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editorial 
Comrades and friends, since our last issues we have seen both good and bad; 
We have seen the illegal assaults and massacres in Gaza, the deepening of the 
capitalist economic crisis, the undermining of progressive governments such 
as Bolivia.  
 

Despite this we have seen unrest on the streets by progressives in Greece at murder 
and working conditions (more in the issue), the various election results in Venezuela, and 
finally the 50th anniversary of the Cuban revolution which we commemorated with a 
special issue of Challenge as well as meetings & events organised up and down the 
country by the YCL the party and the movement as a whole. 
 

However, it is in times like these that we must continue the struggle, in a few months 
the BNP will start contesting in the European elections, promoting policies of racism, 
homophobia, petty-nationalism and of course fascism. This task will not be easy, the far 
right is gaining strength in the North West, Scotland, the Midlands and the London area 
in particular. It is the job of all YCL comrades and friends to say ‘no’ to fascism and its 
cesspit morals, and to support a genuinely progressive anti-EU, pro-working people 
alliance, No2EU—Yes to Democracy. Brian Denny (pp8-9) puts the case for the new left 
electoral alliance formed by trade unionists, communists & socialists, in this issues cover 
story. 
 

Ben Stevenson analyses the political impact of the people’s charter and asks if it’s a 
Charter for Change (p7). Charlie May reflects on the industrial struggles on the 1970’s & 
80’s and examines how the current anti-union laws came into being (pp10-12). Daniel 
Shacalis paints a personal portrayal as to how discovering the work of Communist 
Antonio Gramsci has helped strengthen his analysis of complex issues. In the first of 
what will hopefully be a regular feature for Challenge, we kick off Poetry Corner (also p13) 
with a poem by Scott Kristoffer Ripley entitled A Venezuelan Girl. 
 

In the last issue of Challenge we carried a news piece about the recent mobilisations and 
riots in Greece. As a follow up we’ve asked our sister organisation the Communist 
Youth of Greece (KNE) to reflect on the political impact of these mobilisations 
domestically & internationally (pp14-15).  Is the latest film to sweep Hollywood mere 
‘poverty porn’ or does it offer any insight into the real situation facing billions of people 
in the developing world. Joanne Stevenson reviews Slumdog Millionaire (pp16-17). 
 

Chris Davis (pp18-19) examines the link between ideology and the state through Louis 
Althusser’s essay whilst Chris Emms (pp20-21) looks at the current state of the 
Education Maintenance Allowance. 
 

Following on from the last issue of Challenge Nik Charlton delves into the Marxist 
concept of alienation (pp22-23) and evaluates whether or not & how its possible for 
humans to become ‘unalienated’. Ever wondered just what is ‘Primitive Communism’? 
Frances McKay explains (pp24).On a continent which has suffered more than any other 
from the crimes of imperialism, the links forged by the People’s Republic of China hold 
out hope for a new epoch. Ben Chacko reports (pp25-26). 
 

Communists don’t just draw on the examples of Marx, Engles & Lenin or 20th century 
British communists, George Waterhouse (pp28-29) looks at often overlooked figures 
from England’s revolutionary past. This April marks the 60th Anniversary of NATO 
(pp30-31), CND council member Gawain Little looks at imperialism sees its role in the 
future. Paul Dobson gives us a roundup of the latest news from Venezuela (pp32-33). 
 

Finally in this issues Book @ bedtime James Rodie looks at a slice of 20th Century 
British working class history in Noreen Branson’s book Poplarism which covers the 
struggles to alleviate poverty in the early 1920’s in London’s most deprived borough. 
 

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 
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NEWS  

in the news 
 

nger over the 
government's 
plans to part-

privatise Royal Mail has 
intensified amid a fresh 
row over the role of the 
chairwoman of the 
organisation's pensions 
trustees. 
     A letter from Jane 
Newall to Business 
Secretary Lord Mandelson, 
released in February, 
warned of the "very severe" 
consequences for postal 
workers' pensions if a 
partial sell-off did not go 
ahead. 
     Other trustees 
complained that the letter, 
released on the eve of a 
huge demonstration by 
postal workers in London 
against the government's 
plans, had not been seen or 
discussed by them. 

A uropean elections on 
June 4 will be 
electrified by the 

creation of a new left-wing 
electoral alliance No2EU - 
Yes to Democracy, which was 
launched on the 19th March. 
     Candidates are set to 
reach out to millions of 
voters across Britain, 
forcefully challenging the 
neoliberal economic 
onslaught from the 
authoritarian EU. 
     Rail union RMT general 
secretary Bob Crow, who is 
convener of the new 
platform, said millions of 
working people "feel 
abandoned by the main 
political parties." 
     At the Westminster 
launch event, Mr Crow 
warned of a grave danger 
that, in the midst of the 
economic crisis, too many 
voters will be duped into 

voting for far-right parties 
such as the BNP. 
     He denounced the EU as 
"basically an arm of global 
capital designed to extend 
privatisation and make bigger 
gains for big business." 
     He explained: "No2EU - 
Yes to Democracy is an 
electoral platform, not a 
party, and our candidates will 
not sit in the European 
Parliament in the event of 
winning any seats." 
     The No2EU website went 
live on the launch day 
(www.no2EU.com). It 
exposes the EU constitution, 
now called the Lisbon Treaty, 
as a vehicle for imposing 
Thatcherite economic policies 
at a time when "this 
discredited neoliberal agenda 
is falling apart." 
     A host of political activists 
and trade unionists have 
already signed up to support 

the new alliance. 
     Communist Party general 
secretary Rob Griffiths is 
among prominent supporters, 
along with Young Communist 
League general secretary Ben 
Stevenson. 
     Morning Star circulation 
manager Ivan Beavis joined 
the launch, declaring that the 
paper's support was 
consistent with its "long 
record of solidarity with the 
labour movement." 
     Indian Workers 
Association vice-president 
Avtar Sadiq slammed the EU 
internal market rules for 
creating "a race to the 
bottom in terms of wages and 
conditions inside the EU and a 
fortress Europe mentality." 
     Mr Sadiq said the 
association's support for the 
new platform was in line with 
its 70 years of anti-imperialist 
and anti-capitalist struggle. 

E 

A real 
alternative  

for the Euro 
Elections 
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uropean Union 
leaders unveiled 
a programme of 

aid, trade and closer 
political ties for six ex
-Soviet states as part 
of efforts to draw 
them out of Moscow's 
orbit. 
     The EU leaders 
released a statement at 
the end of a two-day 
summit in Belgium which 
declares that the 

promotion of "stability, 
good governance and 
economic development 
in the eastern 
neighbourhood is of 
strategic importance." 
     A draft of the 
statement claims that the 
programme will "bring 
lasting and palpable 
benefits" to the former 
Soviet republics, which in 
turn would benefit the 
EU. 

Dalai Lama not welcome in 
South Africa 

he South African 
government 
declined to issue 

an invitation to the 
Dalai Lama for a peace 
conference in 
Johannesburg, saying on 
Monday that it "valued 
its relationship with 
China." 

     President Kgalema 
Motlanthe's spokesman 
Thabo Masebe explained 
that now was not the time 
for such a high-profile visit 
from the Nobel Peace 
Laureate and added that 
South Africa hoped to 
avoid being "the source of 
negative publicity about 

China." 
     South Africa's powerful 
Communist Party 
applauded the ANC 
government for 
"articulating an 
independent and sovereign 
position on foreign policy 
matters." 

T 

exual health 
campaigners 
welcomed a 

major shake-up of rules 
on Thursday that could 
see abortion advice 
advertised on TV and 
radio for the first time. 
     Rules restricting TV 
advertising of condoms 
could also be relaxed under 
proposals put forward in an 
effort to halt high rates of 
teenage pregnancy. 
     Ads for pregnancy 
advisory services could be 
allowed in prime-time 
evening slots on the major 
channels and radio after 
consultation by advertising 
watchdogs. 
     The British Pregnancy 
Advisory Service, whose 
clinicians perform abortions, 
said it would immediately 
consider running ads. 
     Chief executive Ann 
Furedi said the proposals 
would help women access 
vital information. 

S 

E 

Abortion 
ads on TV 

EU announces aid 
package to lure former 
Soviet states from Russia 
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NEWS  

hina slammed a 
newly released 
report by the 

United States on 
Beijing's growing 
military power as a 
"gross distortion" that 
could damage military 
relations between the 
two countries. 
     The report, which is an 
annual assessment for 
Congress, alleged that China 

continues to develop 
weapons that threaten 
Taiwan, even though cross-
strait tensions have been 
significantly reduced. 
     China's military 
spending, which puts it on a 
par with Japan, Russia and 
Britain, is dwarfed by  US 
annual military expenditure, 
which is nearly 10 times as 
large. 

C 

Beijing slams US military 
assessment 

 wide ranging 
mass campaign 
to mobilise a 
million Britons 

around a People's 
Charter for Change 
kicked off at 
Westminster on 11th 
March . 
     The charter demands a 
raft of policies to get 
Britain out of its deep 
economic and political 
crisis. 
     In towns, communities 
and workplaces across 
Britain, activists will 
mobilise to secure one 
million signatures. 
     Public service union 
PCS general secretary 
Mark Serwotka was one of 
the first to sign the charter 
yesterday. He hailed it as a 
vital "alternative vision" and 
said that his union had 
agreed to swing its full 
support behind the 
nationwide campaign. 
     Mr Serwotka said: 
"People can turn on each 
other and put their heads 
down and say that nothing 
can be done, or they can 

come together to say 
something different is 
possible." 
     Speaking at the 
Westminster launch, 
Labour MP John 
McDonnell said: "We are 
hoping that people will go 
out on the stump all round 
the country raising the 
charter's demands." 
     And he predicted that 
"no government can 
withstand the demands of 
the climate of opinion that 
we are about to create as a 
result of this launch." 
     Rail union RMT general 
secretary Bob Crow said 
that the crisis was "a 
fundamental breakdown of 
capitalism" and urged that 
"we must lock in to people 
on the doorsteps and start 
relating to people's 
concerns. If we do not, the 
vacuum is going to be 
taken up by the BNP." 
     The charter demands a 
fairer society, with public 
ownership of the main 
banks and insurance 
companies, transport, 
energy, water and 

telecommunications. 
     It calls for rises in 
taxation of big business and 
the wealthy and major 
public and private 
investment to create new 
jobs, along with massive 
investment for a greener, 
safer world and an end to 
expensive imperialist wars. 
     Veteran activist Tony 
Benn joined Wednesday's 
launch, warning: "This is 
not just an economic crisis. 
It is a major political crisis. 
If anyone doubts that, look 
what happened in the 
1930s when six million 
were unemployed in 
Germany. It led to Hitler." 
Mr Benn stressed that 
protest was not enough 
and it was vital to present 
specific demands. 
     Communist Party 
general secretary Rob 
Griffiths said the party was 
"delighted to have been 
part of this initiative from 
the beginning. We see it as 
a vital first step in replacing 
big-business Britain with 
people's Britain." 

enezuela's 
government took 
control of all the 

country's ports and 
airports. 
     Venezuelan President 
Hugo Chavez ordered the 
takeover after MPs passed 
the Organic Law of 
Decentralisation, 
Delimitation and 
Competence Transfer of 
the Public Power. 
     Mr Chavez said that his 
government is now 
formulating a "strategic 
investment plan" to 
modernise the ports and to 
guarantee the jobs of 
thousands of workers in the 
facilities. 

V 

Venezuela 
government 

seizes airports 

A 

21st Century People’s 
Charter launched 



YCL general secretary Ben Stevenson analyses the YCL general secretary Ben Stevenson analyses the YCL general secretary Ben Stevenson analyses the 
implications of the people’s charter and asks is this implications of the people’s charter and asks is this implications of the people’s charter and asks is this    
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A charter   
for change?   

The launch of the People’s 
Charter last month has more 
than a sense of history attached 
to it. Not least if we consider 
the significance of its namesake. 
The Chartist movement (the 
name comes from the 1838 
People’s Charter) was the 
defining working class 
movement of the 19th Century. 
The demand for political 
representation by ordinary 
working class people may not 
seem like a revolutionary 
demand today (or even to a 
certain extent at the time) yet 
it was this demand which 
sparked the American & French 
revolutions not to mention the 
wave of revolutions that swept 
across Europe in 1848. 
     Chartism was arguably the 
first ever mass, working class, 
labour movement struggle in 
the world. The unification 
behind six simple demands 
(universal suffrage, secret 
ballot, ending property 
qualifications for Parliament, a 
wage for MP’s, equal sized 
constituencies, annual 
parliaments) by working class 
people led to demonstrations, 
meetings and political actions 
that mobilised millions of 
people across Britain, petitions 
that collected millions of 
signatures, the election of the 
first working class 
representatives to parliament, 
not to mention in some parts 
of the country riots and brutal 
reprisals by the state. 
     The significance of the 
Chartist struggle to British 
working class history cannot be 
understated; it gave rise to 
modern trade unions; became 
the model for British working 
class struggle; for the first time 
political activity was extended 

to the growing industrial cities 
in the Midlands, the North 
West, South Yorkshire, South 
Wales and Scotland; saw the 
first real use of co-ordinated 
national strike action; and 
arguably it represents the most 
revolutionary phase of the class 
struggle in Britain in the 19th 
Century.  
     Today’s People’s Charter 
then has quite a lot to live up 
to, originally launched by the 
Communist Party at last year’s 
Tolpuddle festival it has been 
seized upon and  adopted by 
vast sections of the labour 
movement with aplomb. 
Supported by trade unionists, 
MPs, prominent individuals, 
political & campaigning 
organisations this ‘21st Century 
People’s Charter’ (which again 
has six seemingly simple 
demands; A fair economy for a 
fairer Britain; More and better 
jobs; Decent homes for all; 
Save and improve our public 
services; For Fairness and 
Justice; Build a secure and 
sustainable future) has the aim 
of collecting at least a million 
signatures and represents the 
most serious political 
campaigning initiative that the 
labour movement has adopted 
for at least a decade. Just as the 
success of the previous 
People’s Charter had 
implications over and above the 
demands contained within it, 
it’s modern counterpart also 
undoubtedly has this potential. 
     The YCL has consistently 
argued that the seemingly sole 
focus of many on the left on 
the ‘crisis of political 
representation’ (i.e. The 
reclaiming/re-establishing a 
mass party of labour debate) 
and more generally viewing the 

political, class & ideological 
struggle solely through the 
prism of the electoral field, has 
been to a certain extent a 
distraction rather than the 
critical question of our age as 
some would present it. Political 
unity, re-engaging in organised 
collective struggle in working 
class communities is what is 
required rather than the 
creation of yet another artificial 
electoral formation which 
proclaims to represent socialist 
values or even a much vaguer 
notion than that. This is not to 
discount the importance of 
work in the electoral field, but 
merely to state that as always 
the struggles inside the labour 
movement and the class 
struggle in Britain as a whole is 
not and has never been 
determined by who happens to 
be sitting in the House of 
Commons (rather it is, and 
should be the other way 
round). 
     This crisis of political 
representation did not 
materialise out of thin air (nor 
is it, as some would claim, a 
continuation of conditions that 
have always existed in modern 
British working class history - 
the labour party before New 
Labour is almost certainly 
qualitatively a different animal 
to that which exists today), 
anyone who has only a cursory 
knowledge of the politics of the 
1980s & 90s can see that the 
rise of New Labour is 
inexorably linked to the decline 
in the size and strength of 
organised labour. The inability 
of the traditional labour 
movement to break out of its 
ghettoised niche of fighting a 
rearguard action amongst 
workers in the manufacturing 

industry & public sector, has 
prevented any real possibility of 
political re-alignment in Britain. 
A resolution of the crisis of 
political representation will 
only be brought about by the 
working class re-capturing its 
collective strength and 
militancy, albeit under different 
conditions and under a different 
guise from that which existed in 
the 1970’s. Yet the albeit minor 
successes of the 00s of 
beginning to rebuild and re-
orientate the ‘unofficial’ 
movement, the deepening and 
in many cases igniting of 
political consciousness through 
the anti-war movement, has 
presented the movement with 
the very real opportunity of 
successfully combating the 
capitalist economic crisis and 
bring about a victory for the 
working class. 
     The People’s Charter is not 
merely a set of demands which 
the left of the labour 
movement can unite around 
and take out into the 
community, it could serve, as it 
did in the mid 19th Century, as 
the touch paper, the defining 
moment in launching a whole 
new phase in the class struggle 
in Britain. All YCL members, 
supporters and friends must 
throw their collective weight 
behind this initiative, if it lives 
up to its potential the capacity 
for political advancement for 
the left as a whole will be given 
its biggest boost for nearly 
thirty years and we may finally 
be able to draw a line under 
the neo-liberal agenda that has 
dominated British politics for 
nearly thirty years.  
 

