the 21st Century 
have changed. 
 
What has happened before? 
Initially the super-profits enjoyed 
by the super rich derived 
directly from the monopolisation 
of essential commodities. This 
reduced the profits of the non-
monopolists and accelerated the 
accumulation of capital by the 
monopolists, with the only 
escape from deepening crisis 
being capital export and 
imperialism. 
     The Wall St crash and the 
subsequent economic depression 
of the 1930s was described by 
Marxists as a crisis of a "special 
type," because it was the first 
crisis that arose when the 
capitalist economy had become 
almost completely monopolised. 
     In the capitalist countries it 
was workers, farmers and small 
businesses who were forced to 
shoulder the burden of the 
crisis, whilst at the same time 
millions starved in colonies and 
semi-colonies in Africa & Asia. 
     The level of instability that 
the crisis caused forced 
capitalism to intervene in the 
market (although it was primarily 
in order to benefit and safeguard 
the interests of monopoly) it 
resulted in ‘New Dealism’ in the 
US, a more social-democratic 
economic strategy in parts of 
Europe or alternatively the 
forces of state-monopoly capital 
resorted to Fascism to safeguard 
future stability and profits. 
     After the devastation of the 
Second World War and the 
defeat of fascism in most of 
Europe, capitalism in Western 
Europe resorted to a Keynesian 
model (which in essence means 
hoarding capital during an 
upsurge and then injecting it 
during a slow down)-which along 
with massive capital injections 
from the US helped to mitigate 
the worst aspects the capitalist 
boom & slump cycle. This 

In fact we 
should dispel 
any notions 
that New 
Labour is 
‘readopting’ 
Keynesianism 
or moving 
back towards 
a more Social
-Democratic 
economic 
strategy, this is 
just wishful 
thinking on 
the part of 
sections of the 
labour 
movement. 



allowed the further growth of 
big business and monopoly 
capital. 
     The crises of the 1970s 
came about when those 
countries which produced 
essential raw materials for 
industrial capital, most 
significantly oil & copper, 
managed to secure temporary 
monopolies and control over 
their natural resources. 
Meanwhile in the capitalist 
world the more powerful 
organised working class 
demanded a big slice of the 
pie . The Keynesian 
economic model 
became unsustainable 
and once again state 
monopoly capitalism 
resorted to a more aggressive 
strategy of ‘neo-liberalism’ & 
‘monetarism’ that was typified 
by Thatcher and Regan. The 
state was utilised to smash the 
working class, imperialist 
intervention to secure foreign 
markets and natural resources 
was ratcheted up and the shift 
away from the ‘productive’ 
economy to the finance and 
services driven capitalist 
economy laid the basis for the 
economic & political strategy 
that we all know and loath.  
 
What is to be done? 
The capitalist economic crisis 
will not (and indeed never has) 
affected everyone equally. 
Don’t spare any tears for those 
poor old stockbrokers and 
bankers who may now have to 
sell off their fourth home in 
the Caribbean or at least 
cancel their tenth holiday 
abroad this year. Don’t have 
any illusions that we will as one 
nation tighten our belts and 
pull our socks up. We will be 
made to pay for this crisis! In 
Britain today the richest one-
tenth of the population own 
nearly three-quarters of the 
wealth, while the poorer half 
of the population own just 1 
per cent. 
     None of that wealth will be 
redistributed there will be no 
return to a ‘nicer’ version of 
capitalism. We (indeed the 
working class as a whole) are  
the ones who will suffer. That 

is of course 
unless we 
do 
something 
about it.  
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
     The 
government must 
be forced into taking 
all the major banks into 
full public ownership. Why 
should public money fund 
shareholders' dividends? 
Instead of greedy profiteering, 
the banking sector could then 
be used to boost industrial 
investment, reduce bank 
charges, ease the credit crunch 
and provide alternatives to 
house repossessions. 
     The government must take 
back control of interest 
rates from the Bank of 
England, slashing them to help 
exports and investment.  
     The domination of British 
economic policy by the City of 
London must be ended, and 
priority given to 
manufacturing, new 
technology and research & 
development. 
     Trade unions should lead a 
united battle for higher 
wages, benefits and 
pensions, campaigning 
alongside pressure groups, 
students, pensioners and the 
unemployed. 
     The New Labour 
government must be forced to 
raise the national 
minimum wage, including 
paying the full rate to all young 
workers, and enforce equal pay 

for women. 
     We need to ban mass 
redundancies in viable 
enterprises, with failing 
businesses taken into public 
ownership wherever 
necessary. 
     Domestic gas and fuel 
prices should be slashed 
and the 'big six' energy 
monopolies re-nationalised 
along with the heavily 
subsidised rail and coal 
industries. 
     The government should 
increase spending in order to 
stimulate the economy, 
including investing in a huge 
programme of public 
sector house building, 
which should be financed by 
taxes on the rich and big 
business.  
     And the government should 
abandon costly plans to expand 
nuclear power and nuclear 
weapons, and invest in 
renewable energy sources 
including clean coal and 
solar power. 
 
The only real solution—
Socialism! 
Ultimately however this crisis 
has clearly demonstrated to 

people that capitalism does not 
solve any of the problems of 
faced by young people and the 
working class in general. It is 
the cause of the problems that 
the overwhelming majority of 
ordinary people face on a daily 
basis. 
     A mass united struggle 
around these issues would help 
mobilise and politicise millions 
of young people and help to 
deepen political and class 
consciousness in Britain. This 
in turn will lead to a 
strengthened organised 
working class and 
revolutionary movement of 
Communists and socialists 
which will be able to take 
forward the struggle against 
Capitalism & Imperialism, for 
Socialism & Communism in 
Britain. 
     The spectre is back, the 
forward march resumed the 
task of the YCL is as always to 
mobilise, agitate, educate and 
organise amongst the new 
generation of the working 
class, to fight for our future 
that can only be 
SOCIALISM! 
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SAO PAULO CONFERENCE  

Our Our Our    
future 

is Socialism!is Socialism!is Socialism!   
Communist Party general secretary Robert Griffiths reports on the recent 
international Communist conference held in Sao Paulo, Brazil. 

The 10th international meeting of 
Communist and workers parties 
was held in Sao Paulo, Brazil, last 
month.  
Sixty-five parties attended from 55 
different countries, including 
delegations from Cuba, Vietnam, 
Laos, China, Russia, South Africa, 
Cyprus and Venezuela, plus of 
course our party.  
     In a message, Brazilian 
President Luis Inacio Lula da Silva 
paid tribute to their "struggles in 
defence of the workers and the 
poor" and their "commitment to 
build a new economic 
international order."  
     Much of the discussion centred 
on the international financial and 
economic crisis, with speakers 
insisting that it demonstrated the 
complete failure of neo-liberalism.  
     They highlighted the structural 
aspects of the crisis arising from 
"financialisation" - the spectacular 
growth and implosion of fictitious 
capital - which have combined 
with a cyclical recession.  
     Delegates warned that the 
world's leading imperialist powers 
- the United States, the European 
Union and Japan - were mounting 
a rescue operation for monopoly 
capital, aiming to make workers 
and the poor bear the burden of 
trying to overcome the system's 
unsolvable contradictions.  
     It was also pointed out that 
this severe crisis explodes the 
myth that the counter-revolutions 
of 1989-91 in the former Soviet 

Union and eastern Europe 
represented the final and 
irreversible triumph of capitalism.  
     After extensive discussion, the 
65 parties issued the 
"proclamation of Sao Paulo," 
declaring that socialism is the 
alternative.  
     The statement highlighted 
both the limitations of capitalism 
as a social system and the need to 
overturn it in a revolutionary 
way.  
     Many parties stressed the 
significance of the growing 
challenge to the US hegemony. 
They adopted a resolution of 
"solidarity with the peoples of 
Latin America and the 
Caribbean," welcoming the 
popular struggles and victories 
achieved across the continent by 
democratic and anti-imperialist 
forces, including Communists.  
     It was noted that a range of 
new Latin America-wide 
institutions had grown up in fields 
such as economic development, 
finance, broadcasting and defence, 
which provide an alternative 
model of co-operation to that of 
US domination.  
     Participants also considered 
the explosive situation in the 
Middle East caused by 
imperialists' plans to reshape the 
region, the occupation of Iraq and 
Israel's continuing oppression of 
the Palestinian people.  
     The parties called attention 
especially to the humanitarian 

crisis in Gaza, demanding an end 
to the Israeli siege, as well as the 
elimination of the racist apartheid 
wall and the Israeli settlements.  
     It was agreed that 
Communists and socialists should 
promote a series of joint actions 
in 2009 on the capitalist crisis, 
solidarity with the Cuban 
revolution on its 50th 
anniversary, opposition to NATO 
in its 60th year and solidarity with 
Palestine, including sending 
delegations to Gaza.  
     On the Saturday evening, 
delegates took part in a public 
rally in central Sao Paulo with 
Brazil's militant Young 
Communists and leading 
representatives of Latin America's 
progressive political and social 
movements.  
     The passion and politics of 
that event demonstrated why the 
Communist Party of Brazil is 
growing rapidly, with 13 members 
of the national congress, 10 
mayors, 330 local councillors and 
230,000 party members.  
     The 11th international 
meeting of Communist and 
workers parties will take place 
next year in India. 
 
The full text of the Sao Paulo 
Proclamation as well as Robert 
Griffiths’ address to the conference, 
and all the other documents can be 
found on the Communist Party 
website:  
www.communist-party.org.uk 

Communists 
and socialists 
will promote a 
series of joint 
actions 
throughout 
2009 on the 
capitalist 
crisis, solidarity 
with the 
Cuban 
revolution, 
opposition to 
NATO and 
solidarity with 
Palestine  
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ALBA 

The Bolivarian Alternative 
for the Peoples of the 
Americas (ALBA) was 
launched at the end of 
2004 in Havana, by Hugo 
Chavez of Venezuela and 
then President of Cuba, 
Fidel Castro. With the 
intention of strengthening 
the autonomy of the 
peoples of Latin America. 
     The ALBA is one of 
the experiments from 
that continent which 
inspire hope in 21st 
Century Latin America. 
The ALBA is an initiative 
for regional union in 
opposition to the Free 
Trade Area of the 
Americas (FTAA) project. 
Launched by G.W. Bush 
in 2001, the FTAA (ALCA 
in Spanish) was the 
economic constituent of 
the US plan to dominate 
the “Western 
Hemisphere”. This 
project, which aimed to 
extend the North 
American Free-Trade 
Agreement joining 
Mexico to the United 
States, aimed to provide a 
legal framework for the 
pillage of Latin America 
by US trans-nationals. 
     An anti-ALCA 
strategy, ALBA obeys a 
logic contrary to that of 
Really Existing Capitalism 
and the diktats of banking 
oligopolies and global 
financiers. Today ALBA 
brings together eight 
countries : Cuba, 
Venezuela, Bolivia, 
Nicaragua, the Dominican 