For more info go to 
www.thepeoplescharter.com 
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Say no to the Lisbon treaty 
The Lisbon Treaty turns the EU 
into a state in its own right and 
gives the bloc its own legal 
identity. The unaccountable 
European Court of Justice, an 
EU institution, would effectively 
become the ‘supreme court’ of 
the EU. 
     Under the treaty, the 
unelected EU commission 
would propose all EU law which 
would then be imposed on 
member states by the council of 
ministers mostly on the basis of 
qualified majority voting.  
     The treaty also contains a so
-called ‘Paseralle clause’ which 
would allow the EU to give itself 
more powers as it sees fit 
without the need for any more 
treaties. 
     The Labour government was 
elected in 2005 on a manifesto 
promising a referendum on the 
European Union constitution, 
which has now been rehashed 
as the Lisbon Treaty.  
     The House of Commons’ 
European Scrutiny Committee 

even described the Lisbon 
Treaty as: “substantially 
equivalent” to the EU 
Constitution and former French 
President Giscard D'Estaing 
even told us the treaty was a 
con.  
     “Public opinion will be led to 
adopt, without knowing it, the 
proposals that we dare not 
present to them directly. “All 
the earlier proposals will be in 
the new text, but will be hidden 
and disguised in some way," he 
said. 
     As part of this strategy, 
Gordon Brown’s government 
reneged on Labour’s manifesto 
promise to hold a referendum 
and instead forced the treaty 
through parliament with Liberal 
Democrat and Tory help.  
     The Irish electorate has also 
been told that they must vote 
for a second time on the Lisbon 
Treaty by October 2009 having 
voted to reject it in 2008. Why? 
Because EU and Irish politicians 
have decided Irish voters’ must 
be overruled. 

     Politicians across Europe 
hold their electorates in 
contempt: refusing to hold a 
referendum on the Treaty 
despite voters in France, the 
Netherlands and Ireland 
rejecting their plans for an 
undemocratic, neo-liberal 
super state.  
     No2EU—Yes to 
democracy opposes the Lisbon 
treaty and campaigns to 
defend democracy across 
Europe. 
 
Stand up for workers 
rights 
The social dumping of 
exploited foreign workers in 
Britain is being carried out 
under EU rules demanding the 
“free movement of capital, 
goods, services and labour” 
within the EU. Successive EU 
Directives and European 
Court of Justice decisions have 
also been used to attack trade 
union collective bargaining, the 
right to strike and workers’ 
pay and conditions.  

Politicians across 
Europe hold their 
electorates in 
contempt: 
refusing to hold 
referendums on 
the Lisbon Treaty, 
despite voters in 
France, the 
Netherlands & 
Ireland rejecting 
their plans for an 
undemocratic, 
neo-liberal super 
state 

Brian Denny puts the case for the new left electoral alliance formed for the 
European Parliament elections this June, by trade unionists, communists & socialists 
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     The Single European 
Market, created by the Tory 
government with the Single 
European Act in 1987, creates 
a pool of working people to be 
exploited and treated no 
better than a commodity like a 
tin of beans. These EU rules 
allow employers to escape 
from national collective 
bargaining and employment 
legislation and impose lower 
wages and worse working 
conditions, creating a “race to 
the bottom”.  
     These EU rules, which no-
one asked for, have been 
behind some of the most bitter 
industrial disputes in recent 
years, like the Irish Ferries 
dispute, the strike of Gate 
Gourmet workers at 
Heathrow, and the Lindsey oil 
refinery workers’ strike. 
     The European Court of 
Justice has even decreed in the 
Laval and Viking cases that 
collective agreements that 
protect workers’ conditions 
contravene the ‘free 
movement’ of labour in the 
single market. 
     The recent protests at 
Lindsey, supported by workers 
across Britain, were not against 
foreign workers or 
xenophobic. These workers 
were simply defending the 
fundamental right to work 
under union agreements – a 
right not given by EU directives 
or treaties. 
     The so-called ‘free 
movement’ of labour is part of 
the development of a deeply 
racist Fortress Europe which 
would increasingly exclude 
people from outside the EU 
and undermine wages and 
working conditions inside the 
bloc. 
     To ferry workers across 
Europe to carry out jobs that 
local workers can be trained to 
perform is an environmental, 
economic and social nonsense.  
     If ‘food-miles’ represent an 
unacceptably large carbon 
footprint, then ‘labour-miles’ 
and shunting human beings 
around Europe in the pursuit 
of profit is even more 
damaging.  

     In the 1980s recession Tory 
minister Norman Tebbit 
famously told the unemployed 
to ‘get on their bikes’ to look 
for work.  Now, well-shod 
government ministers advise 
workers in Britain ‘to get on a 
plane’ and find work elsewhere 
in the EU! 
     No2EU—Yes to democracy 
fights to resist the EU turning 
human beings into 
commodities to be shunted 
around Europe while local 
workers are excluded from 
being able to provide for their 
families.  
 
Reject the EU Gravy Train 
No2EU -Yes to Democracy 
will not sit in the European 
parliament. If elected our 
candidates will only nominally 
hold the title MEP and will not 
board the notorious EU gravy 
train. 
     The so-called European 
‘parliament’ is an expensive 
fraud which has no law-making 
or parliamentary powers. All 
EU laws are proposed by 
another EU institution, the 
unelected European 
Commission, which is heavily 
influenced by corporate and big 
business lobbyists.  
     A recent report showed 
that MEPs can make over one 
million pounds from a single 
five-year term by claiming 
various allowances and even 
for assistants for whom no 

record exists. The pay of 
British MEPs’ will rise by even 
more after Junes election.  
     While in the real world 
banks go under, shares 
nosedive and hundreds of 
thousands of workers lose 
their jobs, EU elites continue 
to enrich themselves at the 
taxpayers' expense. If you vote 
No2EU - Yes to Democracy 
we will continue to campaign 
against the Lisbon Treaty and 
wasteful and corrupt EU 
institutions and demand the 
repatriation of democratic 
powers to member states. 
     No2EU—Yes to democracy 
stands against the against self-
serving and well-heeled 
political elites that serve EU 
institutions which impose laws 
on over 500 million European 
citizens without their consent.  
 
Keep our public services 
public 
The Lisbon Treaty and the 
EU’s privatisation agenda 
represent a significant threat to 
working class communities and 
to the services we all rely on.  
     The renamed EU 
constitution forces 
governments to hand public 
services over to private 
corporations – that means 
handing fat cats control of 
railways, schools, postal 
services, energy and even social 
services across Europe. 

     Under Article III-147 of the 
EU Constitution: “A European 
framework law shall establish 
measures to achieve the 
liberalisation of a specific 
service”. That provision 
remains in the Lisbon Treaty. 
     This commitment to ‘free 
competition’ enshrined in 
successive EU treaties was the 
main reason that Tories 
originally supported the EU. 
Prime Minister Margaret 
Thatcher signed the Single 
European Act in 1986 to 
establish a single European 
market and John Major agreed 
the Maastricht Treaty, which 
created the Euro, the European 
Central Bank and tied 
European economies into a 
‘Growth and Stability Pact’ that 
squeezes public investment in 
public services. 
     The current economic crisis 
was created by these 
discredited neo-liberal policies 
yet, under the Lisbon Treaty, 
they become constitutional 
goals. We should be defending 
public services in Britain not 
allowing bankers and eurocrats 
take them over in order to 
make money for big business in 
Europe. 
     No2EU—Yes to democracy 
fights to defend our public 
services such as Post Offices 
and the NHS and we call for 
the renationalisation of our 
railways and invest to develop 
manufacturing in Britain.  
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Most readers of Challenge like myself 
will not even have been born during 
the turbulent industrial struggles of 
the 1970s and 1980s when Thatcher 
and the Tories launched the most 
vicious attacks on working people and 
their right to organise seen for nearly 
half a century. Yet we are all still living 
with the legacy of these defeats for 
the left today. Young workers are 
amongst the worst hit by Tory anti-
union legislation. This is why it is 
important for those who were not 
actually there at the time to be aware 
of the context in which the 
constraints placed upon workers 
rights came about.  
     Of course the rights of workers 
and ordinary people have always been 
attacked by the ruling classes 
throughout British history. We can 
look back to the 1381 peasant uprising 
when John Bull would preach that all 
people since Adam and Eve were 
equal. This ended with the execution 
of peasant leader Wat Tyler for 
treason despite the fact that the 
leaders had all asserted their loyalty to 
the king. In the beginning of the 19th 
century the Tolpuddle Martyrs were 
arrested and transported to the 
colonies on the charge that they had 
taken a ‘secret oath’ against the king. 
Their real crime? Forming a trade 
union. Mass action by British workers 
assured the reversal of the decision. 
Many working people who tried to 
organise at this time were arrested 
and given harsh sentences such as was 

given to the Tolpuddle Martyrs. 
William Cuffey, the black chartist 
leader, was racially attacked in the 
press and then arrested for sedition 
and sent to Tasmania in 1848. This 
was how the British state treated pro-
democracy campaigners in the 19th 
century; by accusing them of treason 
and carting them off to the colonies.  
     At the start of the 20th century, 
the Taff Vale judgement made striking 
railway workers liable for damages 
incurred because of lost days due to 
strike action. This court ruling led to 
mass agitation that was one of the 
reasons for the formation of the 
Labour Party. It also led to the passing 
of the Trade Disputes Act in 1906. 
This gave unions the legal freedom to 
organise industrial action and exercise 
a collective power which went in 
some way to counteract the 
overwhelming power of the employer. 
This freedom was ended by Thatcher 
and the laws brought in by the Tory 
Party which are still in effect today 
and mean that the working class now 
have less rights than they had over 
100 years ago. I will write here about 
the struggles that led up to the passing 
of nine anti-union laws by the 
Conservative Party between 1979 and 
1997.  
     By the end of the 1960s, the 
labour movement was becoming more 
and more disillusioned with the 
Labour government. There was a 
dramatic increase in the amount of 
strikes, especially unofficial action. The 

growing militancy of the British working 
class was something to be feared as far 
as the Labour Party leaders were 
concerned. Harold Wilson started a 
Royal Commission, led by Lord 
Donovan,  to find out how to combat 
the growing surge in unofficial strike 
action. He was disappointed to see that 
the Commission did not advocate as 
strong a set of measures against the 
unions as he hoped.  
     What followed was the White Paper 
written by so-called left winger Barbara 
Castle and named after a book by 
socialist MP Nye Bevan. In 1969 In Place 
of Strife was proposed by the Labour 
Government as a way of usurping an era 
of ‘responsible trade unionism’, by 
which was meant an era of trade union 
suppression. Whereas Donovan 
suggested reforming the unions, Labour 
were planning legal curbs. The specific 
proposals were; secret ballots before 
every strike, a cooling off period of 28 
days before big strikes, collective 
bargaining with legally binding results 
and a new Industrial Relations Court 
and penal sanctions to force unions to 
comply. 
     The unions were incensed that the 
Party that they had created was 
proposing laws to smash their 
organisational capabilities. The Party 
NEC voted against the Paper by 16 to 5, 
as well as 55 MPs, with 45 abstaining. 
The unions managed to drum up 
considerable opposition, so much so 
that Wilson said to engineering union 
leader Hugh Scanlon, ‘get your tanks off 
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my lawn, Hughie’. The threat posed by the 
Paper led to a special TUC Congress 
where it was rejected by over 8 million 
votes to 360, 000. It was also a key theme 
of the 1969 May Day march. The reaction 
of the MPs and the unions led to the 
Government to drop the Paper. The 
defeat of this Paper is a clear mark of the 
strength of the left in the Labour Party 
and the movement as a whole to resist 
this attack on working class democracy.  
     The following year the Labour 
Government fell to the Tory 
administration of Ted Heath. Unlike the 
Labour Party, the Conservatives had no 
internal opposition that would defend 
workers rights. So then the Heath 
Government passed the Industrial 
Relations Act in 1970 which contained 
many of the key proposals that were in In 
Place of Strife. One of the most important 
parts of the Act was the establishment of 
the Industrial Relations Court which had 
the power to fine and even imprison trade 
unionists. The response of the unions 
included a 100, 000 strong march to ‘kill 
the bill’. TUC General Secretary Vic 
Feather warned that ‘when the first trade 
unionist is imprisoned, all hell will break 
loose’. Indeed, one of the most crucial 
events in modern labour history was the 
imprisonment of 5 docker shop-stewards, 
latter known as the Pentonville 5.They 
were arrested on a picket line (apart from 
one who gave himself up) in July 1972 and 
were sentenced for contempt of court. 
Following their arrest a series of rolling 
strikes took place bringing the country to 
a standstill. Then the TUC called for an 
official strike action which resulted in 
thousands of striking workers to march to 
Pentonville prison. Ultimately the 
Government was taken aback by the 
militancy of the unions, and so the 
workers were released. (see Arise Ye 
Workers film, 1973, Working Class Films)  
     1972 was also noticeable for the 
reason that the National Union of 
Mineworkers had been on strike since 
1926. This strike secured the NUM a 
reputation of being a fighting union willing 
to take on the Government. The NUM 
were demanding a 43% wage claim in 
order to make up for all the years of no 
increases and to stop the exodus of men 
away from the industry. The pay of 
mineworkers had slipped right down the 
pay league, and the union maintained that 
they should be right at the top due to the 
nature of the work. This strike saw the 
development of trade union strategically 
thinking. Not only were the pits picketed, 
but so too were power stations, coal 
depots, ports and steelworks. Newport 
and Cardiff dockers supported the miners 
by refusing to unload coal from ships. 
These flying pickets resulted in the iconic 
Battle of Saltley Coal depot where 
hundreds of miners struggled with 
hundreds of policemen to close down the 
depot. This lasted for 6 days until 40, 000 