Republic, Honduras, 
Antigua and Barbuda and 
Saint Vincent and the 
Grenadines. While it has 
close relations with other 
states, including Ecuador. 
     President Evo Morales 
of poor but gas-rich 
Bolivia joined the TCP on 
April 29, 2006, only days 
before he announced his 
intention to nationalize 
Bolivia's hydrocarbon 
assets. President Daniel 
Ortega of Nicaragua, 
signed the agreement in 
January 2007;Venezuela 
agreed to forgive 
Nicaragua's $31 million 
debt as a result. On 
February 23, 2007 Ortega 
visited Caracas to solidify 
Nicaragua's participation 
in ALBA. Rafael Correa, 
the president of Ecuador, 
signed a joint agreement 
with Hugo Chávez, to 
become a member of 
ALBA once he became 
president 
     The aims of the 
mechanisms which have 
been set up are to bring 
markets into line with the 
aim of developing partner 
economies and with the 
social needs of their 
populations : education 
for all as far as tertiary 
education, universal 
health care (free and all-
encompassing), 
guaranteed alimentary 
provision thanks to a 
network of State-
controlled shops, social 
housing, public 
infrastructure (water, 

Frances McKay looks at the 
development of ALBA and its 
effects in Latin America and how 
this is helping offer a real 
alternative and local way of 
combating western imperialism.   

transport) and agrarian reform. 
     Negotiations towards the 
creation of a continent-wide 
public-run oil company 
(PetroAmerica) are on-going. 
The company would bring 
together the activities of the 
Venezuelan, Brazilian, 
Argentine, Bolivian and 
Ecuadorian state oil companies. 
An oil agreement 
(PetroCaribe), which provides 
oil to small non-oil-producing 
countries under favourable non
-market conditions, has already 
been passed by 17 Caribbean 
states. 
     In the financial domain, the 
creation of the Bank of the 
South (Bancosur) also opens up 
promising horizons. The aim of 
this multi-lateral institution, 
operating under different 
criteria to those of capitalist 
banks, is not only to reduce the 
debt burden, but also to 
finance production geared 
towards the satisfaction of 
social needs. 
     The recent surge in 
progressive governments in 
Latin America has allowed 
projects such as ALBA, which 
are based on co-operation, 
solidarity and democratic 
participation in trade, to 
flourish and act as a real 
collective alternative to the pro
-business imperialist attacks 
which the continent has 
suffered over the decades. 

The ALBA is just 
one of the 
experiments 
from this 
continent 
which inspire 
hope in 21st 
Century Latin 
America ... and 
will counter the 
US’s  plan to 
dominate the 
“Western 
Hemisphere”.  
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THE  OTHER  MEXIC O ‘68  

the other the other the other    

For most people in Britain, Mexico ‘68 would be synonymous with the Olympic 
games, YCL member Maya Llamazares reflects on the other Mexico ‘68 when 
just 10 days before the Olympics took place hundreds of students demanding 
basic rights from a pro-US government were massacred. 

One man’s order, thousands 
obey. 
     Others showing their passion, 
being united, protesting for their 
rights, fed up of the social 
inequality of extreme poverty 
and extreme wealth.  
     Sunset goes down, a sign 
crosses the sky, people wonder, 
people start sharing their fears, 
people start sharing their tears. 
People start screaming, people 
start running, people ask for 
mercy, people try to escape, 
paramilitaries won’t let them, 
they rather have you dead or 
silenced, than speaking out for 
the truth and fighting for a 
society of equality.  
     Some are risking their lives by 
giving shelter to those young 
protesters. 
     Look out the window, there’s 
bodies on trucks, protesters 
being brutally beaten, others 

being arrested taken to unknown 
places. 
     Children, mothers, workers, 
professors, students dead on the 
roads of Tlatelolco La Plaza De 
Las Tres Culturas. 
     People are now silenced-no 
freedom of speech-mourning for 
their lost ones. People now 
express themselves by tears and 
nothing else.  
     On the 22nd of July a fight 
commenced over a football 
match, between two schools, the 
National Polytechnic Institute 
vocational 2 (IPN) and the 
National College Ochoterena 
Isaac. After a few hours it 
became a riot, and the riot police 
had to get involved. Students 
from the IPN vocational helped 
the students from vocational 2 in 
tackling the riot police. During 
this time, the riot police decided 
to enter, invade and occupy the 

IPN campus, professors and 
students fought against them. 
During this needless 
confrontation a student was 
tragically killed - this became the 
root of the protest – students 
began demanding certain rights.  
     After this event different 
student groups were organised, 
which later organised themselves 
as the National Student 
Movement. This is how the 1968 
protest began. Where students 
demanded the abolition of the 
riot police, the resignation of the 
Chief Inspector because of its 
bad conduct, the freedom of 
political prisoners, autonomy for 
all universities across the country 
and a guarantee of constitutional 
rights for all individuals.  
     Students from the whole 
country started to gather 
together, from middle class 
students to working class 

Mexico ‘68Mexico ‘68Mexico ‘68   

During this 
needless 
confrontation a 
student was 
tragically killed 
- this became 
the root of the 
protest – 
students began 
demanding 
their rights 
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students, as time passed, rail 
workers, teachers, parents 
and even children united 
together. People spoke out 
aloud, people shared their 
passion.  
     Ten days before the 
Olympics of Mexico city was 
due to start, five thousand 
students and workers 
gathered together at a 
protest in the Zocalo and 
later on, in the Plaza De Las 
Tres Culturas (Plaza of the 
Three Cultures) Tlatelolco. 
     Around 6pm a green 
smoke flare appeared in the 
sky, that was the sign for 
death squads to start 
shooting down on anyone 
who was in that area, when 
people realized what was 
going on, they tried to 
escape, but the 
paramilitaries had closed all 
the roads and wouldn’t let 
anyone out, after a few 
minutes helicopters 
appeared as well and started 
shooting down on the 
people who had gathered. 
Everyone feared for their 
lives, others who lived near 
the Tlatelolco area let as 
many people in their houses 
as possible, to save them 
from the shooting, at great 
risk as if the paramilitaries 

found out, they could end 
up being arrested or killed 
instantly.  
     The death squads 
ignored those they were 
killing, for them it didn’t 
matter if it was a child who 
was looking for its parents 
or someone who was just 
coming out of work without 
realizing what was going on.  
     People who survived 
where brutally beaten up, 
two thousand people were 
arrested some of them 
never to be seen again and it 
was estimated that there 
were at least three hundred 
deaths on that night alone.  
     After that night people 
were afraid of speaking the 
truth and they only had one 
question on their mind and 
that was “why?”.  
     According to the military 
forces, they were provoked 
by a student who fired a 
gun, so in defence they 
started shooting down on 
people in the protest, but 
later on it was known to be 
an agent (halcon) dressed as 
a civilian, meaning that all 
this was planned before the 
incident happened by death 
squads who were 
contracted for this 
operation.  

     As the years passed by Luis 
Echeverría Álvares who was the 
secretary of the interior at the 
time, said that the army troops 
were just following orders from 
Gustavo Díaz Ordaz the 
president, and the operation was 
to destroy any leadership of 
student movements. 
     Some historians have different 
assumptions that Luis Echeverría 
Álvares contracted the death 
squads for this operation. There 
is also a rumour that the CIA was 
involved in the project, because it 
feared that student movements 
would gain power and overthrow 
the government of Mexico. 
     In 2003 the US government 
released FBI, CIA & pentagon files 
which proved at the very least 
that they we’re directly 
implicated in supplying military 
hardware and intelligence used by 
the Mexican government in the 
massacre. 
     In 1970 when Echeverría was 
elected as president of Mexico he 
admitted no students were 
armed.  
     He took the presidency 
despite the judgement of the 
Mexican people that he was 

responsible for the deaths of 
three hundred people and 
hundred and forty eight people 
who we’re ‘disappeared’, because 
despite pressure the army will 
not reveal the data that is has to 
anyone. As Echeverría became 
president he admitted that he 
was against left-wing guerrillas, 
radical movements or 
organisations and that he would 
do anything to stop them from 
growing or gaining power.  
In June 2006, an ailing, 84-year-
old Echeverría was charged with 
genocide in connection with the 
massacre. He was placed under 
house arrest pending trial. In 
early July of that year, he was 
cleared of genocide charges, as 
the judge found that Echeverría 
could not be put on trial because 
the statute of limitations had 
expired. 
     Mexico now in its days still 
remembers that massacre and 
they share the thoughts of that 
night, they also fight for the same 
rights that once were fought in 
1968, a year known as the year of 
the Massacre of Tlatelolco and 
not remembered as the year of 
the Olympic Games of Mexico. 



With an SNP government in 
Scotland hinting at a 
referendum on independence 
in 2010 (by which point a 
possible Tory government will 
have had the chance to 
further embitter the Scottish 
people towards 
Westminster), and various 
left wing groups and 
individuals voicing their 
support for Scottish 
independence, it is clear that 
the issue is of vital 
importance, and one that as 
Communists, we must be 
clear about our position & 
analysis on & resolute in our 
opposition to the proposed 
independence on both 
ideological and practical 
grounds. Various fallacious 
arguments are advanced in 
favour of Scottish 
independence in the abstract 
form, or support for the 
agenda of the SNP, chief 
amongst those are: 
 
1. That the Labour Party has 
become so irretrievably right 
wing that the SNP are now 
the real agents of progressive 
change in Scotland 
2. That the Scottish nation is 
of a more progressive/left 
wing character, and therefore, 
once unfettered from 
reactionary England, would be 
free to develop into an 
independent Socialist republic. 
3. That, using North Sea oil 

reserves (the reason why the 
capitalist pro-Unionist forces 
wish to keep Scotland in the 
Union in the first place(!)), it 
would be possible to fund the 
construction of Socialism in 
Scotland. 
4. That the British ruling class 
is too powerful to challenge, 
and that Scottish 
independence would provide 
a “short cut” to Socialism, 
which might have the added 
benefit of dividing the British 
ruling class and thus making it 
easier to defeat, based on the 
“Divide and Rule” strategy. 
 