Birmingham workers went on 
strike. 10, 000 of the strikers 
marched to join the picket and 
successfully closed the depot. This 
was a big victory for the miners 
that led the Government to cave in 
to the demands of the NUM. The 
key to this victory was the 
willingness of tens of thousands of 
workers to down tools and march 
in an impressive display of workers 
unity and discipline. 
     Yet, by 1973 the miners pay had 
slipped back down to 18th in the 
pay league. This led to an over time 
ban, and then in 1974 an all out 
strike. As in 1972, Heath ordered a 
three day week and power cuts in 
order to put pressure on the union 
to give in. He then called an 
election, fighting it using the slogan 
‘Who governs Britain-the 
Government or the Unions?’ This 
election saw the defeat of the 
Tories and the third Wilson-led 
Labour government. Who governs 
Britain? Maybe its not the unions, 
but it certainly ‘aint you Teddy. 
     From then on the miners were 
marked out as the bogey men (as 
NUM and Communist Party leader 
Mick McGahey was called by one 
paper) and plans were to be made 
about how revenge could be taken. 
Nicolas Ridley, the founder of the 
right wing Selsdon Group, put 
forward the Ridley Plan. In this he 
proposed how a Conservative 
government could defeat another 
major miners strike. His proposals 
were to build up coal stocks in 
advance, the import of coal from 
non-union ports, the use of non-
union lorry drivers and the training 
and equipping of a large and mobile 
police force that is capable of 
dealing with the flying pickets. 
These tactics were employed 
during the 1984 miners strike. 
     Thatcher came to power in 
1979, remembering the defeat of 
the Party in 1974 and with their 
eyes on those who were clearly the 
most advanced section of the 

British working class: the miners. 
She didn’t strike straight away, but 
the preparations were being made. 
Coal was stockpiled, a national 
police reporting authority was 
established to co-ordinate 
deployment of officers and put 
police forces under overt day-to-
day political control, power 
stations were adapted to use gas 
and oil and Thatcher’s Tory 
government, which took office in 
1979, introduced restrictions on 
trade union rights. It also appointed 
Ian MacGregor, who had gained a 
reputation as an axe-man at British 
Steel, as National Coal Board 
chairman. 
     There was a dummy run in 
1981, when the threat of strike 
action was sufficient to halt a 
number of planned pit closures. 
The NUM established a national 
policy that closures should only 
take place where there was 
verifiable exhaustion of coal 
reserves. 
     That was the basis on which the 
Yorkshire and Scottish coalfields 
took action in March 1984, 
rejecting the planned closure of 
Polmaise in Scotland and 
Cortonwood in Yorkshire. 
     Yorkshire had previously 
operated an 18-week overtime ban. 
     The Tories and the NCB 
wanted to close pits on the basis of 
what they called economic 
grounds, which meant short-term 
profitability. This depended not 
only on domestic costs but also 
international coal prices and it 
ignored social factors. 
     “This is not just the coal 
board’s or the miners’ industry but 
the people’s industry,” said NUM 
vice-president Mick McGahey, who 
was also Scottish NUM president. 
     His Yorkshire area counterpart 
Jack Taylor said: “Cortonwood is 
being closed on economic grounds, 
which is against Yorkshire area 
policy. We have always said that, if 
they close a pit on economic 
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grounds, we will take action.” 
     The NUM executive met, 
declared both area stoppages 
official and followed this up by 
backing strikes in Kent and 
Durham and ruling that any future 
area decisions to back strike 
action would be regarded as 
official. 
     By March 12, half of Britain’s 
184,000 miners were out and 
pickets were sent from areas on 
strike to other coalfields to 
persuade them to join their 
comrades in solidarity. 
     Many answered the call. 
Nottinghamshire is often spoken 
of as a “working” - in other words 
scab - area, but thousands of NUM 
members there stayed true to 
their union. 
     While Yorkshire and NUM 
members piled into cars and buses 
to picket in Notts. and 
Leicestershire, thousands of police 
officers done up in full riot gear 
and backed by dogs and horses 
were drafted from non-mining 
areas, including the Met in 
London, to the picket lines, using 
previously unseen levels of 
violence against NUM members. 
     They also imposed travelling 
restrictions on the NUM, sealing 
off Nottinghamshire and even 
turning back Kent miners at the 
Dartford Tunnel on suspicion that 
they might have been going to 
Notts. and may have planned to 
commit acts of violence. 
     Police violence and restrictions 
on miners’ freedom of movement 
were compounded by an 
orchestrated chorus for a ballot 
from Fleet Street, the government, 
weak hearts within the labour 
movement and the anti-strike 
minority in the NUM. The hope 
was that a combination of 
economic hardship already 
suffered by many strikers and their 
families would dovetail with the 
selfish attitude of those in 
Leicestershire who had been 
promised job security by dint of 
the planned Vale of Belvoir 
development and the 
Nottinghamshire men whose pits 
had easily accessible and vast coal 
reserves. 
     Kent miners, whose area 
posed difficult geological 
conditions, marvelled that their 
Nottinghamshire colleagues were 
able to walk upright to the face, 
prompting the cynical comment 
that “the only time that they have 
to get on their knees is to speak 
to the boss.” 
     Such has been the acceptance 
over the past quarter-century of 

the supposed need for a ballot 
that it may be difficult to believe 
now that this never really posed a 
problem for solidarity 
campaigners. It was only ever 
raised by people who were 
opposed to the strike anyway. 
     McGahey referred to a “new 
industrial disease of 'ballotitis'” to 
refer to this feverish demand for a 
vote, insisting that his members 
would not be “balloted out of our 
jobs.” 
     He and others also suggested 
that, if the government was so 
keen on people voting, it should 
drop its plans to abolish the 
Greater London Council and the 
six metropolitan authorities. 
     Kent NUM president Malcolm 
Pitt pointed out that 85 per cent 
of miners had voted with their 
feet and insisted that the prime 
task was to “turn back the tide of 
unemployment and police terror.” 
     The right-wing members of the 
NUM leadership who echoed 
media demands for a national vote 
had already demonstrated their 
contempt for a national pithead 
ballot that had rejected local 
incentive schemes. They ignored 
the decision and introduced the 
divisive concept of piecework into 
their areas. 
     There can be little doubt that, 
if the NUM had allowed itself to 
be cajoled into balloting and voting 
Yes to strike action, the anti-strike 
minority would have demanded 
area ballots and then individual pit 
ballots and, if outvoted, would still 
have scabbed. 
     Labour Party and trade union 
critics of the mineworkers’ 
leadership, including some who 
were gung-ho for the strike at the 
onset, have criticised Scargill for 
his alleged refusal to bargain, 
insisting that this or that 
settlement was available and that 
seasoned negotiators from outside 
the NUM had secured an 
acceptable form of words with 
MacGregor or other NCB officials. 
     There were any number of 
such “compromises” cobbled 
together, but they all either 
ignored the key NUM demand for 
no closures except on exhaustion 
grounds or were vetoed when 
presented to Thatcher. 
     The Tory government, as the 
tribune of the capitalist 
Establishment, was determined 
that there should be no 
compromise. It wanted total 
victory. It wanted to crush the 
NUM and trade unionism 
generally. 
     “We understood the 

Conservative government’s 
determination to use the state 
machine against us. In order to 
dismember the welfare state, they 
had to break the trade union 
movement and they needed to 
break the miners first,” said 
McGahey. 
     The Tory government played 
for high stakes. It could have lost 
the strike. At times, coal stocks 
were dangerously low, the 
pressure on the police was 
palpable given their transformation 
into a brutal occupation army, 
counties complained of the strain 
of policing costs, but the failure to 
generate sufficient solidarity action 
tipped the balance against the 
miners. 
     And even when the pit 
deputies’ union NACODS, whose 
members were safety-critical, 
voted overwhelmingly for strike 
action in October 1984, this 
decision was immediately 
undermined by the Notts. and 
Midlands areas who refused to 
abide by the 82 per cent majority. 
     Scargill had recognised early in 
the strike that “the miners cannot 
win this dispute alone.” 
     When the Morning Star turned 
over its front page to the NUM on 
March 28, as it did on other 
occasions, the miners’ leader 
declared: “The NUM is engaged in 
a social and industrial Battle of 
Britain” and he warned presciently 
that the international price of coal 
could “go through the roof 

tomorrow” and that the “situation 
in the Middle East is highly 
volatile.” 
     Families that have suffered 
rocketing fuel bills in recent years 
may reflect on the long-term costs 
of the dash for gas, reliance on 
Middle East oil and the destruction 
of Britain’s efficient and reasonably 
priced deep-mine coal industry. 
Worse than that, the wave of 
individualism proclaimed by the 
Thatcher government, exemplified 
by the scabs who put short-term 
gains before class solidarity, 
opened the way to new Labour 
and its abandonment of the 
working class. 
     The Great Strike will be 
commemorated in many ways this 
year, but the finest way to pay 
tribute to the striking miners, the 
Women Against Pit Closures and 
the legions of NUM supporters is 
to continue to rebuild those 
labour movement traditions of 
solidarity, peace and socialism in 
opposition to the discredited 
dogma of neo-liberalism and 
imperialist wars. That is why the 
YCL fully supports the Trade 
Union Freedom Bill, not to 
achieve a great leap forward, but 
simply to re-win previous 
achievements. This Bill will push 
the working class forward-all the 
way to 1906.  
 
See the institute of employment 
rights for a full chronology of the 
Anti-Union laws: www.ier.org.uk 

12 

ANT I -UN I ON LAWS  



13 

POETR Y  C O RNE R  

Stepping into 
ComplexityComplexityComplexity   

On 8th September 2008, I 
began my module courses 
in order to attain a BA 
International Relations 
degree at Huron University 
USA in London. For the last 
six months, I have 
encountered many tough 
and emotional moments. 
On the other hand, it has 
left me with many useful 
insights about the world 
today. 
     Initially, university 
wasn’t something I 
particularly wanted to go 
for in later life. However, 
with many people and 
above all, my headmaster 
saying things such as “you 
are more than capable” and 
“you can do it Daniel”, I 
eventually had to give up 
my resistance in order to 
stop tensions. Hence, I am 
where I am today. 
     On my first day, it was 
possibly the most shocking 
and emotional day for me. 
After one of my lecturers 
handed out his syllabus to 
all students, I come across a 
page with a big reading list. 
Whilst he was explaining 
the course, I was too 
shocked to even pay 
attention. When the class 
was finished, I remember 
asking myself, “How I am to 
read all this?” By the time I 
got back home, I just felt 
like lying down in bed to 
calm down. However, my 
worries made me fall asleep 
for 3 hours until my mom 
called me to dinner. That 

was a day, I will never 
forget. 
     Over the last three 
months, since then, I have 
been able to come across 
so many different 
perspectives and writers. 
For example, in my course 
America & The World, my 
lecturer introduced me to 
Antonio Gramsci. I looked 
into quite a few of his 
famous documents and I 
discovered that he is 
probably the most insightful 
Marxist I have come across. 
He made me think of ideas 
and other elements that I 
would have hardly thought 
about given my affiliation to 
traditional Marxism. The 
main thing that I found 
unique to Gramsci is his 
questioning of materialism 
in the traditional Marxist 
perspective and whether 
their many other factors 
involved within man. 
     Ever since I looked into 
Antonio Gramsci’s work, 
my ideas and analysis on 
different issues in other 
module classes and in 
general life has developed. 
In terms of us in YCL, I 
think we need to challenge 
some of our ideas and how 
we can improve on them 
given that within the 21st 
century things are a lot 
more complex than they 
were in 1917. I hope this 
will help fellow comrades in 
shaping their arguments 
especially in complex issues. 

Daniel Shacalis 
paints a personal 
portrayal as to how 
discovering the 
work of Communist 
Antonio Gramsci 
has helped 
strengthen his 
analysis of complex 
issues 
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A Venezuelan Girl 
Scott Kristoffer Ripley 

 
She strikes up on her father's 

Spanish guitar, 
But for my own sake she quietly 

refrains, 
All of her heart's restless 

indignation, 
Content we share the rust on 

each other's chains 
 

It's enough to play her melody, 
If we’re all singing from the same 

song. 
 

Bound by the courage of her 
convictions, 

And the freshest Andean air, 
The crystalline dew of 

untouched jungles, 
And the sol latino's hopeful glare, 

 
It's enough to play her melody, 

If we’re all singing from the same 
song. 

 
For all her Bolivarian ideals, 

Ensuing from night to waking 
hours, 

To tomorrows plains of green 
and grey, 

Today her hair in petal-white 
flowers, 

 
It’s enough to play her melody. 

If we’re all singing from the same 
song. 

 
 

Send us your poems for 
consideration for the next issue 

of Challenge to 
challenge@ycl.org.uk 
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In the last issue of Challenge we carried a news piece about the recent 
mobilisations and riots in Greece. As a follow up we’ve asked our sister 
organisation the Communist Youth of Greece (KNE) to reflect on the political 
impact of these mobilisations domestically & internationally.   

S TRUGGL ES  I N  GR EECE  

     During December 2008 
several mobilisations were 
organised in Greece (strikes, 
rallies, demonstrations etc). The 
motive for these mobilisations 
was the murder of a 15 year old 
student by policemen in a local 
neighbourhood of Athens. But 
the real reason for such an 
outbreak of youthful protest was 
the daily life and the problems 
faced by young people, especially 
those who belong to the poorest 
working families, caused by the 
dominant policies, especially 
during this period of the capitalist 
crisis. The demands of the 
mobilisations were not only 
against the state and police 
violence but also for free public 
education, for the right to work 
against the redundancies and the 
other anti labour measures. The 
class oriented trade unions have 
been at their side, making an 
important step for the common 

action of the labour and the 
youth movement. 
     During all this period there 
has been an attempt made by 
some forces to mark the 
mobilisations of the youth 
through the comeback of 
structured, trained groups calling 
themselves “anti-establishment 
movement”, characterised by 
hoods and “blind violence” as 
well as by the use of Molotov 
cocktails for the destruction and 
the plundering of shop-windows, 
banks, public buildings etc. In 
addition, they were characterised 
mainly by the absence of political 
slogans, demands and goals of 
struggle. They appeared as 
avengers for the death of the 
student, as supporters of the 
struggle against power, against all 
forms of guidance and 
organisation.  
     The bourgeois media both in 
Greece and internationally focus 

mainly on scenes of "blind 
violence" trying to suppress the 
mass, self-protected 
mobilisations organised this 
period by KKE, KNE, by class-
oriented trade union forces that 
join PAME (All Workers' Militant 
Front) and SASA (Militant 
Coordination of Secondary 
School Unions) and other mass 
organisations of the popular 
movement. This kind of 
disinformation and distortions 
made by the media that belong in 
capitalist monopolies “are 
turning the white to black”. 
These lies are targeting those 
who are out of the country and 
do not have access to many 
sources of information.  
     We took and supported 
initiatives for mass 
demonstrations of the youth 
against state violence and 
repression, while many schools 
and universities have been 
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occupied on an initiative of 
KNE. The mobilisations 
organised by KKE, KNE, PAME 
and SASA put forward a 
platform of demands that 
regards as responsible for the 
reactionary legal framework 
and the action of the repressive 
state mechanisms not only the 
government of ND but also the 
EU, the bourgeois, imperialist 
power. These demands were 
against the capitalist idea, which 
claims that in front of a global 
capitalist crisis working class 
and youth ought to reduce 
their demands. The demands of 
the struggle were cultivating 
the necessity working class not 
to pay the bill of the crises of 
the capitalist system. At the 
same time the communists 
promoted concrete demands 
and took measures for the 
protection of the mobilisations. 
Thus, the provocative forces 
were not able to utilise the 
mobilisations for their own 
objectives. This is the reason 
why they claim the "KKE turns 
against the youth that 
participate in the 
mobilisations".  
     The governmental party of 
ND tried to utilise the “blind” 
violence in order to distort the 
popular movement, provoke 
the most reactionary and 
conservative reactions and 
justify the State violence against 
the protesters.  Moreover, it 
put into effect, for the first 
time, the laws of the social 
democrat party of PASOK 
based on the guidelines of the 

“EU terror laws”. The way is 
paved now for ND to 
implement the reactionary laws 
that have not been 
implemented yet due to the 
movement’s 
pressure.  Furthermore, ND 
used these events as a pretext 
in order to promote one of its 
permanent goals: to give the 
green light to anti-riot forces to 
enter the universities violating 
the principle of “asylum” (a law 
that bars the police forces from 
entering the university grounds) 
established after the heroic 
“Polytechnic uprising” during 
dictatorship period. 
     PASOK has been two-faced. 
Nevertheless, it did not manage 
to conceal its aversion to the 
forms of struggle such as 
occupations, demonstrations, 
politicised struggles against the 
policy of both parties in power. 
One the one hand it 
condemned the governmental 
authoritarianism, the repressive 
actions of the Security forces 
and on the other hand it 
accused the government of 
being passive towards the 
destructions caused by the 
hooded persons.  
     The opportunist forces of 
SYN-SYRIZA  “caress the ears” 
of the hooded persons, 
believing that it will offer them 
some more votes in the next 
elections and lead them to 
ministerial posts as a result of a 
social and political consensus 
with the so-called anti-right 
forces of social democracy - 
PASOK. Its choice to 

collaborate with extra-
parliamentary leftist anti-KKE 
groups and be proclaimed as 
the main force of an anarchist-
autonomist group is fully in-line 
with the plans of the bourgeois 
political forces that need an 
excuse for the State repression, 
an obstacle against the 
radicalisation of the popular 
masses and especially against 
KKE and KNE.  
     Moreover all these forces 
(social democracy, 
opportunists, anticommunist 
forces, dominant media etc) 
presented a so-called new kind 
of movement that has been 
born. This movement, as they 
claim, doesn’t need any political 
guidance. A spontaneous 
movement that it is, itself, 
coordinated through the 
internet and SMS without any 
political involvement using 
hoods and without political 
goals and perspectives. This 
description aims to cultivate 
among youngsters the no way-
out of a movement just for the 
movement. KKE and KNE 
made clear that the 
spontaneous actions of 
indignant youths, school 
students have nothing to do 
with the coordinated, organized 
action of the hooded persons. 
Over the last years several 
theories are being developed. 
These theories seek new 
revolutionary subjects such as 
“the uprising of the masses”, 
the “uprising or insurrection of 
the youth” are presented in 
contradiction to the movement 

of the working class. In Greece, 
these theories are mainly 
represented by SYN-SYRIZA as 
well as other left fringe groups 
lending a hand to PASOK. 
These forces of modern 
opportunism help the 
disorientation and assimilation 
of forces in a fight against "neo-
liberal" management, without 
an anti-monopoly, anti-
imperialist direction.  
     The lesson from these big 
demonstrations that motivated 
a big part of the people and had 
a big impact also beyond the 
boarders of the country is the 
following: an incident can be 
the a spark that leads to a 
sudden rise of the movement 
under specific conditions, 
namely the indignation caused 
by the capitalist restructuring 
policies, the frustration of 
hopes that it is possible to 
solve the problems within the 
limits of the system especially 
that of the youth, which is the 
target of the flexible work 
relations, manipulation and 
State violence. It hasn’t been a 
common outbreak; the people 
expressed their will to struggle 
for the future and the rights of 
the new generation.  
     The massive character of 
the demonstrations and their 
influence is a good indication 
that as long as it is been 
intensified the perspective of a 
politicised class orientated self-
protected movement can bring 
into question the issue of 
power that for us is socialism. 
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SlumdogSlumdog  

Is the latest film to sweep Hollywood mere ‘poverty porn’ or does it offer any 
insight into the real situation facing billions of people in the developing world. 
Joanne Stevenson reviews Slumdog Millionaire. 

Before I went to see the movie 
`Slumdog Millionaire’ I knew 
there was some controversy 
about it. However, I knew little 
aside from the fact that there 
was a belief that the movie 
portrayed an inaccurate and 
unjust impression of India.  After 
seeing Slumdog, I was even 
more confused about the 
hostility that had been reported. 
I found it an interesting, well-
directed, well-written and 
superbly acted film, with some 
stunning shots. It is certainly one 
of the best movies of the year.   
     However, while researching 
for this article, I started to 
become clearer about what was 
going on.  The criticism seems 
to be centred on the Hollywood 
rich making money out of a film 
about poverty. The problem is 
that this focuses on the business 
of making the movie not the 
story itself. Critics have wanted 
to be offended and film-goers 
have been going to see it with 
pre-conceived ideas because of 
what they have read. But much 
of the comment and criticism 
has been fairly condescending 
and prejudiced. It all has the 

appearance of bleeding hearts - 
`oh the poor dears’! The 
headline often used by the 
western media, especially the 
BBC, that this is a "rags to riches 
story" sums up the 
misunderstandings of the movie. 
For this picks up only one 
theme, missing the whole point 
of the film.  
     This is, not as a synopsis 
would appear, actually about 
becoming a millionaire but about 
the triumph of one intelligent 
man, Jamal, managing to scrape 
himself from the bottom of the 
barrel of society long before his 
participation in the Indian 
version of the Chris Tarrant 
show. Doing so, he wins his 
childhood sweetheart, Latika, 
not because of acquired wealth 
but because of his striving for 
love.  
     In reality it is a movie of a 
young man who is refreshingly 
honest for the world he inhabits. 
It tells how Jamal, his brother 
and Latika, his soul mate, try to 
make their way through life. 
Circumstances, chance 
encounters, have led to his 
acquiring an eclectic knowledge, 

coupled with street knowledge. 
Those same questions, "because 
it was written" as the 
explanation emerges, come up 
on the game show. They just 
happen, by that mysterious 
Indian quality of fate, to be ones 
that Jamal has heard the answers 
to at some key point.  From his 
childhood, as this young man’s 
complicated life unfolds, we see 
him picking up this knowledge 
out of the course of tackling 
adversity. Jamal has acquired 
knowledge in the `university of 
life’ and, in a way, his poverty is 
the source of his knowledge. 
This is the true meaning of the 
story; it screams that real 
intelligence is about applying 
knowledge. Even the lowest of 
the low know things, even if it’s 
the price of bread down the 
market. Brutal experience, 
rather than book-learning, keeps 
the poor of India alive. 
     As children, Jamal and his 
brother, and Latika are like the 
three musketeers – `all for one 
and one for all’. Through 
scamming and thieving, and 
working when they can, they 
make do. Although the first few 

humanity?humanity?  
Brutal 
experience, 
rather than 
book-learning, 
keeps the 
poor of India 
alive 
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years after Jamal’s mother’s death 
were brutal, and a picture of the 
local underworld comes across as 
negative, such experiences are 
hardly something limited to 
Mumbai or India. In fact, this urban 
jungle is something we might more 
recognise as being quintessentially 
American.  
     If there is a criticism, it is that 
Slumdog doesn’t provide a critique 
of the politics of modern India. 
There is a film to be made about 
how India’s elite have consigned 
the poor to wait eternally for the 
never-to-come tickle down effect 
from their enrichment. But would 
Hollywood do that? Or 
Bollywood?! A massive and intense 
struggle is afoot in India to fight 
for social justice and the rights of 
the poor. Little of this is seen in 
the film, yet, `Slumdog Millionaire’ 
is about humanity and fate, the 
latter a more arguable issue, but 
both deeply seated in Indian and 
Bollywood films. It deserves to be 
taken on its merits, rather than on 
the celebrity and non-celebrity 
issues surrounding its production.   
     Three children start out in the 
slums of Mumbai, and have to face 
the traumas of life for the poor. 
Yet, despite the horrors they face, 
they learn not only to survive but 
to live and love, they retain their 
humanity, despite the mistakes 
they all make. Although the first 
few years after Jamal’s mother’s 
death were brutal, and a picture of 
the local underworld comes 
across as negative, such 
experiences are hardly something 
limited to Mumbai or India. In fact, 
this urban jungle is something we 
might more recognise as being 
quintessentially American.  
     However, Jamal, now a young 
man, is a "tea boy", an assistant to 
the assistant at a call centre, with 
food in his stomach and a roof. 
This is actually no Slumdog; he has 
lifted himself up and is just a 
normal working class boy amongst 
India’s masses. He’s hardly in 
riches but, equally, he’s not in rags 
either. But Latika, his childhood 
sweetheart has had a hell of a life 
and is now forced to live with a 
leading gangster in an unknown 
place. Jamal enters the Millionaire 
contest only as a bid to attract her 
attention; it is never about money 

but really a device to ensure 
she is safe. 
     Jamal’s life experience sees 
him do stunningly well and a 
great furore builds up as he 
progresses through the 
competition. He is a mere 
two questions away from 
winning Millionaire and 
puzzlingly stuck, given how he 
has done before. The 
presenter tries to set him up 
with a wrong answer but 
Jamal, with his street 
knowledge, divines this and 
avoids the trap, correctly 
guessing the right answer by 
elimination. This results in the 
show calling in the police. 
Having obviously not known 
the answer, and having been 
fed a wrong answer, he had 
evaded the trap; this could 
only mean that he was 
cheating. How could a 
slumdog be so intelligent as to 
intuit the truth of what was 
going on? Now arrested on 
suspicion of cheating, a police 
inspector interrogating him 
argues: “Doctors, lawyers 
haven’t got as far as you. 
What the hell could a 
slumdog possibly know?” 
     There’s nothing the 
suspicious authorities can do 
though and Jamal returns to 
the competition. He now has 

to face the final question. It’s 
the name of the third 
musketeer in Dumas’ stories! 
Whilst, in childhood, the boys 
had always called Latika `the 
third musketeer’, they had 
never actually known the 
name of the character, 
Aramis. But Jamal is left with a 
`phone a friend’ option. He 
tries his brother’s mobile and, 
by a complex series of prior 
plot turns, it turns out to be 
the long-lost Latika who 
answers. There is a tearful 
reunion but, just in time, 
Jamal asks if she knows the 
elusive name. She doesn’t but 
Jamal stabs at a guess from 
the options in front of him 
and, amazingly, fate allows 
him to win the competition 
and the girl. Latika accepts his 
plea to allow him to protect 
her and take her away from 
the mob. They now have the 
resources to enable her to 
escape the slums and for the 
childhood sweethearts to 
marry.  
     Jamal’s story shows that 
intelligence cannot be judged 
by wealth, education or 
childhood, that the lives 
people experience varies 
according to the class you 
come from, and something 
that will seem common 

knowledge to one group will 
be impossible to know to 
another, not because they are 
stupid but because the 
knowledge has not been 
necessary for their life.  
     Ultimately, the spirit 
motivating this film is a 
positive one, and the telling of 
the story is well done, making 
it undeserving of intense 
criticism. It’s a bit like the way 
that the public row over the 
banker’s grotesque `pension’ 
has obscured the real story 
behind the multi-billion pound 
paying off of a private 
company’s losses – the failure 
of the government to exert 
real influence and control 
over a powerful force in our 
society. Obsessing about the 
disparity in wealth between 
the fat cats of Hollywood and 
the poor of Mumbai allows us 
to forget that liberal capitalist 
ideology is sometimes obliged 
to accept the great humanity 
and dignity of the oppressed. 
`Slumdog Millionaire’ does 
that in spades and we should 
welcome the small mercy that 
this represents. It’s also a 
highly entertaining experience 
– go and see it for yourself 
and then make up your own 
mind.   



A re-reading and summary of 
Louis Althusser’s essay 
‘Ideology and Ideological State 
Apparatuses’ in Lenin and 
Philosophy (1971) might prove 
instructive in focusing our 
attention upon the areas 
where we might understand 
and challenge the functioning 
of state power. 
     Marx was clear that a social 
formation which did not 
reproduce the conditions of 
production could not last. 
Highlighting the importance of 
this, Althusser concludes that: 
“The ultimate condition of 
production is therefore the 
reproduction of the conditions 
of production.” He 
understands some of the 
inherent difficulties in analysing 
this process: we are subject to, 
and are of these conditions 
ourselves, it is difficult to stand 
outside ‘the point of view of 
reproduction’ to be able to 
analyse it. Althusser, however, 
has a good go. 
     The existing social 
formation, arising from the 
dominant mode of production, 
must simultaneously produce, 
and reproduce the productive 
forces and the existing 
relations of production. This 
cannot be done at the level of 
the firm or company which 
seeks to simply predict what is 
needed to replace what has 
been used up in production; 
this, basic task is that of the 
capitalist, and the economist, 

those who regard it as 
“sufficient simply to give a 
commentary on the terms of 
the firm’s financial accounting 
practice.” How that rings true 
today as our ‘expert’ 
economists, describing 
symptoms without 
appreciating the cause of the 
malaise, have failed and fail 
again to understand the basic 
boom and slump characteristic 
of capitalism. 
     We can thus look at and 
begin to understand the 
reproduction of the means of 
production within the firm but 
not at the reproduction of 
productive forces – the 
reproduction of labour power 
– which takes place outside 
the workplace environment. 
     How does this happen? 
     Labour is reproduced 
materially by the payment of 
wages. The labourer can 
house, feed and clothe himself 
and rear children to reproduce 
himself; guaranteeing labour 
power for the capitalist. This 
would suffice were we in a 
social formation of slavery or 
serfdom, but cannot measure 
up in a capitalist system 
requiring ‘diversified’ skills. 
Capitalism thus requires an 
education system. 
     Children are taught to 
read, write and count, are 
given a little science and 
literature; what Althusser 
refers to as basic ‘know how’. 
But they are also taught to 