     To address the first point; 
the SNP have attempted to 
portray themselves as the left
-wing alternative to Labour, 
adopting populist policies and 
“talking left” on issues like 
Trident, and whilst there are 
undoubtedly some genuinely 
progressively-minded people 
in the SNP, they should on no 
account be allowed to get 
away with the deception that 
they are “the party of the 
left” in Scotland. Even in the 
lead-up to the Holyrood 
elections, the SNP dropped 
its commitment to free public 
transport after receiving 
£500,000 from Stagecoach 
boss (Christian fundamentalist 
and homophobe) Brian 
Souter. 
     In office, their record has 
been just as bad, with SNP 

councils attacking public 
sector jobs and wages and 
diverting funds from deprived 
areas with as much vigour as 
any New Labour 
administration. Alex Salmond 
once worked for the Royal 
Bank of Scotland; some have 
suggested that in fact, he still 
does. 
     Whilst it is true that we 
currently have the most right 
wing Labour leadership in 
history, taking us into 
imperialist wars in the Middle 
East and loyally continuing the 
neo-liberal economic policies 
of the Thatcher and Major 
governments, the Labour 
Party, by virtue of its unique 
relationship with the 
organised working class, still 
holds the support of vast 
sections of the working class. 
It is not the SNP, SSP, 
Solidarity or any other group 
and no amount of populist 
cant will change this. 
     As to the idea that 
Scotland is in and of itself has 
historically a more 
progressive character than 
England or Wales; this is 
completely alien line of 
argument for Marxists. It 
might be the case that a 
greater proportion of Scottish 
people are in favour of 
Socialism than in any other 
nation in Britain, but you 
would probably find a similar 
proportion in predominantly 
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An independentAn independentAn independent   

the SNP have 
attempted to 
portray 
themselves as 
the left-wing 
alternative to 
Labour, 
adopting 
populist 
policies and 
‘talking left’ on 
issues like 
trident 

Scotland?Scotland?Scotland?   
YCL Scottish Organiser Marc Livingstone 
looks at the arguments put forward in 
favour of Scottish independence. 
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arguing for greater extraction 
and dependence on it. 
     The suggestion that there 
can be short-cuts to Socialism 
is also preposterous. State 
power is exercised at the 
British level, and it is at this 
level that is must be 
challenged and broken. An 
increase of powers to the 
Scottish Parliament and 
Welsh assembly will help to 
weaken the powers of the 
capitalist state, independence 
would forgo that struggle. 
The breaking of the British 
capitalist state is a challenge 
will not be made by the SNP 
or any minority left sectarian 
grouping, but must be, and 
can only be brought about by 
the united revolutionary 
struggle of the British 
working class. 
     On a practical level, 
independence would be a 
disaster for Scottish workers, 
as Scotland currently receives 
more from the British 
government in welfare than it 
contributes in taxes. This is 
largely due to social problems 
like unemployment and poor 
health, caused by the de-
industrialisation of Scotland 
and the policies of neo-liberal 
Tory and New Labour 
governments. But 
independence would not take 
these problems away; it 
would merely take away a 
source of the investment 

required to eradicate poverty 
and ill health. A weak and 
impoverished “independent” 
Scotland would be at the 
mercy of the E.U. (which the 
SNP are of course in favour 
of) and the anti-working class, 
neo-liberal policies of 
privatisation, de-regulation it 
demands from member 
states. Independence with 
greater EU integration would 
see less not more democracy 
and accountability than exists 
currently. 
     Pro-independence left-
wingers like to claim that 
Scottish independence would 
so irrevocably divide the 
British ruling class, that it 
would be us to defeat it 
across Britain, according to 
the principle of “divide and 
rule”. In the Marxist tradition 
of turning things on their 
head in order to extract the 
rational kernel, I would 
suggest that it would in fact 
be the British working class, 
which will continue to be 
divided and ruled. 
 
The Communist Party’s Scottish 
Committee’s pamphlet 
‘Scotland’s Future’ can be 
ordered from the Scottish ctte’s 
offices for £3.10 (incl. P&P) 
Unity Offices, 72 Waterloo St, 
Glasgow G2 7DA 
www.scottishcommunists.org.uk 

working class areas of 
England; Sheffield, Newcastle 
and the north of England in 
general. Perhaps we should 
be declaring independence 
for the socialist republic of 
Manchester! It would be 
contrary to the spirit of 
solidarity to abandon the 
rest of the British working 
class to reactionary 
subjugation, a kind of left-
wing version of “I’m alright 
Jack” (or should that be 
Jock?). In any case, Scotland 
has not always possessed this 
apparently progressive 
character, and regularly 
returned Tory majorities up 
until 1955. An independent 
Scotland could just as easily 
develop along a reactionary 
chauvinist line as a 
revolutionary one, 
particularly with a nationalist 
party which has the support 
of sections of capitalism at 
the helm. 
     The North Sea Oil 
argument, favoured by the 
SNP and many on the left 
who advocate independence, 
is particularly absurd. For a 
start, reserves have long 
since peaked, and it is 
estimated that, at most, on 
one quarter of the oil 
remains, much of it in more 
inaccessible areas, thus 
raising the cost of extracting 
it. Even if this were not the 
case, an independent 
Scotland governed by the 
pro-big business SNP would 
be less likely to take oil 
production and distribution 
into public ownership or to 
impose windfall taxes on the 
oil monopolies than the pro-
big business New Labour 
British government is. It is 
also worth pointing out that, 
as climate change continues 
to intensify to the point 
where it threatens the very 
future of humanity, it would 
be a better idea to be 
moving away from reliance 
on fossil fuels rather than 

The suggestion 
that there can 
be short-cuts to 
Socialism is 
preposterous. 
State power is 
exercised at 
the British level, 
and it is at this 
level that is 
must be 
challenged 
and broken 



Originally a Class B drug 
Cannabis was finally moved to a 
Class C drug, as was discussed 
and approved of in another 
'discussion' piece in the Spring 
2004 issue of Challenge by 
YCLer Kadie Kanneh.  
However here we are again 
being faced with the same 
ridiculous hypocrisy & double 
standards of two-faced 
politicians who are arbitrarily 
decided to change it back to a 

class B drug. 
     Cannabis 
is scheduled 
to be 
reclassified to 
a Class B drug 
on 26 January 
2009.  The 
decision 
follows a 
review of 
cannabis 
classification  

  
 
 

carried out by the Advisory 
Council for the Misuse of 
Drugs.  In mid 2008 Home 
secretary Jacqui Smith 
announced the move was 
because—despite overall 
cannabis use falling—the 
increase in the availability of 
skunk which now accounts for 
81% of marijuana on the streets 
compared to 30% in 2002 is the 
main reason as they see the 
stronger form of cannabis and 
its predominance changes the 
'danger' of the drug. It is 
apparently due to their 
overwhelming concern for kids 
who are “binging on skunk like 
they do on alcohol” that 
supposedly necessitates its 
reclassification. 
     It appears as though the 
Government and the bourgeois 
media can’t seem to make their 
mind up about cannabis 
perhaps it is due to the 
problem that everyone wants 
to appear tough on drugs and 
the terrible effect it has on 
'our' children mostly for the 
middle class daily mail reading 

mothers who are terrified at 
the idea that their little 
Johnny could be 'duped' by 
the nasty black gangster 

culture.  And yet at the same 
time most politicians have at 
one point in their lives done 
cannabis and aren't that stupid 
to realise that putting 
cannabis in with the likes of 
speed, other amphetamines 
and barbiturates is an 

entirely arbitrary decision. 
     The change is not just 
in its classification the 
new law coming in 

gives more powers 
for the police, 
surprise, surprise.  
The most ludicrous 
change is that they 

will be able to stop 
the “sale and 

promotion of cannabis 
paraphernalia” Does this mean 
that ash trays with cannabis 
leafs printed on them are now 

illegal???? What a free, fair and 
just country we live in. 
     Also peculiarly if a “young 
person” is caught with 
possession of cannabis the first 
time they will be arrested and 
taken to a police station for a 
reprimand but an 'adult' caught 
in possession the first time will 
not be arrested.  If your caught 
a second time with cannabis, 
then you’re looking at an £80 
fine and arrest and 
imprisonment is on the cards if 
caught a third time (clearly the 
three strikes and you’re out 
policy copied from the US will 
allow us to have just as good a 
penal system as they have).  
The maximum penalty for 
possession was reduced from 
five years to two years 
imprisonment in 2004, but it 
will return to five years when it 
is re-classified to Class B. 
     The maximum penalties for 
supply, dealing, production and 
trafficking will go from 5 years 
to 14 years imprisonment. But 
there will also be a longer 
sentence for people supplying 
cannabis near schools, colleges 
& universities, mental health 
institutions and prisons.  Is it 
only me who thinks that this is 
a bit OTT. 
     Whilst I'm not saying that 
cannabis doesn't have its 
dangerous elements, that ought 
to be made more commonly 
understood, I think that it is 
important that when dealing 
with discussion of drugs and 
classification a more rational 
approach than simply 
responding to tabloid hysteria, 
is required.  Let’s be honest, 
the side effects associated with 
cannabis are easily comparable 
with tobacco and alcohol 
without getting into which is 
worse, as the affects are 
different.  If we are going to 
reclassify cannabis as a class B 
drug based on the fact that its 
more ‘dangerous’ than it was 
four years ago then why not 
alcohol or tobacco? What 

about the fact that in 1992 in 
England and Wales alone 
22,109 people died directly as a 
result of tobacco and about 
3,565 for alcohol (excluding 
death caused whilst under the 
influence) whilst a grand total 
of 0 people died from cannabis 
use.  Or if that's not enough 
then how about that it is the 
most common illegal drug used, 
40% of people aged 16-34 
admit to having had it at least 
once, why is it therefore OK 
for our parents or politicians to 
have 'experimented' with it (but 
of course never inhaled) but we 
can't? 8 members of the 2000 
shadow cabinet admitted to 
having smoked cannabis and 
those are just the ones that 
have been caught out. 
     The justification for this 
move comes down to the claim 
that the form that's most 
common now is stronger.  So 
does that mean were going to 
have a similar crackdown on 
consumption of absinthe and 
ban alcohol because the most 
common form of alcohol 
consumption is becoming 
spirits instead of beer, or how 
about banning pre rolled 
cigarettes because the 
chemicals used in them are 
more damaging than roll ups, 
or how about banning all 
cigarettes and only allowing 
pipe tobacco and cigars. 
     I have an idea for New 
Labour that will help them in 
the election, after all that's all 
this is about. How about we 
legalise cannabis but only from 
government controlled stuff 
and then sell it at a stupid 
amount of money so people 
will only buy it once a year as a 
treat. Put all the proceeds into 
a seriously deprived health 
service, not only does it create 
secure jobs but also some 
much needed money for the 
public sector. It’s certainly 
more logical than what this 
government is doing. 

Bethany Gallagher responds to the government‘s re-classification of cannabis as a class B drug  
Cannabis debateCannabis debateCannabis debate   
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With Britain and the rest of Europe now in the 
grip of capitalist economic crisis, 
Unemployment is at the highest level for over a 
decade John Clarke looks at what if anything 
the government is going to do about it.   
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Official figures have recently 
shown that at least 1.82 
million people are out of 
work. The number of people 
claiming jobseekers allowance 
rose by 36,500 to 980,900, 
the worst monthly increase 
since 1992 and the Office of 
National Statistics declared 
that the number of people in 
work fell by 99,000 and that 
vacancies were down 40,000 
to 589,000. The Eurozone 
formally went into recession 
meeting the accepted formula 
of two quarters of sustained 
negative growth. All this is 
happening at a time when 
Britain, has a £21 billion 
shortfall in tax collection — 
and £25 billion lost through 
tax avoidance by the rich — 
that remains to be tackled. 
Meanwhile, Prime Minister 
Gordon Brown is stomping 
the world, arguing for tax 
cuts and "fiscal stimulus," to 
slow the capitalist world's 
very own nosedive. 
     Now, while there is a 
certain amount of common 
sense to elements of "fiscal 
stimulus," which is 
Brownspeak for public 
expenditure to reboot 
economies that are 
struggling, and there is 
certainly reason to cut tax on 
the poor during such a crisis, 

one has to question Mr 
Brown's grasp of reality. For 
the private-sector companies 
which make up the heart of the 
free-market capitalism that he 
so loves and defends are 
treating his weak attempts to 
support a struggling economy 
with little short of derision. 
Tax cuts, of course, they are all 
in favour of - providing that it is 
their company tax which is to 
be cut. 
     Unemployment is now 
soaring, because the response 
of the private sector to a 
downturn in the economy is as 
it has always been, to pass the 
burden onto working people by 
sacking them. In the last few 
months, tens of thousands of 
job cuts have been announced 
by the private enterprise that 
Mr Brown defends with such 
passion. So much for any 
attempts to survive the crisis 
by stimulating growth. 
     The natural propensity of 
capitalism is not to rebuild a 
struggling economy, it is to 
retrench and batten down the 
hatches and wait for better 
times, saving in the meantime 
by sacking workers and so 
destroying the prospects of 
thousands of working-class 
families. 
     This is not a vindictive 
measure on the part of big 

business. It is a natural function 
of free-market private 
enterprise when faced with the 
boom and bust cycle that is 
natural to capitalism and which 
Mr Brown, who doesn't accept 
that this is so, claimed so vainly 
to have abolished not so long 
ago. 
     What is missing from the 
new Labour analysis is the 
simple and unavoidable fact 
that only government and, at 
that, only a socialist 
government, has the weapons 
to fight this cycle. 
     Capitalism has neither the 
inclination nor the incentive to 
regenerate. Its individualistic 
nature always leads to saving 
number one and letting the rest 
go hang. 
     The huge programme of 
state intervention and 
nationalisation that is necessary 
to control the excesses of 
private enterprise is anathema 
to it. 
     Which is why Mr Brown's 
efforts will be doomed until he 
accepts the basic fact that 
markets profit only their 
traders and the role of 
government is to safeguard 
citizens, not to facilitate their 
transformation into customers 
and employee cannon-fodder in 
the cut-throat free-for-all of 
monetarism. 

UnemploymentUnemploymentUnemployment   
what is really going on? what is really going on? what is really going on?    

Unemployment 
is now soaring, 
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in the economy 
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burden onto 
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by sacking 
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Much time is spent by 
Communists and anti-
communists alike engaged in 
debate over economic issues; 
often, and rightly so, 
Communists will argue that 
the capitalist economic system 
leads to exploitation and 
oppression – conversely, anti-
communists have argued that 
Communism leads necessarily 
to the eradication of 
economic freedoms, and that 
Communism has proved itself 
unstable as a viable economic 
system.  In countering these 
arguments, we encounter a 
few standard themes: the 
‘inevitability’ of the collapse of 
capitalism, the rise of 
socialism, and the dramatic 
increase of productive power 
under social ownership of the 
machinery of industry.  
However, in an age of 
diminished natural resources, 

and in the face of undeniably 
human-caused climate change, 
this argument, which remains 
unproved, now becomes 
hollow.  The super-
technological, mega-
productive society no longer 
seems particularly feasible or 
desirable – a massive sea-
change in productive-
methodology aside.  But there 
are other reasons to be a 
Communist in the 21st 
century, and I would like to 
state the case for one of them 
here.  That is, the argument 
from the perspective of 
Alienation. 
     Alienation is a product of 
the “early Marx”, and an 
understanding of it is, I 
believe, key to a full 
understanding of Marx's later 
works.  Alienation was not, as 
has been dogmatically claimed,  
superseded by Marx's later 

thought – rather, his later 
(predominantly economic) 
work on theory should be 
seen as a reinforcement and 
successful attempt to prove 
the existence of Alienation.  In 
this article I would like to 
briefly outline the concept of 
Alienation, and consider the 
implications it has for human 
freedom – essentially, how we 
can become ‘unalienated’, how 
people can be free both 
individually and collectively, 
and whether we can feasibly 
construct a society alienation 
is a thing of the past. 
     Marx's concept of 
alienation did not spring from 
thin air, it is to an extent 
modified from Feuerbach’s 
work, who in turn was 
influenced by Protagoras.  
Feuerbach said that human 
beings create God in his our 
own image – in doing so 
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Alienation is a 
product of the 
“early Marx”, 
and an 
understanding 
of it is, I 
believe, key to 
a full 
understanding 
of Marx's later 
works.   

part 1 

Following on from the Back 2 Basics breakdown of the Marxist concept of 
alienation (Challenge Summer 08), Nik Charlton delves deeper into the 
subject and evaluates why Marx believed that human beings are alienated 
from their true nature by capitalism 

THEORY  
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alienating the actual powers of 
humans by first transferring 
them onto an all-powerful (but 
non-existent) entity, 
worshipping them, and then 
letting the object of their 
(unacknowledged) creation 
come to dominate over them.  
What Marx did was to take this 
concept and apply it to the 
relationship between labour and 
capital. Under capitalism labour 
is a commodity, the proletariat 
‘sell’ their labour to the 
bourgeoisie.  This form of 
relationship is alien to human 
nature – workers have no 
control of their labour, and must 
choose either to sell it and lose 
the objectification of their work, 
or otherwise die of starvation.  
The things their labour produces 
are the things that maintain 
human existence, yet they do 
not own them entirely – the 
objects of their labour are the 
property of their bosses, and 
they can only obtain them by 
purchasing them with the money 
that their bosses pay them.  In 
this way human beings become 
alienated from their labour and 
‘project’ omnipotent and 
seemingly eternal characteristics 
onto capitalism in general. 
     This is seen in the, rather 
topical, case of the 'free market'.  
Humans collectively project 
their own productive power 
onto an abstract being, which 
they then see as independent of 
themselves– a self-governing 
body, that controls every aspect 
of life: the value of labour, the 
price of bread, of 
accommodation, even the 
suitability (understood as 
profitability) of a particular 
career. Humans come to see the 
market as a mystical force that 
renders certain skills valuable or 
otherwise.  The market takes on 
a persona – economists and 
journalists talk of the market 
“having a bad day”, when what is 
really meant is that on a 
particular day (or, as the case is 
now, on many successive days) a 
large number of investors chose, 
to sell shares in Lloyds-TSB and 

HBOS etc. and thus increase 
the available supply, while 
lowering demand, and hence 
force down prices.  The 
individual refuses to see 
themselves or their fellow 
shareholders as responsible; 
they fail to understand that 
they themselves were a part 
of the motion that caused the 
price to fall. 
     Likewise, someone 
working in a job where the 
division of labour is very 
significant (as is the case in the 
majority of employment in 
Britain today)—like operating 
the grill at McDonalds, putting 
in screws in a factory, or 
signing mail-merged letters in 
an office—can not relate their 
input into this process to the 
finished product they 
produces. Furthermore, as 
they can not own or 
appreciate the finished 
product, they does not see 
their work as productive at 
all.  Essentially, we come to 
believe that it is capitalism, or 
the market, that is productive, 
despite these constructs being 
themselves a product of 
human interaction. 
     Marx goes on to argue 
that this alienation of human 
beings from their labour 
estranges them from their 
true human nature: 
“Productive life is human-life.  
It is life producing life.  The 
whole character of a species... 
is contained in its manner of 
vital activity, and free 
conscious activity is the 
species-characteristic of 
human beings” 
     This echoes Aristotle's 
Nicomachean Ethics, which 
describes the function of 
human being’s as free rational 
activity performed in 

accordance with virtue.  
Whilst Marx does not say that 
humans have a function as 
such, he believes that it is 
possible to identify labour as 
the defining characteristic of 
human beings.  But under 
capitalism humans are 
alienated from their labour 
and the process of 
production: our engagement 
in production is resented, 
rather than revered as our 
defining characteristic. The 
products of our labour are 
alien, rather than being 
products of our needs and 
desires. Humans are alienated 
from our productive life, 
which is not free in any 
meaningful sense, and is 
generally not particularly 
conscious – while of course 
the worker is awake, they 
perform only robotic tasks, 
which fail to fully mentally 
engage them – and so it 
follows that humans are 
alienated from the true state 
of human nature. 
     I think at this point it’s 
useful to clarify why Marx 
used the term ‘species-being’. 
He did it to rebuff the at-the-
time dominant interpretation 
of human existence which was 
individualistic and assumed the 
apartness of humans from all 
other life on earth. 
     “The animal is immediately 
one with its vital activity... 
They are identical.  Humans 
make their vital activity into 
an object of their will and 
consciousness.”   The key 
point is that humans are 
distinguished from animals 
because we produce our 
means of subsistence whilst 
animals take them straight 
from nature. 

Essentially, 
we come to 
believe that it 
is capitalism, 
or the 
market, that 
is productive, 
despite these 
constructs 
being 
themselves a 
product of 
human 
interaction. 

Further Reading 
Karl Marx,  Theses of Feuerbach 
Marx & Engles The German Ideology 
Engles   The Origin of the Family,  
   Private Property & the State 
Marx   Economical & Philosophical Manuscripts 
István Mészáros Marx’s Theory of Alienation 



The updated, third edition of 
“Women and Class” by Mary 
Davies, recently published by 
the Communist Party, is a 
modestly priced £2 providing 
great value for what is a forty 
page exposition of a Marxist 
view of political, social and 
cultural issues relating to and of 
interest to women.   
     The core of her argument is 
that `women’s issues’ are 
central to the revolutionary 
process in achieving socialism. 
They are not deviations or 
diversions but are key to 
undermining capitalist power. 
Such concerns are not separate 
but integral to the concerns of 
working people. As Mary Davis 
herself puts it: “female 
oppression is indissolubly linked 
to the operation and 
maintenance of the capitalist 
system; that the fight to end 
female oppression is no mere 
optional extra, but is an 
intrinsic and essential part of 
the struggle for progressive 
change.” 
     Initially Davis outlines the 
historical origins of women’s 
oppression, making it clear that 
there have always been gender 
divisions of labour. That is, 
sharing the view that the 
oppression of women is the 
same as society being ruled by 
an elite class. Conceding the 
point that although power 
changes in the real world, 
either they take place at any 

given moment or they do not, 
the basis for such a shift exists 
in actuality. In the case of 
women’s oppression, this arose 
from “the movement from 
simple subsistence to the 
production of a surplus (which) 
laid the material basis for the 
development of trade, the 
appropriation of labour and the 
concept of private property”. 
     Davis then lays out the 
experience of women under 
capitalism, historically and in 
the present, as well as outlining 
the history and development of 
women’s movements.  The 
current campaign for the 
`Charter for Women’ and the 
work of women in trade unions 
is well elaborated.  
     There is a review in the 
pamphlet of the rival theories 
of women’s oppression, such as 
biological determinism, which 
suggests that whatever 
scientific or social 
advancements may ever occur 
that the female dominance of 
care-giving will always have 
implications. Liberal 1960s 
feminism produced educated 
women focused entirely on the 
pay gap, what one might think 
of as the 90s `shoulder-pad 
brigade’.   
     Then there is radical 
feminism, a kind of 
testosterone-fuelled theory, 
which focuses entirely on the 
responsibilities of men as 
oppressors arising from their 