behave: “rules of morality, 
civic and professional 
conscience, which actually 
means rules of respect for the 
socio-technical division of 
labour and ultimately the rules 
of the order established by 
class domination.” So, the 
reproduction of labour power 
also requires a reproduction of 
submissiveness to the 
established order and its ruling 
ideology. 
     Productive forces and 
relations are at the base of 
society, they provide the 
infrastructure, but there is a 
superstructure which operates 
at two levels; that of the 
‘politico-legal’, the law and the 
State, and that of ideology. 
Theorists have long argued 
over the relationship between 
base and superstructure. 
Those who underline the 
simple, unsophisticated 
primacy of the base are subject 
to criticisms of economic 
determinism/reductionism; 
other Marxists have suggested 
there is ‘relative autonomy’ of 
the superstructure from the 
base, or even a ‘reciprocal 
action’ between the two. 
Althusser sought to throw 
new light on the relationship 
via an enquiry into the law, the 
state and ideology from the 
point of view of reproduction. 
     Marxist theory, (Marx in 
the Communist Manifesto and 
elsewhere in many of his major 
texts, and Lenin in State and 
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through Louis Althusser’s essay  
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without at the same time 
exercising its hegemony over 
and in the State Ideological 
Apparatuses. The ISA’s can 
therefore be the ‘stake and the 
site of class struggle.’ 
     Having identified the 
existence and role of the ISA’s, 
Althusser goes on to suggest 
that it is within these ISA’s 
that the reproduction of the 
relations of production is 
secured. For the greater part, 
this is done so by the legal-
political and ideological 
superstructure. The repressive 
state apparatus secures by 
force the political conditions 
of the reproduction of 
relations of production and 
the political conditions for ‘the 
action of the Ideological State 
Apparatuses’. 
     Althusser suggests that the 
dominant ISA in the 
contemporary capitalist social 
formation, as a result of a 
‘violent political and ideological 
class struggle’ against the 
previous, dominant ISA, the 
Church, is the educational 
ideological apparatus. Taking 
children at their youngest and 
most vulnerable it ‘drums into 
them’ over several hours per 
day, through many years, 
know-how ‘wrapped in the 
ruling ideology’. The advent of 
the national curriculum affords 
even greater opportunity for 
control. And as Hans Heinz 
Holz reminded us, in the 
Communist Review (No. 51, 
Autumn 2008): “Whoever 
controls language, rules 
people’s consciousness.” 
     According to the age which 
they leave school young 
people then become, in 
general terms, shop floor 
workers, technicians or 

academics (professional 
ideologists; the agents of 
capital and repression). Each 
group is instilled with the 
ideology which suits its role in 
class society. And via this 
means the relations of 
production – the relations of 
exploited to exploiters – are 
largely reproduced. 
     The ISA’s then are an 
apparatus of ‘class struggle 
ensuring class oppression and 
guaranteeing conditions of 
exploitation and its 
reproduction.’ Key, however, 
is an understanding that 
ideologies are not ‘born’ in the 
ISA’s ‘but from the social 
classes at grips in the class 
struggle: from their conditions 
of existence, their practices, 
their experiences of the 
struggle, etc’. Althusser 
reminds us, then, that “it is 
only from the point of view of 
the exploited class that it is 
possible to discover, against all 
bourgeois ideology…the 
mechanisms of those relations 
of exploitation, the relations of 
production of a class society.” 

Revolution) describes the State 
as a ‘repressive apparatus’; 
the police, army, law courts 
and prisons ensure bourgeois 
domination of the working 
class. And Althusser 
acknowledges that this is the 
basic ‘function’ of the State. 
He distinguishes between 
state power and state 
apparatus; the proletariat 
must seize state power in 
order to destroy the ‘existing 
bourgeois state apparatus’ 
and set in train a process 
leading to the destruction of 
the State. What he brings to 
the theory of the state is an 
understanding of those 
structures which are on the 
side of the repressive state 
apparatus but clearly 
distinguishable from it: the 
ideological state apparatuses. 
Whereas the repressive state 
apparatus is one and functions 
primarily by violence there 
are many Ideological State 
Apparatuses and these 
function primarily by ideology. 
Althusser lists these as: 
 
the religious ISA 

(Churches, organised 
religions) 

the educational ISA 
(schools) 

the family ISA 
the legal ISA 
the political ISA (parties, 

etc) 
the trade-union ISA 
the communications ISA 

(press, radio and television, 
etc) 

the cultural ISA (literature, 
sports, the Arts). 

 
Whereas the repressive state 
apparatus exists in the public 
domain, many of the ISA’s are 
part of the private domain. 
But, because the repressive 
state apparatus is controlled 
by the ruling class it is active 
in the ISA’s and it is the ruling 
ideology which is realised in 
the ISA’s. Althusser is specific: 
“no class can hold State 
power over a long period 
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Further Reading 
Louis Althusser On Ideology 
Lenin   The State and Revolution 
Gramsci  Selections from the Prison Notebooks 
Marx & Engles The German Ideology 
Lenin   The Proletarian Revolution & the  
   Renegade Kautsky 



The Education Maintenance 
Allowance (EMA) was 
designed in order to allow 
students from low-income 
families with the ability to 
stay on in full time 
education. On average the 
EMA equates to about 1 
pound an hour per week. 
Unfair? How can young 
people who come from low-
income families be expected 
to live on one pound a week 
especially when we consider 
escalating living costs. 
     Private company 
Liberata has an £80m 
contract to administer the 
allowances. In August the 
company lost all of the 
personal details of EMA 
applicants. When this 
occurred the government 
didn't’ t terminate the 
contract and bring it under 
government control but 
instead got yet another 
private company to sort the 
problem out by hiring more 
staff who were ill-trained 
for their role. This increase 
in delay and inconvenience 
meant that already strained 
students waited, on 
occasions months, for their 
problems to be resolved 
often taking on extra work. 
These problems were also 
difficult to resolve as it was 

impossible to get through to 
the private company by 
phone; Below is a quote 
from a student in 
Newcastle,  “I have been 
ringing twice a day for the 
last 10 days and have never 
been able to get through 
despite spending up to an 
hour on the phone each 
time. Most calls were 
disconnected almost 
immediately. I desperately 
need the P60 back to submit 
for a court hearing and the 
college is also trying to sort 
this for me with no 
success”. The government 
did barely anything except 
tell off Liberata this situation 
as their contractual 
obligations suited them to 
do nothing.  
 
Unjustness of The EMA 
Do people who get EMA get 
it every week? The answer 
is NO, the money is only 
deposited Liberata on 
occasion. For example, I am 
waiting for My EMA still and 
have not received it for 3 
weeks, imagine if you come 
from a low income family 
and your parents can’t 
afford to give you money? 
You’ d barely be able to 
survive further increasing 
stress and discomfort for 

young people in education.   
     The computer system is 
still not sorted out so 
during half term the EMA 
withdrew pupils at St Bede’s 
school (London) for 2 
weeks rather than one. 
Who knows when we will 
see that money if ever? 
Private Companies only care 
for their own interests, it is 
not in their remit to care 
for the lives of young people 
suffering, all they care about 
is the big fat profit that the 
government give them for 
administering the service.   
     We as young people 
should be able to dictate 
how this lifeline of a service 
is run, we can only do this 
by bringing this service 
under the jurisdiction of 
government, getting the 
government to open it’s 
own EMA department 
within The Learning and 
Skills Council who are 
supposed to be the 
government body in charge 
of the welfare and running 
of our education! 
Privatisation is wrong in 
every way, it causes us to 
suffer considerably by the 
super rich owners of these 
corporations who profit 
from misery and suffering. 
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A lifeline for   
students?   
Chris Emms looks at the current state and problems 
associated with the Education Maintenance Allowance 
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Government Policy on 
the EMA 
The government’ s policy on 
who gets EMA is even more 
bizarre, in order to receive 
the full amount of 30 
pounds a week, families 
earning less than £20,817 
per year get the 30 pounds, 
families earning between 
£20,817-£25,521 earn 20 
pounds and families earning 
between £25,521 to 
£30,000 earn 10 pounds. 
This is madness the gaps in 
wages are very small, their 
parents aren’t going to be 
able to afford to make up 
the difference if the family 
has many children in it as 
many working class families 
do. This is pure 
discrimination.  They don't 
even take into account the 
number of children in a 
household which would 
make far more sense. How 
can a large family afford to 
fund living expenses, leisure 
and socialising? 
 
Who can get EMA 
You can only get EMA if you 
reach these ridiculous 
criteria: That no one in your 
household earns the 
aforementioned amounts 
(that includes people who 
aren’t even supporting you 
financially), you must be a 
national from an EU country 
to receive it, what happens 
to other students from the 
commonwealth or other 
countries where our 
students are financially 
supported upon studying 
there? Is that fair? 
     You don’t get you EMA 
if you miss 2 and a half days 
of school or college, this 
includes INSET Days Half 
Terms, Holidays etc when it 
is needed the most! This is 
wholly unfair and immoral, 
the scheme was designed to 
aid young people but they 
can take it away. Shouldn’t 

we all get some form of benefit 
for staying in education? Even 
other discounts such as 
concessions on transport is 
propitiatory expensive. 
     There is one easy, simple 
solution to all of this. We musty 
urge the government to 
nationalise this service, 
bring it back under our 
control so that we can 
have a say in how it is 
run and can thereby 
put pressure on the 
government to change 
this system to be far 
more fair and just. 
Only then can we 
have our say and 
not be dictated 
to by the 
American 
owned 
Liberata’s Fat 
Cat CEOS 
who don’t care 
about us.  
     We must 
campaign for 
Nationalisation, 
Democracy and Equality 
for us All. By doing this 
we will improve our 
lives and the lives of our 
peers in so many ways, it 
is of paramount 
importance that we do this. 
Every YCLer should be out 
there, campaigning, engaging 
students on issues such as these. 
It is our job to make others 
aware of this, we as 
communists must be seen 
as accessible to people 
by being at the 
forefront of issues 
such as these, we 
can' t appear 
inward looking or 
sectarian. 
As The Great 
Cuban Poet who 
campaigned for the 
rights of his people 
Jose Marti said “Doing is 
Saying,” so Comrades, lets 
do and sort this problem that 

the bourgeois politicians seem 
to think they can get away 
with.  
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In the Winter 08/9 issue of 
Challenge the concept of 
alienation was covered – the 
idea of unconscious 
transference of human power 
onto mythical objects, such as 
gods or economic systems, and 
the idea’s heritage with the 
philosophy of Protagoras and 
particularly Feuerbach, from 
whom Marx developed his 
own system of alienation.  I 
discussed how humans can be 
seen to be alienated from their 
work, and, having established 
the existence of humans species
-being, would now like to re-
join the analysis with some 
further analysis of this critical 
aspect of Marx’s alienation, 
before continuing on to 
consider the possibility of 
unalienation, and considering 
how, and if, this could be 
achieved. 
     Accepting that humans have 
a species-being, we must take a 
further step into the argument 
before we can say that human 
beings are truly alienated from 

their species-being (or perhaps 
less accurately, their human 
nature). I think the easiest way 
of explaining this form of 
alienation is through a 
consideration of 
“unalienation”.  From Marx's 
description of alienation, we 
can see that for humans to be 
unalienated – that is, to be the 
autonomous, self-realized 
human being – they must 
retain control of their labour 
and their product, and their 
production should be both 
individual, in that it is the 
objectification of their specific 
character and their 
peculiarities, and communal, in 
that it should contribute 
towards meeting the needs of 
other humans, thus confirming 
them in “the thoughts and love 
of his fellow human 
being”.  This is fairly abstract, 
but from it we can sketch out 
a picture of what unalienated 
labour could look like.  The 
most obvious example would 
be that of an artist – one who 

creates both for their own 
sake, the sake of the work 
itself, and for the sake of 
others.  A work of art is the 
ultimate embodiment of one's 
innermost feelings; whether it 
be a novel, painting, song or 
otherwise.  When it is 
appreciated by others, it is 
appreciated both as a work in 
itself, and as the objectification 
of a particular human's life and 
experience.  However, even 
artistic endeavour can be 
alienated under capitalism, for 
to be a professional artist 
deadlines must be met and 
principles sacrificed in order to 
gain commercial appeal, for, at 
the end of the day, an artist 
must make money in order to 
survive.  If the artist makes 
their money through their art, 
then the process becomes 
alienated – the need to 
produce art comes to control 
the artist, the art becomes 
capital, the means to subsist.  If 
the artist produces art for 
leisure, and supports 
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Marxist concept of alienation and evaluates whether or not & how its possible 
for humans to become ‘unalienated’ 
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themselves through regular 
employment, then they are 
alienated by their labour like 
everyone else, and at best 
achieves stolen moments of 
freedom between shifts.  
     Essentially, under capitalism 
all human beings are alienated, 
even if they are happy, and work 
in a job that they love, and in 
which they truly do objectify 
their will and personality, they 
will ultimately be corrupted by 
the alien construct of 
money.  Marx, hence, wants to 
eliminate this construction – and 
the construct of private property 
– leaving humans free from these 
alienating forces and to engage 
consciously in communal 
production.  Freed from these 
constructs, Marx wants the artist 
now to represent the 
unalienated, autonomous, 
rational creator of things.  Not 
only this, but it seems Marx 
wants all production to be 
performed as art, for all human 
beings are to be free – not only 
the artists.  This seems 
reasonable in the cases of chefs, 
carpenters, engineers and similar 
– who can create what others 
require in their own idiosyncratic 
manners, and be appreciated for 
it in return – however, it is not 
so feasible for those whose 
labour does not create, but 
rather, maintains – that is, those 
who clean and repair what has 
been created before, who keep 
the infrastructure in functional 
order.  Or those who only 
produce on the instructions of 
others – the man or woman 
screwing the bolts in on the 
production line, for instance. 
     But perhaps a solution to this 
problem can be found.  The 
rational logic of the technological 
determinist line of argument that 
I wish to avoid would, I think, 
suggest that we have to 
revolutionise technology and 
productive power until it is so 
advanced as such that no one will 
have to do these jobs any 
more.   This is of course no use 
for ‘here and now’ however, and 
so another solution must be 
found, and Marx offers at least 
the groundwork for one: 

     “In communist society... 
nobody has one exclusive 
sphere of activity but each can 
become accomplished in any 
branch they wish, society 
regulates the general 
production and thus makes it 
possible for me to... hunt in 
the morning, fish in the 
afternoon, rear cattle in the 
evening, criticize after dinner... 
without ever becoming hunter, 
fisherman, cowherd, or 
critic.”   
     This is, of course, flagrantly 
utopian, certainly more poetic 
than practical and is obviously 
problematic – I can not be an 
architect one day and a 
surgeon the next, or buildings 
would collapse and patients 
would die.  But this is not the 
crux of the problem: under 
communist society, as under 
all forms of society preceding 
it, some humans will likely 
aspire towards particular 
skilled professions.  But there 
is no reason I could not be an 
architect usually but 
occasionally a labourer, a 
cleaner, or a bin-man. 
     People may not especially 
desire to do these jobs 
(although, of course, some 
people may have no desire to 
learn any more complicated 
skills and wilfully devote 
themselves to such work) but 
faced with the consequences 
of not performing these tasks, 
as rational, free, unalienated 
humans, they may choose to 
lend a hand. But if they did 
not, could they be compelled 
to without alienating them 
from their labour? 
     The answer is yes, at least 
in the perfectly democratic, 
communal society.  For society 
to function and maintain 
human life, certain animal 

needs must be met.  A tiger 
who despises hunting is not 
alienated from its labour when 
its biological needs force it to 
find nourishment.  Likewise, 
humans in the communal 
society compelled to 
participate in the labour which 
feeds, shelters and sanitises 
society are not alienated – the 
product of their labour is their 
own as much as the rest of 
society's, and the construct 
which forces them to produce 
it is not alien – it is society 
acting in accordance with its 
needs.  It is the people; it is in 
fact themselves.  They are in 
effect forced to be free, and to 
be rational.  I would at this 
point stress that I am not 
suggesting that the Socialist 
revolution and transition to 
Communism would be justified 
in using slave-labour camps to 
clean the streets, merely that, 
in the particular situation of 
post-historical society, it will 
be possible to be rational and 
free, while simultaneously, 
being gently coerced into 
engaging in the hum-drum 
boring labour that 
unfortunately no economic 
structure can ever abolish. 
     In conclusion, whether or 
not labour will actually 
become unalienated in practise 
does not change the fact that 
at present it is alienated, and 
will remain permanently so as 
long as the capitalist system is 
in place. Gradual reforms may 
make that alienation more 
bearable; but to achieve self-
actualisation, for human 
freedom to exist for the first 
time since the dawn of 
civilization, revolution is not 
just desirable, but absolutely 
necessary. 

Marx, wants 
to eliminate 
the construct 
of private 
property – 
leaving 
humans free 
from these 
alienating 
forces and to 
engage 
consciously 
in communal 
production. 
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As communists we understand 
that within each mode of 
production, antagonistic classes 
exist. But communism is a 
classless society so what is 
primitive communism? In this 
short article I will briefly 
address the idea of primitive 
communism and its 
development into slave-owning 
societies. 
     Primitive communism was 
the first stage in human 
development in Marxist 
economic theory. Marx 
highlighted that mechanisms in 
each modes of production and 
the changes from one to the 
other: Primitive communism > 
Slave-owning societies > 
Feudalism > Capitalism > 
Communism. 
     Although primitive 
communism is a term usually 
associated with Karl Marx, it 
was fully elaborated by 
Friedrich Engels, and referring 
to the collective right to basic 
resources, egalitarianism in 
social relationships, and the 
absence of authoritarian rule 
and hierarchy that preceded 
stratification and exploitation in 
human history. Both Marx and 
Engels were heavily influenced 
by Lewis Henry Morgan's 
speculative evolutionary 
history, which described the 
‘liberty, equality and fraternity 
of the ancient gents’, and the 
‘communism in living’ said to be 

evident in the village 
architecture of native 
Americans. 
    Engels argues in Origin of 
Family, Private Property and State, 
that “Production in primitive 
communism was essentially 
collective and, likewise, 
consumption took place by the 
direct distribution of the 
products within larger or 
smaller communistic 
communities. This production 
in common was carried on 
within the narrowest limits, but 
concomitantly the producers 
were masters of their process 
of production and of their 
product. They knew what 
became of the product: they 
consumed it, it did not leave 
their hands; and as long as 
production was carried on in 
this basis, it could not grow 
beyond the control of the 
producers, and it could not 
raise any strange, phantom 
powers against them.” That is, 
that all able bodied persons 
would have engaged in 
obtaining food, and everyone 
would share in what was 
produced by hunting and 
gathering and important to 
note that there would have 
been no state. It was a primitive 
actualisation of the principle 
“from each according to ability 
to each according to need” 
     The domestication of 
animals and plants following the 

Neolithic Revolution through 
herding and agriculture was 
seen as the turning point from 
primitive communism to a class 
based society as it was followed 
by private ownership and 
slavery, with the inequality that 
it entailed. This however was 
not the only contributing 
factor, again in Origin of Family, 
using the ideas of Bachofen and 
Morgan, Engels argues that the 
change from Primitive 
Communism to Slavery-owning 
societies developed through 
the relationships between men 
and women. That, as a result of 
the changing economic 
conditions, the traditional 
sexual relationship between 
men and women lost its “naïve, 
primitive jungle character” 
which through the oppression 
of women undermined the 
“primitive communism”, i.e. 
Men began to enslave the 
women, and a class society 
developed. However, this 
conception is problematic. 
Morgan's work is now usually 
regarded as outdated, and as 
Engels used his work as the 
basis of his understanding, then 
arguably some aspects and 
conceptions of Engels work 
must be outdated. 
     There is no universally 
accepted description of the ‘life’ 
of prehistoric humans, but it is 
widely believed that life for the 
earliest humans was difficult 

and marked by a constant 
struggle to obtain food, there 
was no private property (other 
than articles of clothing and 
similar personal items) because 
society produced almost no 
surplus; everything that was 
produced was quickly 
consumed and of the few things 
that existed — tools, housing 
— were like Engels wrote, held 
communally. Whilst divisions of 
labour along gender lines did 
exist to a certain extent in 
primitive communist society it 
was the qualitative change 
created by the possibility of the 
production & accumulation of 
surplus) that caused these to 
become rigid and antagonistic 
divisions. 
     The model of primitive 
communism applies to early 
human societies because hunter
-gatherer societies had no 
stratification into classes and 
did not create surplus. 
Furthermore primitive societies 
may have contained most of the 
basic features presently 
associated with the goals of 
"communism". However we as 
Marxists, unlike some radical 
luddites, greens and anarchists, 
must highlight that the return 
to such a society is not only 
problematic but also nearly 
impossible and unwanted. A 
return to a more basic level of 
living would create just as many 
problems as it would resolve. 
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Red starRed starRed star   
On a continent which has suffered more than any other 
from the crimes of imperialism, the links forged by the 
People’s Republic of China hold out hope for a new epoch. 
Ben Chacko reports 
Amid the economic crisis 
which has engulfed the planet 
within the last year, the 
attitudes of some Western 
leaders to the People’s 
Republic of China are 
changing. Economies which 
have borrowed vastly beyond 
their means are increasingly 
looking for a bailout from 
one of the few major 
economies that is still 
showing robust growth, 
despite a 
slowdown 
caused by 
shrinking 
markets for 
China’s huge 

manufacturing sector. 
Whether the Chinese will 
agree to continue bankrolling 
countries which still drag 
their feet over allowing China 
any real say in global 
economic decision making 
(no seat at the G8, for 
example, despite its economy 
being the fourth largest on 
the planet) remains to be 
seen. But on one continent 
China’s aid is continuing to 

work wonders – Africa. 
     Africa is, of course, the 
poorest continent on earth, 
largely as a result of the 
disastrous experience of the 
European colonialism which 
ravaged the continent in the 
nineteenth and twentieth 
centuries, plundering natural 
resources and killing millions 
along the way. Western 
interference did not end after 
the colonial powers were 

driven from the continent. 
In the name of anti-
communism, the West 
bankrolled the 
apartheid regime in 
South Africa for 

decades and 
fomented bloody 

civil wars in 
Angola and 
the 
Democratic 
Republic of 
Congo. Less 
blatantly but 
just as 
damaging, 
bodies such as 

the World 
Bank and the 

International 
Monetary Fund 

have exploited African 
desperation for their own 
ends – for example in 
Tanzania, where in return for 
IMF loans in the 1980s the 
government was forced to 
sell off almost its entire 
public sector and deregulate 
its financial and agricultural 
industries, or Somalia, where 
the ownership of most of the 
economy by foreign firms has 
siphoned the wealth out of 
the country and contributed 
to the increase in pirate 
activity in the region. 
     China’s role in Africa has, 
of course, been quite 
different. As a former semi-
colony, the Chinese have 
long been sympathetic to 
nations which have shared 
their ill-treatment at the 
hands of the imperialist 
powers. As Tsegab Kebebew 
of the Ethiopian Foreign 
Ministry stated, “There is no 
colonial history of the 
Chinese in Africa, so they are 
well received here.” The 
Chinese were amongst the 
first to recognise the states 
of Kenya and Tanzania after 
their declarations of 
independence in 1963 and 

over Africaover Africaover Africa   



1964, and began major 
aid projects early on – in 
the 1960s they built a 
road linking Tanzania to 
Zambia, for example, 
while through the 1970s 
and 1980s over 15,000 
Chinese doctors were 
sent to train local 
practitioners and set up 
clinics across the 
continent. Today, around 
1,000 Chinese doctors 
are still stationed in 
Africa, principally fighting 
against the AIDS 
epidemic. 
     However, the 
economic rise of China in 
more recent years has 
enabled aid on a far 
grander scale, most 
importantly in the arena 
of infrastructure. The 
Chair of the Commission 
of the African Union, Jean 
Ping, points out that a 
lack of decent 
communications have 
been one of the key 
factors in stifling African 
economic development, 
and has much praise for 
China’s extensive road 
building projects, citing 
Algeria and Ethiopia as 
areas in which Chinese 
state-owned companies 
have been especially 
active. Sun Guicai, a 
Chinese engineer working 
on a new road building 
project in Adis Ababa 
(the Ethiopian capital) is 
enthusiastic about his 
work: “Transport is very 
important. If you want to 
develop your country, 
you need to build good 
roads,” he says. 
     China’s trade with 
Africa has increased 
fivefold since 2000, to 
almost $50 billion, while 
the Chinese have pledged 
not to reduce aid worth 
$1 billion a year because 
of the financial crisis. 
Unlike Western 
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countries, the Chinese do not 
consider debt relief as aid, 
and have written off hundreds 
of millions in terms of African 
debt separately. But what 
makes the Chinese a less 
suspicious trading partner 
than the West is largely the 
absence of political bullying. 
Liu Naiya, of the Chinese 
Institute of Social Sciences, 
points out “When the West 
agree to aid, they usually 
insist on things in return,” she 
states. “China’s aid is pure 
hearted.” 
     This, of course, has caused 
some concern among the 
liberal elite of Western 
countries. Paul Wolfowitz has 
protested that aid without 
conditions discourages the 
growth of democracy on the 
continent. But, as countries 
such as Tanzania can attest, it 
is not democracy which the 
West tends to insist on as a 
condition of its help, but 
stripping a nation of its assets, 
undermining its welfare state 
and bolstering the ‘free’ 
market. This in itself has 
played no small part in 
Africa’s continuing poverty. A 
government which can only 
receive debt relief or aid 
packages by dismantling its 
school and hospital services 
cripples its ability to develop 
a skilled and educated 
workforce, as well as to 
respond to the spread of 
disease. It is no coincidence 
that many diseases which are 

history in most other parts of 
the world, such as yellow 
fever, cholera and leprosy, 
are still widespread in Africa. 
     There are many in the 
West who view the 
increasingly close relationship 
between China and Africa 
with concern. An editorial in 
The Independent has even 
accused the Chinese of 
attempting to build an African 
empire, modelled on those of 
the European colonial 
powers. But in the light of 
China’s ‘hands off’ attitude to 
African politics – epitomised 
by the 2006 statement of the 
Chinese Foreign Ministry on 
Africa, which enshrined that 
all assistance given to the 
country must have “no strings 
attached” – this panicky 
response must be viewed 
with scepticism; it seems 
more likely that the real fear 
of the capitalist elites of the 
West is of an Africa that can 
stand up for itself – or indeed, 
a China which makes an 
alternative model of 
development to that of the 
neoliberals available across 
the world. As the Chinese 
Foreign Ministry states, “the 
China-Africa friendship is 
embedded in a long history of 
interchanges. Sharing similar 
historical experiences, China 
and Africa have all along 
supported and sympathised 
with each other in the 
liberation struggle, and have 
forged a profound friendship.”  

Unlike 
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Cartoon Corner
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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Communists don’t just draw on the examples of Marx, Engels & Lenin or 20th 
century British communists, George Waterhouse looks at often overlooked 
figures from England’s revolutionary past 

In Britain we have a rich 
history of progressivism and 
radicalism, but I want to 
concentrate on those English 
renegades who fought the 
autocratic Monarchs of 
feudalism for democracy and 
social justice in the 17th and 
18th centuries. 
     One problematic hurdle 
communists face is the image of 
the ‘enemy within’, an 
ideologically driven party who 
wishes to stamp out the 
national identity by erecting 
monolithic statues of Marx and 
Lenin. However, anyone who 
has been to Cuba knows that it 
is the indigenous hero José 
Martí who is honoured 
throughout the country. We 
cannot allow tyrants like the 
British National Party (BNP), 
self-described as Britain’s 
‘foremost patriotic political 
party’, to be seen as 
representing us as a nation. 

The BNP attempts to depict 
itself as having Britain’s best 
interest at heart but we all 
know that Britain’s fascists 
would betray our country at 
the first chance they get. That 
is why their original leader 
(then called the British Union 
of Fascists -and best mate of 
Hitler) Oswald Mosley, was 
imprisoned during the Second 
World War. 
     As Billy Bragg has said “the 
implication that, as socialists, 
we should disavow all notions 
of Englishness plays into the 
hands of the far-right, leaving 
them free to define who does 
and who doesn't belong on 
their own terms.” We know 
from history that when push 
comes to shove, the ruling 
class will sell this country 
short, like the Nazi 
sympathizing lords and barons 
attempted to do in the 1930s. 
During the “great war of 

liberation against the invading 
and enslaving Hitlerite 
coalition, the communists 
proved by deeds that they were 
the truest sons of their 
fatherland and their people” 
wrote Boris Ziherl in his book 
‘Communism and Fatherland’ 
about Partisans in Yugoslavia. 
Ziherl stated that before the 
war, the reactionary 
bourgeoisie slandered the 
communists, trying to portray 
them as “indifferent and hostile 
towards the vital interests of 
their country and people”, but 
it was not the communists who 
became the lackeys of the 
fascist invaders. It was the 
reactionary bourgeoisie who 
were “unmasked” as traitors to 
their fatherland, those who 
portrayed themselves as 
‘patriotic’ were the ones who 
collaborated with the 
imperialist aggressors.  
     English patriotism gets 

wound up in the images of our 
German royal family and their 
former empire, but this is 
superficial. Our pride in our 
country comes from its people, 
in Blake’s words, its ‘green and 
pleasant land’. We have our 
own figures that could 
represent what Simon Bolivar 
does to the people of 
Venezuela. Our history is more 
than the biographies of the 
ruling kings and queens, there 
is a long tradition of 
progressives who fought 
exploitation and ‘pushed 
history’ toward liberty and 
equality. Let’s examine some of 
the figures from our bountiful 
revolutionary heritage: 
 
Gerrard Winstanley 
Gerrard Winstanley was born 
in 1609, it is not known where, 
but he was baptised in Wigan. 
Known as the English pioneer 
of communism, he founded a 

homehome--grown heroesgrown heroes  
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commune on Saint George's 
Hill in Surrey in 1649. 
Winstanley was an adherent of 
what is called Christian 
Communism, he believed that 
the earth should become a 
common treasury for the good 
of all. He wrote 'A Declaration 
from the Poor Oppressed 
People of England' in 1649, 
where he challenged the 
legitimacy of the Ruling class, 
and defiantly stated "the power 
of enclosing land and owning 
property was brought into the 
creation by your ancestors by 
the sword; which first did 
murder their fellow creatures, 
men, and after plunder or steal 
away their land, and left this 
land successively to you, their 
children.” His Followers were 
known as the ‘Diggers’ or ‘True 
Levellers’. They repeated the 
slogan of Wat Tyler and John 
Ball who led the Peasants' 
Revolt of 1381: 
 
When Adam delved and Eve span, 
Who was then the gentleman? 
 
The Diggers actions began to 
be repeated across Southern 
England, this angered the 
landlords who sent 
armed men to remove 
the True Levellers from 
their common ground. 
Winstanley fled but was 
eventually given a gift of 
property from his father in law 
in Surrey. After his wife died, 
he made a living corn in 
London and managed to reach 
the age of 67, dying on the 10th 
of September, 1676. 
 