physical bulk and predisposition 
towards `violence’, which views 
personal issues as being at the 
heart of politics. Presumably, 
gay men are an anomaly!? 
Socialist feminism, also having 
origins in 1960s student 
radicalism, sought to go beyond 
Marx and Engels, criticising the 
established socialist movement 
for being masculine-bound, a 
consequence also of patriarchy. 
     In `eco-feminism’, it is 
women’s reproductive capacity 
that alone produces gentleness, 
the very essence, it seems, of 
femaleness.  In this `womb 
worship’ theory, obviously, the 
vindictiveness of the prom 
queen phenomena is solely the 
product of patriarchy. Moving 
into more recent territory, 
post-feminism is individualist 
and anti-social in character, 
even rejecting feminism in a 
kind of `were all feminists now’ 
view of the world. Such post-
modernist outlooks emerge in 
so-called `diversity theory’, this 
newest of social policy outlooks 
has strong adherence in New 
Labour.  
     But more importantly, 
“Women and Class” is the last 
word on the debates amongst 
revisionist exponents of a view 
that sought to downgrade class 
in Marxist theory by relying on 
the complexity that women’s 
oppression bring to the debate.  
Yet Mary Davies is also critical 
of any “tendency to subsume 

women’s issues within the 
general class struggle or to 
relegate them to a secondary 
position”. Because capitalism 
can only maintain its system, 
and acceptance of it, by posing 
one group of working people 
against another, it inevitably 
reaches for points of difference 
to create divides. Women, who 
now constitute more half of the 
workforce are an excellent 
place to start for the ruling 
elite but they are many other 
forms of division to exploit 
also. Those who wish to bring 
the walls of the system 
tumbling down must seek to 
prevent such divisions amongst 
the forces for change. Thus, 
acknowledging women’s 
oppression is not merely 
important for revolutionaries, it 
must be at the core of our 
work if we are to be serious 
about our aims.   
     This is a deeply considerate 
analysis, and useful for anyone 
interested in the complex 
issues relating to women’s 
oppression and how this is 
connected to class struggle and 
class society.  Anyone who has 
not grasped that Communists 
prioritise women in the 
struggle because they are 
positioned at the very point of 
the capitalist power base needs 
to read this important work 
that will surely stand the test of 
time-relevance for many years 
to come.  
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YCL Women’s Organiser 
Joanne Stevenson reviews 
Mary Davis’ pamphlet 
which deals with the Marxist 
view of political, social and 
cultural issues relating to 
and of interest to women  
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has come?has come?has come?   
Stop the War Coalition chair Andrew Murray looks at the implications for the 
anti-war movement of Barack Obama’s victory in the US presidential 
elections  

Washington and, in 
particular, an expression 
of mass opposition to the 
Iraq war, by the time that 
it ended it was wrapped 
in the embrace of critical 
sections of the 
establishment.  
     Indeed, he enjoyed 
endorsements from 
Bush's first Secretary of 
State Colin Powell, a man 
who will forever be 
associated with making 
the mendacious case for 
the aggression against 
Iraq at the United 
Nations, as well as 
several other Republican 
luminaries.  
     The reason is not 
hard to find. They are 
aware that the US elite 
needs to show a more 
acceptable face to the 
world if it is to have any 
hope of securing its 
objectives in the Middle 
East or anywhere else.  
     After all, if it is 
determined that the 
interests of the US 
establishment or Israel 
demand an attack on Iran, 
who better to make the 
decision and the 
announcement to the 
world than a new 
president with plenty of 
political capital in the 

     Barack Obama 
inherits neither peace 
nor prosperity from his 
aggressive and feckless 
predecessor.  
     The contours of a 
shifting world political 
and economic map will 
determine the conduct of 
the Obama 
administration as much as 
his specific and 
sometimes vague policy 
pronouncements 
regarding international 
affairs.  
     The higher reaches of 
US imperialism are well 
aware of this.  
     While Obama's 
candidacy may have 
started out as an 
insurgency against 

It has been widely noted 
that the most liberal 
president that the US has 
elected in over 30 years 
takes office at a time of 
mounting crisis both for 
the US itself and for the 
world. 



bank at home and abroad. 
To that extent, the new 
face in the White House 
could represent a new 
danger.  
     The need for some 
degree of a change was 
evident even before the 
economic crisis broke. 
Two years ago, the Baker-
Hamilton report on Iraq, 
an initiative which 
President Bush largely 
ignored, indicated that at 
least part of the 
Washington establishment 
was having serious second 
thoughts about the 
neoconservative approach 
of aggressive unilateralism.  
     Today, with a financial 
crisis largely rooted in US 
capitalism's profit-hungry 
excesses sweeping the 
world, the scope for a 
policy based on complete 
disregard for other 
interests is squeezed still 
further.  
     The limits of US 
power were exposed 
during the Georgia crisis. 
This was widely perceived 
as marking the end of the 
"unipolar moment," the 
phase in world politics 
when US hyper-power 
bestrode the planet 
without inhibition and 
those who ruled in 
Washington could do 
much as they pleased 
anywhere else. If the 
resistance in Iraq marked 
the beginning of the end 
of the march of arrogant 
unilateralism, the war in 
the Caucuses made its 
limitations unmistakeable.  
     Of course, this is only 
a relative shift. If President 
Obama wants to start a 
war, he will not lack the 
means to do so. The 
budget crisis is already 
squeezing Pentagon 
spending, but plenty is left 
for a bombing raid here 
or a smallish occupation 
there.  
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     And the world is only 
multipolar up to a point - the 
point where everybody else's 
military spending is added up 
and it still falls short of the 
dollars devoted to the US war 
machine.  
     However, dealing with the 
slump or attempting to will 
inevitably be Obama's top 
political priority. The millions 
of voters who have propelled 
him to the White House and 
installed the Democrats in 
firm control of both houses of 
Congress will not readily 
tolerate a policy that puts 
guns before butter or puts 
keeping the Russians out of 
the Crimea before keeping 
General Motors afloat.  
     The great anti-war 
movement in the US will have 
the central role to play in 
determining whether Obama 
fulfils the hopes placed in him 
regarding the US role in the 
world. Mass pressure will 
continue to refresh the parts 
conventional politics do not 
reach.  
     But the twin ugly sisters of 
capitalist crisis, war and slump, 
hovering over the new 
president's cradle will also 
determine his political future. 
Indeed, they will shape all 
politics, including the 
environment in which the anti-
war movement does its work.  
     So the changes of the last 
few months - the collapse of 
neoliberalism, the mounting 
impasse facing US 
imperialism's war and the 
election of Obama - all 
demand a fresh look at the 
work of the anti-war 
movement.  
     Our central demands do 
not need changing, alas. The 
wars in Iraq and Afghanistan 
continue. The dangers of their 
extension to Syria, Pakistan or 
Iran are patent.  
     Nor does our overall 
strategy of mass popular 
mobilisation in a diversity of 
forms need to be abandoned. 
It is that, allied to "facts on the 

ground" shaped by resistance 
to occupation, that has helped 
drive the warmongers step by 
step into a political corner.  
     But we have to reckon 
with changed priorities among 
millions of people and much of 
the left with economic issues 
coming much more to the 
fore; and with a changed 
perception of the US under its 
new president.  
     So I would suggest that, 
first, the anti-war movement 
needs to tie in the need to 
end the war more closely with 
the means to address the 
economic crisis, highlighting 
not just the vast cost of the 
occupations at a time when 
millions "at home" are facing 
redundancy or home 
repossession due to the 
capitalist system failure but 
also how the politics of slump 
feed into sharper competition 
for markets and profits and, 
consequently, international 
conflict.  
     And also that we should 
identify our movement with 
the hopes aroused for millions 
of people by Obama's 
election. Some of those hopes 
will doubtless prove to be 
illusions and there is nothing 
wrong with drawing attention 
to that danger now.  
     But writing Obama off 
before he as much as sets foot 
in the White House on the 
grounds of some socialist 
superiority risks driving the 
movement to the margins of 
real political life. To simply 
delete "Bush" from our 
placards and substitute 
"Obama" would be to invite 
ridicule.  
     Only those masses who 
cheered around the world last 
week can ultimately determine 
the question of war and peace.  
     For that, their hopes need 
to be turned into growing 
political energy by a mass 
movement able to mobilise 
from within.  
     That is the work of the 
anti-war movement above all.  

The limits of 
US power 
were exposed 
during the 
Georgia crisis. 
This was 
widely 
perceived as 
marking the 
end of the 
"unipolar 
moment," the 
phase in 
world politics 
when US 
hyper-power 
bestrode the 
planet without 
inhibition  
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Cartoon Corner
This issue of Challenge kicks off a new regular feature. If you have any ideas for a full page 

or strip cartoon or if you’re a budding political cartoonist yourself get in touch with us. 
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painting painting painting    

Paul Dobson reports from Venezuela on 
the recent municipal & local elections 

The elections were a key event 
here in Venezuela. On the eve of 
the elections already the country 
was being painted red! Literally, 
the whole country is dancing 
salsa in a red T-shirt tonight! 
Today is the last day of 
campaigning for the upcoming 
local elections on Sunday, and the 
Chavistas have held huge parties 
across the country to close their 
campaigns! 
     There was dancing, singing, 
speeches, and there was tingling 
down my spine as I saw men, 
women, children, black, white, 
mestizo, old and young, shouting, 
cheering, hugging and so on. The 
energy was incredible.  
     The electoral campaigns have 
been going for months, but as the 
law states, today, Thursday, they 
must end. As the law also states, 
there is a "Ley Seca", dry law, in 
place, i.e. no selling or consuming 
of alcohol, from Friday 2.00pm 
until Monday 2.00pm. All will be 
observed by 350 International 
Observers who are spread out 
across the country. The voting 
process is electronic and the 
result should be expected around 
9pm the same night. 
     The actual vote is for the 
following: for the Governors or 
the 23 States in Venezuela; for 
the mayors of the municipalities, 
for example here in the state of 
Merida there are 23 

Municipalities, where the 
principal towns consist of one 
municipality by themselves and 
where in rural areas often several 
smaller towns are grouped 
together into one municipality. 
The elections on Sunday are also 
for legislators to the National 
Assembly. 
     In light of a talk I had with the 
local PCV state secretary, its 
worth pointing out some of the 
operational aspects of the 
alliances here. The "patriotic 
alliance", between 
Chavez´s Unified Socialist Party 
(PSUV), the Communist Party 
(PCV) and the Fatherland For All 
(Chavez´s old party) (PPT) has 
found common candidates for 17 
of the 23 governors. When i say 
this, I mean that the PCV and 
PPT have opted to support the 
PSUV’s candidate in 17 of the 23 
states. In 6 others the PCV and 
PPT are running joint candidates 
against the PSUV candidate, of 
which 3 are from the PCV and 3 
from the PPT. In those 6 seats, all 
securely held by the left, it is a 
clear run-off between the PSUV 
and PPT/PCV candidates, as the 
opposition do not stand a chance. 
In the rest, the other 17, the PCV 
and PPT are supporting the PSUV 
candidate to stop the opposition 
from getting in. Furthermore, to 
give you all an example, in this 
state of Merida, the Patriotic 

The "patriotic 
alliance", 
between 
Chavez´s Unified 
Socialist Party 
(PSUV), the 
Communist Party 
(PCV) and 
the Fatherland 
For All (Chavez´s 
old party) (PPT) 
has found 
common 
candidates for 17 
of the 23 
governors.  