John Lilburne 
John Lilburne was born 
in Durham around 
1614. He was 
whipped pilloried and 
imprisoned in 1637 
for printing illegal 
radical pamphlets 
under 

the pseudo name ‘Freeborn 
John’. Lilburne’s subsequent 
trial and punishment became a 
sensation, causing the ‘London 
mobs’ to riot outside the court, 
as he protested for his 
'freeborn' rights (hence his nom 
de guerre). 
     He rose to prominence in 
the English Civil War as a 
roundhead soldier and although 
Cromwell sympathised with his 
opposition to the 
unaccountable powers of 
monarchy and the bishops, he 
was opposed to Lilburne’s wish 
to extend the franchise. 
Lilburne was arrested and 
taken to the Tower of London. 
While imprisoned he helped 
write ‘An Agreement of the Free 
People of England’, this 
represented the aspirations of 
working people who suffered 
under the persecution of kings, 
landowners and the Bishops. 
They outlined a just and 
democratic constitution for a 
new Republican Britain, free 
from the tyrannies caused by 
arbitrary inequalities of power. 
Lilburne was kept in prison 
until just before his death on 

August 29th 1657. But his 
legacy remains; 

politically, 
the 

Levellers were hundreds of 
years ahead of his time and 
John Lilburne's trial has been 
used as evidence in the US to 
defend the 5th constitution 
 
Tom Paine 
Born in Norfolk in 1737, 
Thomas Paine’s 1771 polemic, 
'The Rights of Man' quickly 
became the standard of the 
revolutionary movement, 
advocating the abolition of 
hereditary monarchy, a 
progressive tax system and 
universal education. Thomas 
Paine was actively involved in 
both the American and French 
Revolutions, and became a 
wanted man in Britain for his 
adherence to the Jacobin 
movement. He became a 
French citizen and was elected 
to the chamber of deputies, 
although he was later 
imprisoned for his opposition 
to the execution of Louis XVI. 
A similar fate would have 
happened to him if the guard 
that chalked his door to mark 
his death warrant had noticed 
that his door was open at the 
time. Eventually he was allowed 
to go back to America, where 
his critique of Religion ‘ The 
Age of Reason’ had not gone 
down well. Paine died in 1809, 
his funeral was barely attended. 
Yet Paine’s inspiring verses are 
still with us, like this one from 
his 1776 writing entitled ‘The 
Crisis’: 
 
"Tyranny, like hell, is not easily 
conquered; yet we have this 
consolation with us, that the 
harder the conflict, the more 
glorious the triumph. What we 
obtain too cheap, we esteem too 
lightly: it is dearness only that 
gives everything its value." 
 
Thomas Spence 
Thomas Spence was born in 
Newcastle in 1750. He became 
a schoolmaster, where he 
developed radical views. By the 
1770s, he began to argue that 
all land should be nationalised. 
Spence was strongly influenced 
by the writings of Tom Paine 
and in 1792 he moved to 
London, where he made a 
living selling Tom Paine's 
Rights of Man on street 

corners. He was arrested many 
times for selling radical 
pamphlets and his periodical, 
‘Pig's Meat’ from a shop he 
opened that he called the 'Hive 
of Liberty'. 
     At one of his trials, where 
he was charged with selling 
seditious publications, Spence 
called himself the unpaid 
"advocate of the disinherited 
seed of Adam". Spence wrote a 
great deal of the work that he 
sold, in his 1789 work 'Private 
Property’; he declared that 
"Landed property always was 
acquired by conquest or 
encroachment on the common 
property of mankind". Spence 
was one of the first radicals to 
advocate equal rights for 
women, he also campaigned for 
changes in the law to make it 
possible for working people to 
be able to obtain a divorce. 
Spence did not believe in a 
centralized radical body and 
instead encouraged the 
formation of small groups that 
could meet in local public 
houses. At the night the men 
walked the streets and chalked 
on the walls slogans such as 
“The Land is the People's 
Farm". In 1800 the authorities 
believed that Spence and his 
followers were responsible for 
bread riots in London. Thomas 
Spence died in 1814; he was 
buried by "forty disciples" who 
pledged that they would keep 
his ideas alive. This group of 
men formed the Society of 
Spencean Philanthropists, who 
in response to the Peterloo 
Massacre of a Chartist rally, 
attempted to murder the entire 
cabinet and Prime Minister in 
the 1820 Cato Street 
Conspiracy. 
 
These are just some of the 
most famous of our 
revolutionary forebears, who 
display the native culture of 
fighting injustice that we have in 
Britain. We must keep this 
tradition alive so that the next 
generation of revolutionaries 
can step up and ‘Dance to Tom 
Paine’s bones’.  



On the 3rd and 4th April, NATO 
will hold its 60th Anniversary 
Summit in Strasbourg.  As well 
as being a 60th birthday 
celebration, this event will 
mark the official opening of 
discussions on a new ‘Strategic 
Concept’.  This is ominously 
reminiscent of NATO’s 50th 
Anniversary Summit.  10 years 
ago, NATO was involved in a 
brutal and devastating aerial 
assault in which Yugoslavia was 
torn apart by the use of daisy-
cutters and depleted uranium, 
in addition to conventional 
munitions.  Targets included 
schools, churches and hospitals. 
     The justification for this 
inhuman bombing campaign was 
the Yugoslavian government’s 
refusal to sign the ‘Rabouillet 
Document’, supposedly a peace 
accord with separatist terror 
group the Kosovan Liberation 
Army.  This document, in 
addition to containing clauses 
to turn the Yugoslavian 
province of Kosovo into a 
NATO protectorate, and 
giving free access and 
immunity 
from 

prosecution for NATO 
personnel throughout the 
whole of Yugoslavia, also 
provided for the whole-scale 
privatisation of Kosovo’s 
economy.  Chapter 4a, Article 
1 states that “the economy of 
Kosovo shall function in 
accordance with free-market 
principles”.  Unsurprisingly, it 
was in fact drafted by a ‘contact 
group’ composed of the US, 
Britain, France, Germany, Italy 
and Russia, and the US stated 
during negotiations that they 
would “begin to seek… a 
settlement agreeable to the 
Albanian Kosovans, then 
impose it upon the Serbs under 
a threat of a four day ultimatum 
after which NATO would 
bomb Serbia.” 
     Following the bombing, a 
report from the NATO 

Parliamentary Assembly, 
Civilian Affairs Committee 
discussed the question of “how 
to legitimise humanitarian 
intervention (or forcible 
humanitarian 
countermeasures)” as a 
justification for attacking a 
sovereign country.  It suggested 
staging “a mass of clearly 
humanitarian interventions, the 
outcome of which would be 
endorsed by the security 
council, modelled on what 
happened in Kosovo” but was 
concerned about “how to get 
over the barrier of the [UN] 
charter, the wording of which 
aims to seal off all military 
action apart from self-defence 
and that authorised by the 
Security Council.” 
     The discussion of using 
Kosovo as a model for 

military intervention (or 
forcible humanitarian 
countermeasures) may seem 
distasteful but is unsurprising 
when you consider the fact 
that, simultaneously with the 
bombing, NATO agreed, at its 
50th Anniversary Summit, a new 
Strategic Concept.  This new 
concept, whilst reinforcing 
NATO’s long-term 
commitment to nuclear 
weapons and the strategic role 
of the alliance, was different 
from previous versions in one 
crucial respect.  For the first 
time, NATO authorised itself 
to carry out interventions 

outside of the territory of 
member states.  Whilst this 
is technically illegal under 
international law unless 
authorised by the Security 

Council, it was agreed as 
the new remit of 
NATO in 1999. 

     This was the 
outcome of a 

debate which 
was started 

following the end 
of the cold war.  

NATO has 
always claimed 
to be a 
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NATO: 60 yearsNATO: 60 yearsNATO: 60 years   
of imperialism 
This April marks the 60th Anniversary of NATO, CND council member Gawain Little looks at 
how imperialism sees its role in the future 
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defensive alliance, in spite of 
the fact it was set up six years 
before the Warsaw Pact, the 
supposed threat it was meant 
to defend against.  However, 
following the counter-
revolution in the Soviet Union 
and Eastern Europe, the 
justification for NATO’s 
existence disappeared.  As one 
military analyst put it in 1997, 
“This perception of NATO 
demands a radical rethink by 
traditionalists who think only in 
terms of external, large-scale 
threats.  NATO’s mission can 
no longer be formulated as 
threat-oriented because, in the 
long term, without large-scale 
threats the alliance would have 
no raison d'être.  Military co-
operation should now be the 
goal, so that the inter-
operability and capacity 
necessary to mount an effective 
joint military operation can be 
created.  The object of an 
operation may vary from 
defence of the treaty area, to 
out-of-area operations designed 
to protect the vital interests of 
member states, to providing 
humanitarian aid.  This means 
that NATO has only one single 
mission – conflict prevention and 
conflict control.  To carry out 

this mission NATO must have 
capabilities which allow freedom 
of action concerning crisis 
management.” 
     This quote shows the 
thinking behind the new 
strategic concept of 1999, in 
particular, the reference to 
protecting the “vital interests of 
member states”.  This is exactly 
the same language used in the 
US Vision 2020, which talks 
about establishing US control 
over air, land, sea and space in 
order to protect US “vital 
interests”.  This amounts to no 
more than a thinly-veiled threat 
that the US will defend its 
economic interests, whether 
these are manifest in raw 
materials, markets or labour to 
exploit, through the use of 
force.  The danger is that the 
crumbling economic power of 
the US may push it to rely 
more heavily on military means 
than it has done even in recent 
years – opening up the 
prospect of perpetual war. 
     Also notable is the call for 
inter-operability, with the 
attendant rich pickings for US 
and European arms companies 
as impoverished Eastern 
European states, which have 
seen their economies collapse 

since the re-introduction of 
capitalism, are forced to 
replace and develop their 
military hardware and 
contribute to joint operations 
while their citizens struggle to 
survive.  This ties in directly 
with the expansion of the 
European Union which has 
accompanied NATO expansion.  
The European Constitution, 
now renamed the Lisbon 
Treaty, will require member 
states to “make civilian and 
military capabilities available to 
the Union for the 
implementation of the common 
security and defence policy” 
and to “undertake 
progressively to improve their 
military capabilities”.  This is 
part of the development of a 
European Defence and Security 
identity framed entirely within 
the context of NATO military 
co-operation.  In the words of 
Javier Solana, the EU/US 
western alliance is a 
“formidable force for good in 
the world” and must be able 
“to sustain several operations 
at the same time”, developing 
“a culture that fosters early, 
rapid and robust intervention”.  
Or, as Robert Cooper more 
plainly states, “When dealing 

with old-fashioned states 
outside the postmodern 
continent of Europe, we need 
to revert to the rougher 
methods of an earlier era – 
force, pre-emptive attack, 
deception, whatever is 
necessary to deal with those 
who still live in the 19th century 
world of every state for itself.” 
     All of this does not bode 
well for NATO’s 60th 
anniversary discussions.  The 
focus on aggressive expansion 
and nuclear threats, not to 
mention US plans for a missile 
defence system with 
components based in Europe, 
looks like it will go 
unchallenged.  NATO has 
never had a legitimate reason 
for existence; it has always 
been an aggressive military 
alliance.  However, this is 
clearer now than ever before.  
We must work to build the 
movement against NATO and 
to challenge US and EU 
imperialism. 
 
For more information on anti-
NATO activities, visit 
www.cnduk.org 
For more information on 
opposing EU militarisation, visit 
www.no2eu.com 

NATO @ 60 
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the revolutionthe revolutionthe revolution   

Paul Dobson reports on the latest 
developments from Venezuela  

During his annual address to 
the National Assembly or 
parliament on January 13, 
Venezuelan President Hugo 
Chavez highlighted 
achievements in the sectors 
of health, education, 
telecommunications, energy, 
industry, among others. 
     He argued that the 
effects of the economic crisis 
on Venezuela will be less in 
comparison with other 
countries, as the nation has 
large capital reserves which 
would  allow it to sustain 
imports of foreign goods for 
the next two years if 
necessary. 
     This meeting of the 
National Assembly was 
attended by political activists, 
members of the new 
Communal councils and 
beneficiaries of the 
government's social 
programmes or 'missions'. 
     Mr Chavez said that 2008 
had been a year of huge 
positive achievements in the 
“great national march,” an 
advance that has been guided 
by the Bolivarian 
Constitution and the ideas of 
19th-century Latin American 
colonial liberator Simon 

Bolivar.  
     Mr Chavez pointed out 
that, despite accusations that 
he was “ignorant” in 
economic matters, 
Venezuela's national capital 
reserves had quadrupled 
from $10 billion (£6.8 billion) 
in 1998 to some $43 billion 
(£29.2 billion) in 2008. At 
the same time national debt 
had been reduced by some 
70 per cent. 
     Venezuela now has one 
of the largest reserves of 
capital per head of capita in 
the world, at $1,700 
(£1,150) per person. Other 
developed countries have 
per capita reserves of 
around $500 (£340) to $700 
(£475) per inhabitant.  
     "The monetary reserves 
of Venezuela are enough 
now to survive two years of 
pure importation," said the 
president. "There are 
countries such as Britain 
whose reserves can only 
sustain themselves for 15 
days of imports."   
     This, he said, proved the 
wisdom of withdrawing 
Venezuela's  international 
currency reserves from the 
USA to other countries, 

Venezuela’s 
monetary 
reserves are 
now sufficient 
that they could 
survive for two 
years purely on 
imports, 
whereas 
Britain’s 
reserves would 
only sustain us 
for 15 days  

adding: "We have saved 
ourselves – we did it in the 
nick of time. We could have 
lost all of our international 
reserves from one day to 
the next! They are safer 
today." 
     Mr Chavez told the 
audience that there would 
not be any International 
Monetary Fund loans to 
Venezuela while he was 
President, he told the 
audience. He reassured 
them that Venezuela would 
not look to the 
international bankers for aid 
of any kind.  
     "They are waiting right 
now to come into 
Venezuela and start a 
debacle,” he warned, 
vowing that “the great 
international capitalist crisis 
will not enter into 
Venezuela." 
     Mr Chavez continued: "If 
they think that I am going to 
follow the politics of the 
IMF, Caldera, Bush, to seek 
the help of billions of dollars 

Venezuela Venezuela Venezuela    

continuescontinuescontinues   



glaring problems of 
Venezuelan society – had 
fallen to the lowest in 
Venezuela's history and the 
lowest on the American 
continent. 
     Mr Chavez said that in 
the 10 years of the Bolivarian 
Revolution, 2,733,108 
Venezuelans have risen out 
of poverty, of which 437,317 
rose above the poverty line 
during 2008. On average, 
1,190 Venezuelans have risen 
out of poverty each day over 
the last year. 
     Mr Chavez described 
poverty as "the household 
which cannot afford the basic 
food basket and services"; 
and extreme poverty as 
when "it was not possible to 
even afford the basic food 
basket." 
     In 1995, 75.5 per cent of 
the population were in a 
condition of poverty and 42 
per cent in extreme poverty. 
In the second half of 2008, 
extreme poverty accounted 
for only 9.1 per cent of the 
population, with the number 
continuing to fall. 
     In December 2008 
unemployment had reached 
a historic low of 6.8 per 
cent. At the same time the 
rate of formal employment 
(as opposed to informal, 
precarious employment) had 
increased.  
     While Venezuela finished 
the year with a high rate of 
inflation with respect to 
other countries, at 31 per 
cent, it was worth 
remembering that the 
country had seen inflation 
above 100 per cent in 
previous years, The 
president said. 
     He blamed the problem 
on capitalist market 
speculators and added that 
reducing inflation was a 
priority for his government. 
He also pointed out that the 

measurement of inflation had 
failed to take into account of 
the government's Mission 
Mercal programme of 
providing staple foods at low, 
subsidised prices. 
     In 2008, some 63 per 
cent of Venezuelan families 
bought products from state-
run Mercal de Alimientos 
shops, where the rate of 
inflation was very low. 
     Mr Chavez rejected 
claims from the opposition 
that he was trying to 
institute Socialism behind a 
“mask.” He pointed out that 
from the outset of his 
campaign for the presidency 
he had always indicated that 
his project was a socialist 
one, which had in turn been 
approved overwhelmingly at 
the ballot box by the people. 
     He in turn criticised the 
opposition's politics as “a 
farce, founded in lies.” 
     He highlighted the 
Constitutional amendments 
that gave the people the 
opportunity to indefinitely re
-elect whichever candidate 
they choose, ending the two-
term limit on all elected 
public offices from mayor to 
president. He added that at 
no moment would the 
people lose the right to 
recall their President, a 
feature of Venezuela's 
increasingly advanced 
democracy. "What the 
majority decide, I will do," 
Mr Chavez pledged. 
     He indicated that despite 
differences that might exist 
between his United Socialist 
Party of Venezuela (PSUV) 
the Communist Party of 
Venezuela (PCV), and other 
socialist parties, "we will all 
be here, always unified, 
pushing the revolutionary 
project onwards." 
 