Alliance has a common list in 20 
of the 23 municipalities. 
     It is worth citing the case of 
the Libertador Municiaplity, that 
of the City of Merida, within the 
state of Merida, where the PCV 
is fielding a candidate against the 
PSUV. This decision was taken 
primarily because of the huge 
confidence that the PSUV 
candidate will win, i.e., there is 
little threat form the right, and 
also because there is huge 
disillusionment with the PSUV 
candidate here in Merida. There 
is a large section of rank and file 
PSUV members who are going to 
vote for the PCV candidate as 
the "real revolutionary". 
With increasing problems with 
the leadership of the PSUV and 
their behaviour within the 
alliance, in particular towards 
other revolutionary parties 
(mainly the PCV and PPT), there 
is a lot of thinking to be done as 
to the way forward. The PSUV 
seem to have hijacked the 
Patriotic Alliance, in that you will 
rarely see their members talking 
of the Alliance candidate rather 
the PSUV candidate. Equally all 
propaganda for the candidate has 
PSUV printed on it and 
furthermore, state owned media 

VenezuelaVenezuelaVenezuela      



The opposition is still 
divided- Accion 
Democratica won 1 seat, 
Primero Justicia 1, Un 
Nuevo Tiempo 1, Alianza 
Braza Pueblo 1, the 
government won the rest as 
an unified force 

 
The local elections: 
The main cities in each state 

were won by the same side 
that won the state generally 

In a few cases, the 
opposition won the city, but 
the government was carried 
through by the huge wave 
of country people, 
indigenous, etc in the rest 
of the state (for example, 
my state here, Merida, the 
government won 20 of the 
23 municipalities that 
comprise the state, hence 
winning its governor, but 
lost the most important 
city) 

The large majority of 
municipalities that make up 
Caracas state were won by 
the opposition, but the 
most important one, that of 
the centre, was won by the 
Chavista candidate 

     Firstly it is very important to 
note that the elections here 
were free and fair; declared as 
such by all independent 
observers, declared by the CNE 
(National Electoral 
Commission), polling stations 
were open late, everyone had 
their chance to vote. Many had 
to wait a long time because of 
the turnout.  There was no 
violence. All of these 
declarations match with what 
my personal experience 
throughout the election was. 
     Both sides are inevitably 
claiming that they took huge 
victories. What is true is that 
the opposition worked better 
together and managed to take 
some key positions off the 
government. But it is also true 
that the government won a 
huge majority of seats, and 
many of those by a huge 
majority, and those that it lost, 
it lost narrowly. The opposition 
now say "we speak for the 
people", as they claim to 

control the 3 most populous 
states, and claim that Chavez is 
left without cities and controls 
only the backwaters of the 
country. Chavez points out that 
with Barinas, Puerto La Cruz, 
Merida, Puerto Ordaz etc etc, 
there are many cities he 
controls and controls well. 
 
Constitutional Reform 
You may well have heard, but 
the constitutional reform is 
back (unsurprisingly)! 
Remember the thick dense 
reform package that Chavez put 
forward and lost by the smallest 
of margins last December? Well 
it has been trimmed down and 
is back, to be voted on in March 
2009! This announcement came 
a week after the local elections 
(does that sound like the tactics 
of a man who lost the local 
elections??). The new package 
includes as it main clause the 
removing of the limits on terms, 
the "dictator clause" as the 
opposition claim it to be. Lets 
be clear, with the removing of 
limits, it says that the president, 
whoever it may be at the time, 
can be in office for life, as long 
as the people continue to re-
elect him or her every time 
there is an election, which is at 
maximum every 6 years here. It 
also removes the 10 year limit 
on an ex-president standing 
again. 
So, what should we expect? We 
should expect a similar No 
campaign to last year’s lies, 
accusations of establishing a 
dictatorship, calls for freedom, 
calls for democracy. Lets look 
at some of those. Venezuela has 
already had 11 elections in the 
last 10 years. With this one it 
will be 12 under Chavez´s rule. 
Each one has been declared free 
and fair, some the government 
had even lost. So who are the 
people putting into office 
continuously as their 
democratic choice?? 
 
For a full breakdown of the 
Venezuelan election results go to  
http://www.cne.gov.ve/
divulgacion_regionales_2008/
index.php. 
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outlets, TV, radio etc, are charging 
the PCV the same for as the righist 
AD or Copei.  The campaign trails 
here have mainly involved house to 
house calls, radio and TV ads, large 
trucks blaring out revolutionary 
messages driving around the city, 
wall painting, news conferences and 
so on. 
  
Analysis of the results 
Firstly it is worth pointing out the 
following points from the results. 
In many cases the Chavista 

candidate won by a huge margin 
Those where the Chavista 

candidate lost were by very 
small margins 

The government lost in a total 
of 5 of all the states, previously 
it had lost 2, hence the 
opposition did indeed make an 
advance in 3 states 

Those 3 states which changed 
hands are Carabobo, Miranda, 
and Tachira 

The government lost control of 
the capital city- Caracas 

Those states now controlled by 
the opposition include all border 
states with Colombia, they also 
include the 1st, 2nd and 3rd 
biggest cities in the country 
(Caracas, Maracaibo, Valencia) 

All states with an indigenous, 
rural, mountain, country social 
structure went hugely Chavista 

In many states which were 
previously controlled by 
Chavista traitors (ie declared 
Chavistas to win their seat who 
later turned against him) all lost 
heavily, and the government 
won them all heavily 

Many industrial centres 
(Maracaibo, Caracas, Valencia, 
San Cristobal) are now 
controlled by the opposition, 
but he government still retains 
plenty. 

The two previous opposition 
states (Nueva Esparta and Zulia) 
re-elected the opposition, but by 
a smaller margin 

The opposition now controls, 
without doubt, the 5 richest, 
and the 3 most populated states 
in Venezuela 

Finally, turnout was huge, 
around the 67% mark, much 
higher than the reform package 
referendum vote of December 
2008 

Venezuela 
has already 
had 11 
elections in 
the last 10 
years. Each 
one has been 
declared free 
and fair, some 
the 
government 
had even lost. 
So who are 
the people 
putting into 
office 
continuously 
as their 
democratic 
choice? 
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In the name of In the name of   
The Paris Commune was one of the most significant events in European 
revolutionary history, YCL London Region Organiser James Rodie explores the 
lessons to be drawn and its continuing relevance 
March 28th 1871, the roars of 
support from the crowd at the 
Hôtel de Ville were too loud 
to hear the Paris Commune 
being declared “in the name of 
the people”, people who in 
Marx’s words were ‘storming 
heaven. Just a couple of months 
later this experiment in 
working class government had 
fallen and the streets of Paris 
ran red with the blood of the 
Communards. But what was 
the Commune? Why did it 
rise? And why did it fall?  
     On the 4th of September 
1870 the French Second 
Empire had come crashing 
down due to Napoleon III’s 
surrender in the Franco-
Prussian War. Thus the Third 
Republic was set up as the 
Government of National 

Defence (GND), aiming to 
rescue France from defeat. 
However within a month the 
Prussians were at the gates of 
the capital in a siege that would 
last until the final defeat of the 
French forces at the end of 
January 1871. Meanwhile the 
new government under Adolph 
Thiers fled from “the paving 
stones of the mob” to the 
relative safety of Versailles just 
outside of Paris.  
     During the siege large 
numbers of Parisians had joined 
the citizen army National 
Guard both out of patriotic 
pride and with unemployment 
running high during the siege as 
the daily wages came in useful. 
After the armistice agreement 
disbanded standing army the 
National Guard had become 

the only armed force in Paris. 
Furthermore the National 
Guard was overwhelmingly 
working class, there were a 
few bourgeois divisions, but 
during the siege and Commune 
the wealthiest third of the city 
had fled Paris – this is 
important as it meant that the 
makeup of Paris was 
undoubtedly proletarian during 
the Commune. 
     Thiers soon realised that 
“armed Paris was the only 
obstacle in the way of the 
counter-revolutionary 
conspiracy”, in other words 
the National Guard must be 
disarmed to protect bourgeois 
interests. This provided the 
spark for the Commune. On 
March 18 Thiers ordered that 
the National Guard’s canon be 

seized by the few regular 
troops left at his disposal. The 
Parisian workers and National 
Guard rallied to the barricades. 
The ensuing standoff led to the 
Central Committee of the 
National Guard declaring Paris 
independent from rule from 
Versailles. 
     The Central Committee 
called elections on March 26 
for the new Communal 
Council. From a registered 
485,569 voters 229,167 went 
to the polls. While this may 
seem like a small amount this 
can largely be explained by 
absenteeism, a large portion 
had fled to Versailles and 
London, more had died in the 
siege. Furthermore, the 
emphasis of the Commune was 
on participation rather than 

the Peoplethe People  



29 

PAR IS  COMMUNE  

simply elections, this was a new 
kind of government. Of the 92 
on the Council there were 21 
workers, though 35 were or 
had been manual workers. 
Further, there were 30 
‘professionals’ such as 
journalists, writers and 
painters, and 13 clerks and 
small tradesmen. While there 
was some diversity of political 
opinions (16 elected anti-
Communards from the 
bourgeois districts did not take 
up their seats), the Council was 
dominated by the extreme Left.  
     Elections to the National 
Assembly on February 8 
returned overwhelming 
conservative candidates from 
the provinces but socialists and 
radical republicans from the 
large cities, in this sense Paris 
was totally at odds with the 
rest of France and did feel at 
odds with Paris.  
     After the 1789 revolution 
from 1792-95 the Parisian 
Commune ruled over France. 
This ‘Parisian Dictatorship’ saw 
Paris take what many saw as its 
rightful place at the helm of the 
nation. However, this backward 
looking view deserves little 
merit. Even Jacobins such as 
Delecluze were espousing 
socialist views by this time. The 
Communards were more 
inspired by the uprising of 1848 
than 1789, which was still in 
living memory for older 
Parisians. It had the same 
Republican ideals but this time 
the working class wanted to 
win power for themselves – 
previously they had been 
amongst the most active in the 
revolution and on the 
barricades but the ultimate 
victors had been the 
bourgeoisie. 
     The legislative programme 
followed by the Commune was 
far more progressive than the 
Second Empire that came 
before it and the Conservative 
Republicanism of Thiers. One 
of the most important decrees 
was the moratorium on rents. 
As mentioned, during the siege 
Paris’s economy collapsed, the 
poor of Paris were either living 
on the streets or facing 
imminent eviction. The GND 
had betrayed its bourgeois 

nature by cancelling the 
suspension of paying rents that 
had been in place during the 
siege. The Commune’s decision 
to suspend rents (and interest 
paid on them) was not simply 
based on populism but revealed 
their socialist intentions: 
“labour, industry and 
commerce have borne all the 
burdens of the war and it is 
only fair that property should 
make to the country its part of 
the sacrifice.” 
     According to Frankel – 
considered by many to be the 
only Marxist on the Communal 
Council – the decision to ban 
night work for bakers was the 
Commune’s only truly socialist 
decree, insofar as the state was 
unequivocally siding with the 
worker against the capitalist 
class. There were only two 
dissenting voices in the Council 
when this was passed and it 
was overwhelmingly popular in 
the public. Another socialist 
aspect was the decision to 
separate church and state. 
Rather than crude anti-
clericism this was an attack on 
a staunch ally of the ruling class: 
“the handmaiden of despotism 
and oppression”.  
     Other actions of a 
progressive nature were 
numerous. On the 6th of April 
the Commune ordered the 
burning of the guillotine, on the 
16th they turned over all 
disused factories to be run by 
cooperatives of workers, the 
18th saw the destruction of the 
Vendome Column as a 
monument to French 
imperialism, on the 20th 
pawnshops were abolished. 
This last was particularly 
important as during the Siege 
many workers had been forced 
to pawn their tools, in other 
words they had sold their 
livelihoods and had little chance 
of getting them back. The 
Commune released all items 
below the value of twenty 
francs for free. Such a move 
again showed the Commune 
siding with the workers against 
the exploiters. 
     Despite the claims of some 
anti-Communards the 
International Working Men’s 
Association (The First 

International, of which Marx 
was a prominent member) did 
not actually initiate the 
Commune. Many at the time 
saw a shady conspiracy 
directed by Marx from London. 
However, they did play a 
leading role in the Commune 
and punched above their weight 
in terms of influence. One of 
the Commune’s most 
successful commissions (like 
government departments) was 
that for Labour and Exchange 
and it was dominated by 
members of the International 
and run by Frankel.  
     The Commune made two 
great mistakes: the first was in 
its approach to the Bank of 
France. Rather than seizing all 
of the reserves held there 
Jourde, the finance minister, 
committed himself to being 
fiscally responsible. This meant 
taking loans from the bank to 
carry on running of the 
Commune, meanwhile money 
was smuggled to Versailles to 
carry out the counter-
insurgency. It was this kind of 
activity that led Marx to state 
that “the working class cannot 
simply lay hold of the ready-
made state machinery, and 
wield it for its own purposes” it 
must “smash” the bourgeois 
state.  
     This analysis of the Paris 
Commune was also central in 
Lenin’s mind when writing State 
and Revolution in 1917. He 
considered the limiting of 
Commune officials’ wages to 
those of a skilled worker 
essential in the prototype for 
the Soviets. In fact Lenin saw 
the Commune in general as a 
precursor to the mass direct 
democracy of the Soviets of 
1905 and 1917. 
     The Second key mistake 
was the decision not to 
immediately march on 
Versailles. In the words of 
Lissagaray, who fought on the 
barricades in Paris and went on 

to briefly marry Eleanor Marx, 
the Council failed to realise 
that “the Commune was a 
barricade and not a 
government office”, although it 
was clearly due to its radical 
governance that it had to 
become a barricade. 
     The Commune came 
crashing down in La Semaine 
Sanglante (“The Bloody 
Week"). This was the most 
ruthless White Terror of the 
century. Assessments vary 
greatly as to the number killed 
but low estimates run into the 
tens of thousands, both in the 
fighting and in summary 
executions – Lenin put the 
combined number lost through 
fighting, execution and exile at 
100,000. By February 28 all 
resistance had been crushed. 
Bismarck, the Chancellor of the 
newly formed Germany, had 
released a hundred thousand 
captured French troops to aid 
in the crushing of the 
Commune. The Commune had 
been internationalist in nature 
receiving messages of support 
from all over the world and the 
bourgeoisie too showed their 
willingness to combine against 
the working class.  
     The Paris Commune was 
above all a heroic failure. 
Perhaps doomed from the start 
it did nonetheless constitute 
the first truly proletarian 
uprising in history. The 
tumultuous events of the 72 
days in 1871 shaped both Marx 
and Lenin’s thoughts on the 
dictatorship of the proletariat 
and role of the state. Its impact 
endured into the twentieth 
century – when the Soviet 
Union sent Vokshod 1 into 
space the crew carried with 
them pictures of Marx and 
Lenin as well as a ribbon from a 
Communard flag – and we 
should not overlook the 
experience’s of the Paris 
Commune in carrying out the 
struggles of today. 

Further Reading 
Karl Marx,  The Civil War in France 
Lenin   State and Revolution  
Frank Jellinek The Paris Commune of 1871 
Stuart Edwards Documents of Revolution, The  
   Communards of Paris 1871 



divided by the total 
capital advanced (s/
(c+v)). 
     The same rate of surplus 
value can therefore result in 
different rates of profit, 
dependent on the relationship 
between constant and variable 
capital within the total capital 
advanced.  For example: 
 

 
      As we can see from this 
table, the higher the proportion 
of constant capital contained in 
the total capital, the lower the 
rate of profit attained at a 
similar rate of exploitation. 
     Now as production methods 
improve and new machinery 
and techniques are introduced, 
a worker can produce far more 
in a given time.  However, this 
will not result in a higher value 
being produced as the value of a 
commodity is related directly to 
the labour embodied within it.  
If more commodities are 
produced using the same 
quantity of labour, the value of 
that labour will be shred 
between a greater number of 
commodities and each will be 

worth less 
than it was 
previously.  
However, a 
greater 
quantity of raw 
materials, machinery, 
etc. will be consumed in the 
production process than before, 
its value being transferred 
directly to the commodities 
produced.  Therefore the 
amount of constant capital (cost 
of raw materials, wear and tear 
on machinery, etc.) contained 
within the total capital will 
increase.  As this amount 
increases, so the overall rate of 
profit will decline and capital 
will become less profitable.  
Hence the search to find higher 
rates of profit through super-
exploitation, control of 
resources and privatisation of 
state assets. 
     Whilst there are several 
mechanisms which capitalism 
may resort to, to counteract 
this tendency in the short term, 
including increasing the rate of 
exploitation and the overall 
amount of capital investment, 
there is no long-term solution 
to this internal contradiction 
within the capitalist system 
except its overthrow and 
replacement with a mode of 
production which operates on 
an alternative basis and which is 
concerned with development 
for people not for profit. 

In previous issues of back to 
basics, we have seen how 
capitalism, once a progressive 
force in both social and 
productive terms, becomes 
more parasitic and moribund 
throughout its development.  
More and more, the social 
relations of production, 
crystallised in a social and legal 
system based on protection of 

private property, begin to hold 
back the development of 
society’s productive forces.  
More and more, labour is 
wasted in socially-useless 
production or financial 
speculation.  Capitalism daily 
fails the majority of people, 
impoverishing them in order to 
make the rich richer.  
     However, even judged by 
its own standard – generation 
of profit – capitalism is failing 
and, as an economic system 
cannot do anything but fail.  In 
addition to periodic crises of 
overproduction and financial 
crises, there is an underlying 
tendency for the rate of profit 
to fall over time in any 
capitalist system.  It is this 
tendency which drives 
imperialism to constant 
aggressive expansion and the 
extraction of super-profits at 
home and abroad in order to 
sustain itself.  The purpose of 
this article is to explore the 
basis of this trend. 

     As explained in previous 
issues of back to basics, 
capitalist production takes 
place on the basis of the 
exploitation of workers.  
Suppose a worker’s wages (v) 
are £100 per week (this figure 
being determined on the basis 
of the socially-necessary cost 
of sustaining and replacing the 
worker) and that in one week, 

that worker produces, through 
their labour, commodities 
worth £200.  £100 of surplus 
value (s) is included within this 
£200.  The rate of surplus 
value, calculated as surplus 
value divided by the cost of 
wages (s/v) is 100%.  However, 
in addition to the amount of 
capital needed to pay wages 
(variable capital – v), the 
capitalist must pay for the raw 
materials, wear and tear on 
machines, etc. which is 
necessary for the production of 
these commodities (constant 
capital – c).  This amount will 
be transferred directly to the 
value of the commodities 
produced.  Therefore the total 
capital advanced (C) will be 
constant capital plus variable 
capital (c+v) and the value of 
the final product will be the 
total capital advanced plus the 
surplus value created by the 
worker (c+v+s).  The rate of 
profit on the capital advanced, 
therefore, is the surplus value, 
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Part 12: The falling 

rate of profit 

Constant Capital 
(materials) 

Variable 
Capital 
(wages) 

Rate of Surplus 
Value (rate of 
exploitation) 

Surplus 
Value 

produced 

Rate of Profit on total capi-
tal (surplus value produced 

divided by total capital) 
£50 £100 100% £100 100/150 = 66.67% 

£100 £100 100% £100 100/200 = 50% 

£150 £100 100% £100 100/250 = 40% 

£200 £100 100% £100 100/300 = 33.33% 

Further Reading 
Karl Marx, Capital Vol. 3 
Ibrahim, F. 'Capitalism - The Edge of a Vortex', (Communist 
Review, No.51, Aut ‘08) 
J. Eaton, Political Economy: A Marxist Textbook 
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If you had to choose a word to 
sum up the last year in South 
African politics it would have to 
be Polokwane. A town of 
seemingly little significance with 
around 300,000 inhabitants and 
the provincial capital of 
Limpopo, the northern most 
province of South Africa. Yet it 
was in Polokwane December 
2007 that the 52nd National 
Congress of the African 
National Congress (ANC), the 
ruling party of South Africa was 
held and it was at this congress 
that Jacob Zuma was elected 
President of the ANC. 
     Of course to suggest that 
his election came straight out 
of the blue would be incorrect 
and it was the continued 
marginalisation of the working 
class and rural and urban poor 
of the Mbeki government that 
lead to Zuma’s election. 
     The ‘1996 class project’ is 
often talked about by the left in 
alliance circles (the ANC, 
COSATU & SACP) and not 
without reason. It is not a new 
Marxist concept but a term 
that refers to the hegemony 
exercised within the ANC and 
the government by a particular 
class agenda, that of the 
capitalist class. At the heart of 
it has been as in other 
countries the application of the 
‘neo-liberal’ economic model. It 
has helped to lay the 
foundation for an alliance 

between the emerging and 
existing capitalists and sections 
of the ANC which we’re in the 
government. 
     The political strategy has 
been to de-mobilise the ANC, 
de-emphasise and sever the 
connections within the alliance, 
between members of the 
government to the point where 
COSATU and the SACP were 
no longer even being consulted 
on key economic and political 
decisions of the government 
(sound familiar?). The fight-back 
against this has been protracted 
and immense. 
     It is in this context that 
Polokwane can be viewed as a 
turning point in South African 
politics, from one of an ANC 
leadership dominated by and in 
the service of big business with 
little accountability to the 
organised working class to one 
who’s mandate has come 
directly from the Trade Unions 
and the South African 
Communist Party (SACP). 
     Since then the shape of 
South African Politics holds 
little in common to that of 
December a year ago. Mbeki 
has been ousted as President of 
South Africa after he was seen 
to be complicit in the political 
meddling in the trial of Jacob 
Zuma for alleged corruption. 
The Communist Party and the 
Young Communist league 
throughout the trial 

consistently defended Jacob 
Zuma against unjust and 
constitutionally illegal 
statements to the press which 
were used by the right to 
attempt to unseat Zuma’s 
popular support by implying his 
guilt. If fact if it wasn’t for the 
strong support of the left in the 
ANC, ANC Youth League, 
SACP and YCL. Jacob Zuma 
may not have been acquitted. 
     As President of the ANC, 
Jacob Zuma will be the ANC’s 
Presidential candidate, however 
if he were to find himself under 
trial his ability to hold office 
would be hampered and 
potentially unconstitutional. As 
the elected representative of 
the ANC an attack made to 
stop Zuma was an attack on 
the democracy and well being 
of the party 
     The result of the left shift 
within the ANC at Polokwane 
lead many on the right within 
the party to lose their carefully 
cultivated positions of power 
and influence in the ANC 
hierarchy. The attack on Jacob 
Zuma through the manipulation 
of the judiciary was their last 
ditch effort to regain that 
control or fragment the left 
sufficiently that their political 
influence would still dominate 
alliance politics. The decision of 
the judges and subsequent 
removal of Thabo Mbeki from 
presidential office landed the 

final blow. 
     Patrick ‘terror’ Lakota, 
former minister of defence 
under Mbeki, rather than 
defending and respecting the 
democratic decisions of the 
members of his political party 
handed in his resignation of 
office and has since helped to 
form a new political party along 
with a few other unseated 
opportunists from the ANC 
who haven’t been able to deal 
with the ANC’s democratic 
decision to defend workers 
over big business.  
     The ANC has held a long 
and proud history where the 
principles of democracy, 
inclusiveness, unity and 
solidarity have held strong. 
Unfortunately the opportunistic 
right are quite adept at 
jettisoning these principles 
when they stand in the way of 
advancing their own agenda. 
     This will not be the last 
attempt by opportunistic forces 
to undermine the potential for 
a significant advance that a 
Zuma presidency would bring. 
Until the elections in April 
2009 all eyes will be on South 
Africa and it would be foolish 
to declare the struggle over. 
But certainly the prospects for 
a revolutionary advance in 
South Africa are stronger now 
than they have been at any time 
since the defeat of apartheid. 

SOUTH AFRICA 

road to 
South Africa’sSouth Africa’sSouth Africa’s   

socialism 
Following on from the article in the Summer 2008 issue of 
Challenge, which covered the history of the struggle in South 
Africa, Brendan Lee & Bernadette Wang examine how the 
struggle is developing today. 
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This short pamphlet was 
written by Lenin in 
September1917, in the run up 
to the Bolshevik Revolution.  
It is a response to ‘socialist’ 
critics of the Bolsheviks who 
maintained that they would 
not take power or would be 
incapable of retaining it for 
any length of time should they 
do so.  As with much of 
Lenin’s work, it is sharp and 
polemical.  However, at the 
same time, it elaborates very 
clearly and concisely some of 
the key questions faced by the 
Bolsheviks at this time, some 
of which still have a key 
relevance today. 
     After dismissing some of 
the weaker arguments put 
forward, Lenin focuses in on 
an editorial printed in Novoya 
Zhizhn, a paper published by 
the Mensheviks.  In this, he 
identifies six key arguments 
and tackles these in turn.  
Whilst much of this is of 
interest in studying the 
positions taken by the 
Bolsheviks during this period, 
and in particular the 
importance of the alliance 
between the working class 
and the poorest peasantry, 
the arguments to which Lenin 
devotes most of his attention 
– that the Bolsheviks “will be 
unable to control the 

technical state machine” and 
“will be unable to set this 
machine in motion” – are also 
of great contemporary 
relevance and recommended 
reading for any Marxist 
considering the question of 
the state and state power. 
     As Lenin points out, the 
question of controlling the 
“technical apparatus of 
government” is “one of the 
most serious problems 
confronting the victorious 
proletariat… but if, whilst 
calling ourselves Socialists, we 
point out this difficulty only 
for the purpose of avoiding the 
solution of these problems, 
then, in practice there will be 
no difference between us and 
the servants of the 
bourgeoisie.”  He goes on to 
reiterate Marx’s formulation 
that the repressive apparatus 
of the state cannot simply be 
appropriated by the 
proletariat, which must 
“destroy all that is oppressive, 
merely routine, incurably 
bourgeoisie in the old State 
machine and put in its place its 
own new apparatus.”  He also 
refers, in the concrete case of 
the Soviets, to the way in 
which this new state 
apparatus is developed under 
capitalism as part of the 
struggle against the old. 
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     However, Lenin also refers 
to the financial and 
administrative functions of the 
state and the banking syndicates 
and says, “This part of the 
apparatus cannot and must not 
be broken up.  It must only be 
torn from subjection to the 
capitalists… It must be 
subjected to the proletarian 
Soviets.”  He details how the 
workers in financial and state 
enterprises, the majority of 
whom are proletarian or semi-
proletarian, must be made 
employees of the workers’ 
State.  Only the higher 
employees, those whose 
interests identify with the 
capitalist class will be treated 
“like the capitalists – with 
severity.  They like the 
capitalists will resist.  This 
resistance will have to be 
broken”. 
     He then goes on to explain 
how the new workers’ State, 
based on the Soviets which 
have developed as the 
democratic representative of 
the workers and the peasantry, 
will “set” that part of the state 
wrested from the grasp of 
capitalism “in motion”.  He 
compares the example of the 
administrative and repressive 
apparatus needed by the 
present capitalist state to evict 
a worker from their home and 
compares this to the power of 
the armed workers constituted 
as the state and the ease with 
which the latter could 
expropriate excess property of 
the rich and redistribute it to 
the poor.  These practical 
examples, while they are simple 
and can act only as examples, 
serve to reinforce the obvious 
logic of a state based on the 
democracy of the great 
majority of the people – the 
working people. 

Gawain Little goes through Lenin’s pam-
phlet ‘Will the Bolsheviks Maintain Power?’ 

This is one of the 
foundation-laying works of 
Marxism, in which 
Frederick Engels illustrates 
a dialectical-materialist 
generalisation of the most 
significant scientific 
discoveries made in the 
‘the natural sciences’ in the 
later half of the 19th 
century. In this he critically 
analyses the metaphysical 
and idealist conceptions 
prevalent at the time 
amongst scientists. 
     ‘The Dialectics of 
Nature’ is the result of 
studies in the natural 
sciences which Engels had 
undertaken for many 
years. Originally, Engels 
had intended to publish his 
research results in a 
polemic pamphlet aimed 
against the vulgar 
materialist Ludwig 
Buechner. That plan had 
been created around 
January 1873. However, 
Engels gave up on this idea 
and decided instead to 
concentrate on a more 
wide-ranging task.  
     In the following years 
Engels mastered a huge 
workload staying close to 
his planned concept for 
the book but he was sadly 
unable to complete this 
book by the time of his 
death in 1895. 
     The materials related 
to ‘Dialectics of Nature’ 
were primarily produced 
between 1873 and 1886. 
At that time Engels studied 
the key questions of 

Claudia Hill looks  
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natural sciences extensively 
and penned down ten more 
or less complete articles and 
chapters as well as more 
than 170 notes and 
fragments. 
     The outline of Engels’ 
plan for the book envisions 
the following order: a) 
historical introduction, b) 
general questions of 
materialist dialectics, c) 
classification of the sciences, 
d) discussion of the 
dialectical content of 
individual sciences, e) 
investigation of several 
current methodological 
problems of the natural 
sciences in question, f) 
transition to social sciences. 
The second-to-last aspect is 
the one which was least 
developed. 
     Engels died before he was 
able to finish the work in its 
entirety, the publication of 
the existing manuscript as a 
whole with all fragments and 
notes first occurred in 1925 
in the Soviet Union, in the 
German language together 
with a Russian translation 
and was not published in 
English until 1939 and this 
edition was prefaced by the 
infamous British Marxist 
scientist JBS Haldane. 
     The work as such is a 
perfect example of the 
application of Marxist theory. 
It presents the first coherent 
attempt to present a 
dialectical materialist 
approach to the philosophy 
of sciences. 
     For Engels dialectical 
thinking in the natural 

sciences was regarded as 
extremely useful as it helps 
to overcome mechanistic and 
also metaphysical-dogmatic 
approaches. Also of course 
in stark contrast to 
traditional philosophical-
scientific works, Engels did 
not seek to create a system 
first from which to work but 
to discover the laws of 
development within reality 
itself. 
     The application of 
dialectics in science is crucial 
if we are to understand the 
connections and reciprocal 
relationship between 
seemingly different aspects of 
scientific knowledge & 
understanding. Henceforth 
Engels sets up to construct 
an approach which is 
founding of deductive and 
inductive reasoning’ which 
does not form a complete 
methodology but 
nevertheless must in its 
historic context be seen as a 
foundation stone of the 
development of the scientific 
method. 
     Because of this Engels’ 
comes to conclusions which 
at the time he was writing 
would due to the influence of 
capitalist ideology in scientific 
circles was considered 
ludicrous but which thanks 
to advances in scientific 
knowledge, subsequently 
been vindicated.  
     For instance Engels’ 
emphasises the importance 
of the role of ‘labour’ in 
human evolutionary 
development. Contrary to 
the majority of scientific 

opinion at the time (the so 
called big-brain theory—
which holds that human 
development was contingent 
on us always being more 
‘intelligent’ than other 
animals) Engels’ identifies 
that it must have been the 
case that the hand and brain 
developed together a 
conclusion which has been 
proven correct by fossil 
evidence unearthed during 
the 20th Century.  
     With remarkable 
accuracy he predicted 
advances in scientific 
knowledge which 
would not come 
about until over half 
a century later. He 
certainly did not like 
the atomic theory of 
electricity, which held 
sway from 1900 to 1930, 
and until it turned out 
that the electron 
behaved not only like a 
particle but like a 
system of moving waves 
he might well have 
been thought to have 
"backed the wrong 
horse."  
     However it is 
not merely the 
conclusions that 
are drawn that 
are important but 
the application of 
dialectics to 
realms outside of 
politics, 
philosophy and 
economics which 
is Engels’ lasting 
contribution. 

Further Reading 
JBS Haldane, A Dialectical Account of 
Evolution 
Lenin, Materialism & Empirio–Criticism 
(Chapter 5) 
Erwin Marquit, Dialectical Contradictions: 
Contemporary Marxist Discussions 
Georg Lukacs, The Ontology of Social 
Being Part 3: Labour 
Christopher Caudwell The Crisis in 
Physics 

   at Engels’ unfinished seminal work ’Dialectics of Nature’  
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