This article has been adapted from 
Tribuna Popular the bi-weekly 
newspaper of the Venezuelan CP 
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for the financial bourgeoisie, they 
are very wrong. 
     “If the affects of the 
international capitalist crisis 
reaches Venezuela, it will hit the  
private sector hard, but not the 
people nor the revolution.” 
     "I tell them, if they set the 
price of oil to zero, I will drink this 
glass of water.  
     He declared: “Venezuela will 
not be stopped. It will not enter 
an economic debacle. We have 
the  means to resist and to 
advance ourselves. It will not be 
the people who pay. The people 
have already paid a hundred and 
one times!"  
     Furthermore, Mr Chavez 
pointed out that no Venezuelan 
bank had become insolvent during 
the current crisis, and that due to 
central government economic 
planning the basis of the 
Venezuelan economy was no 
longer the  “waste paper” of the 
Bolivar currency, which is 
commonly traded on  the black 
market below its official exchange 
rate. 
     Economic growth in Venezuela 
was running at 4.9 per cent for 
GDP and 9 per cent for personal 
services, community services and 
social services. Non-oil based 
investment over the next four 
years to 2013 was planned to be 
$100 billion (£68 billion) and oil 
based investment at $125 billion 
(£85 billion).  
     In an indication of the 
government's desire to diversify 
the economy away from oil, the 
nation's main source of foreign 
exchange exports, Mr Chavez 
announced that there would be 
121 non-oil-industry based 
projects planned for this period. 
At the time of the speech, the 
price of oil had fallen from a high 
of $147 dollars per barrel in June 
2008 to around $40 dollars. 
     Turning to Venezuela's 
burgeoning reserves of social 
capital. Mr Chavez noted that the 
GINI index of inequality between 
rich and poor – one of the most 

In 1995, 42 per 
cent of the 
population 
we’re living 
under 
conditions of 
extreme 
poverty. In the 
second half of 
2008, extreme 
poverty 
accounted for 
only 9.1 per 
cent of the 
population, 
with the 
number 
continuing to 
fall. 



Noreen Branson (née 
Browne) was widely regarded 
as one of the most 
knowledgeable historians on 
the labour movement in inter
-war Britain. Born in 1910 to 
an aristocratic family she 
became a Communist 
through musical pursuits, 
witnessing the inequities of 
capitalism doing charity 
concerts. She met her 
husband Clive Branson, who 
went on to fight in the 
Spanish Civil War and died 
on service during World War 
Two, in 1931 and married 
him the same year. She began 
working for the Labour 
Research Department and 
became editor of Labour 
Research in 1935. She 
authored amongst others 
Britain in the Nineteen Thirties 
(with Margot Heinemann, 
1971), Britain in the Nineteen 
Twenties (1976) and two 
volumes of Communist Party 
history (1985 and 1997) 
covering 1927-1951. She died 
in 2003, aged 93. 
     Poplarism, 1919-1925 
covers the period 
immediately after the First 
World War as the newly 
elected Labour Council in 
Poplar struggled to alleviate 
the conditions of poverty in 
London’s most deprived 
borough. The events caused 
such a sensation that the 
terms “Poplarism” made its 
way into the Oxford English 
Dictionary – defined as “the 
policy of giving generous or 

(as was alleged) extravagant 
outdoor relief, like that 
practiced by the Board of 
Guardians of Poplar in 1919 
or later.” The actions 
brought the local Poplar 
Labour Party into conflict 
with Hebert Morrison and 
the London Labour 
leadership as it tried to prove 
the party was electable by 
adopting a constitutionalist 
line and trying to shy away 
from radical or ‘Bolshevik’ 
tendencies. 
     Poplar was bordered to 
the South by the River 
Thames (where the 
borough’s economic activity 
revolved around the Docks), 
and reached up to Victoria 
Park and Bow. Most 
businesses active in Poplar 
were based outside the 
borough – Cllr. Edgar 
Lansbury was known to 
remark about Poplar “people 
who can afford to live out of 
it wouldn’t be found dead in 
it.” It is in these conditions 
that Noreen Branson’s book 
takes place, not merely 
regaling the everyday 
hardship of some of the East 
End’s most destitute, but 
celebrating their resistance, 
and victory. 
     The book opens on the 
10th of November 1919 with 
overcrowded public galleries 
for the first meeting of the 
newly elected council, having 
gained a majority for the first 
time after extension of the 
franchise in 1918. In the 
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rushed 1918 general election 
only half of those eligible to 
vote had done so and a 
Coalition Liberal and Coalition 
Conservative had taken 
Poplar’s two parliamentary 
constituencies. But by March 
Labour won all four Poplar 
seats on the London County 
Council, in April they gained a 
majority on the Board of 
Guardians (which was 
responsible for dispensing out-
relief, a precursor to 
unemployment benefit but 
with highly negative 
connotations). By November, 
Labour had 39 of the 42 seats 
on the borough council. 
George Lansbury, editor of 
the Daily Herald and Labour 
Party leader from 1932-35, 
became the first mayor of the 
Labour council and would go 
on to play a vital role in the 
struggles for socialism in the 
borough. 
     The villain of the piece is 
the Municipal Alliance, a 
consortium of local business 
owners, who mostly lived 
outside the borough. Until 
1919 they had dominated local 
politics ensuring that the rates 
– the forerunner of the 
council tax, the means by 
which local revenues were 
raised – were kept low so as 
to maximise profits. This in 
turn meant keeping council 
spending as low as possible. 
Up until December 1923 – 
when the first Labour 
Government was elected – 
the Government was 

James Rodie looks at a slice of 20th Century British working class 
history in Noreen Branson’s book Poplarism which covers the 
struggles to alleviate poverty in the early 1920’s in London’s most 
deprived borough 
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stringently on the side of 
Municipal Alliance against the 
council’s actions. It would 
consistently ‘receive 
deputations’ from the Alliance 
whilst ignoring calls from the 
councillors. Readers can be left 
in no mind as to the 
proclaimed partiality of the 
capitalist state. 
     In 1919 unemployment 
relief was to be paid by the 
municipal authorities. As such 
the greatest burden for 
alleviating poverty fell on the 
poor themselves. This paradox 
was particularly stark in Poplar, 
where the high numbers of 
people were either 
unemployed or 
underemployed, that is in 
casual labour not getting 
regular enough work. With the 
waves of unemployment in the 
aftermath of the First World 
War this was putting an 
increasing pressure on Poplar. 
     The structure of local 
government in London at the 
time was such that there was a 
central London County 
Council and below that 28 
metropolitan boroughs. In 
areas where the London 
County Council was in charge 
of spending money was pooled 
so that the richer boroughs 
paid more than the poorer 
ones. Yet when spending was 
the responsibility of the local 
borough or Board of 
Guardians it had to be raised 
in the area. At first the council 
pressed by legal means for the 
rates to be equalised, but this 
soon hit a brick wall and 
Poplar was running out of 
money fast, having been giving 
generous relief payments and 
carrying out public works to 
boost employment. The rates 
had already doubled in the past 

year and as such the council 
was reluctant to further raise 
rates, which would mean 
significant rises in the rents of 
their constituents. 
     Poplar’s fight against this 
unequal system would see 
thirty of the councillors go to 
gaol in 1921 as they decided to 
withhold rates to the outside 
bodies, levying only enough for 
their own local purposes. Yet 
the councillors carried on 
conducting their meetings 
from prison and won 
widespread support for their 
actions. There was a growing 
consensus in government 
circles that while this 
unconstitutional subversion 
ought to be condemned, they 
had a point. They managed to 
get out of Brixton Prison (and 
Holloway in the case of the six 
women) without any change in 
their position after six weeks, 
2,000 attended a victory rally 
in Bow Baths with a further 
2,000 enjoying an overflow 
meeting in Roman Road. In the 
end the government had to 
back down and make 
significant concessions. 
     Indeed, eventually a great 
many of that for which Poplar 
fought was achieved. Branson 
reminds us that rates were 
soon equalised (the book was 
written before rates were 
replaced with the Poll Tax and 
then Council Tax) and central 
government offered Rate 
Support Grants for the 
poorest boroughs. Poplar had 
been denounced for 
campaigning for what The 
Times called “the Communist 
doctrine of full maintenance 
for the unemployed”, but in 
1942 this principle was 
enshrined in the Beveridge 
Report, which led to the 

welfare state. However, herein 
lies a criticism of Branson’s 
analysis – published in 1979 its 
retrospective judgement 
declares that the principles for 
which Poplar fought are now 
accepted, aside from 
occasional sniping. Since then 
nothing short of a full scale 
attack on these principles – 
first by the Tories but 
continued under New Labour 
– took place. For instance the 
idea of full maintenance has 
been abandoned with the 
unemployed vilified as 
undeserving, and resultantly 
little more than a safety net 
benefit system being provided. 
     Poplarism, 1919-25 tells a 
gripping tale of working class 
militancy and shows the 
importance of fighting for 
socialism rather than simply 
waiting for it to happen, as the 
reformist party leadership had 
done. While the councillors 

were working within the 
existing system they did so 
instrumentally, always willing 
to carry out extra-legal action 
where legal action failed, in 
order to aid the conditions of 
the working class. Moreover, 
Branson shows the importance 
of building unity, the 
councillors were near 
constantly united despite 
coming from highly divergent 
brands of socialism. Further, 
during ‘Poplarism’ the support 
for the local Labour Party 
consistently increased: even 
when Labour support dropped 
elsewhere in the 1924 general 
election Poplar’s Labour 
members saw their vote go up. 
This book is highly 
recommended to those who 
wish to learn more about 
Labour history and see the 
potential strength of mass 
action. 

Further Reading 
James Klugmann History of the Communist Party  
   Formation & Early years 1920-25 
A L Morton A People’s History of England 
Phil Pitatin  Our Flag Stays Red 
G Lansbury  My Life 
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therefore, successful ideologies 
become universalised and their 
impact cuts across class 
boundaries.  Obviously they will 
affect different classes differently 
– while women of the ruling class 
will have certain restrictions and 
limitations on their rights and are 
not equal in status to men of the 
same class, women of the 
working class have far fewer 
rights by comparison and are 
super-exploited in the workplace 
– but the point is that they affect 
all members of the oppressed 
group. 
     This has several effects.  
Firstly it mean that an 'economist' 
solution to oppression which 
focuses only on ending super-
exploitation through the ending 
of exploitation and ignores the 
ideological component of 
oppression, becomes 
meaningless.  In practice, this is 
any 'solution' which downgrades 
the importance of women's 
oppression as a key component 
of class society and subordinates 
it to the class question - 
“oppression of women will end 
under socialism so there is no 
need for a separate women's 
movement under capitalism”.  
The point is that oppression is 
integral to class society and 
therefore challenging class society 
involves challenging oppression.  
Oppression and exploitation, in a 
Marxist sense, are distinct yet 
interconnected.  They have a 
complex yet specific relationship. 
     Another, less positive, effect 

of this universalisation of 
oppressive ideologies, is that the 
women's movement has 
historically struggled with giving 
primacy to the demands of ruling 
class and/or middle class women 
– those sections of the oppressed 
group which are not super-
exploited.  This has meant 
engaging a constant battle to 
ensure that the women's 
movement reflects the needs of 
the greatest number of women, 
and those women whose class 
position leads them to 
revolutionary demands, women 
of the working class. 
     An understanding of 
oppression is useless if it does 
not lead use to concete 
conclusions as to how to fight 
against that oppression.  From 
the analysis above, it is clear that 
a comprehensive challenge to 
oppression must be combined 
with a challenge to exploitation, 
to the very basis of class society.  
This means that it is essential to 
build a strong united labour 
movement which rejects all 
oppressive ideologies and 
campaigns for an end to 
oppression.  However, equally 
important is a strong women's 
movement, lead by working class 
women with strong ties to the 
labour movement, but drawing 
together all women in its struggle.  
As communists, both women and 
men, working to build these 
movements must be our 
challenge. 

The question of oppression is 
one on which, despite some 
advances, Marxists still have a 
considerable amount of work to 
do.  This issue of back to basics 
will look specifically at women's 
oppression under capitalism, and 
will draw in particular on the 
work of Engels, Angela Davis and 
Mary Davis.  This is not to 
suggest that all oppressions 
operate in exactly the same way 
or can be understood through a 
generalisation of women's 
oppression.  However, in spite of 
its specificity, there will 
undoubtedly be a more general 
application of the key 
conclusions and method. 
     Women's oppression is as 
old as class society.  Indeed, 
oppression of women can be 
found in all class societies 
without exception.  Prior to the 
division of society into classes, 
whilst there is evidence of 
division of labour between the 
sexes, this was not antagonistic.  
It was at the point at which 
human beings could create a 
surplus above that required for 
their survival that both classes 
and the relationships of 
domination and subordination 
between the sexes appeared. 
     For this reason, a proper 
analysis of women's oppression 
must begin at the level of 
relations of production, which 
changed decisively with the 
development of a surplus.  In 
terms of relations of production, 
there is an economic basis for 
oppression.  Women, and other 
oppressed groups, hold a 
subordinate position within the 
labour market.  They tend to be 
forced into the worst paid 
occupations with the lowest 
conditions and, even when 
carrying out the same work as 
their male counterparts, have 
historically been paid less.  This 
super-exploitation is key to 

understanding the role of 
oppression in class society.  In 
the eternal drive to increase 
profits under capitalism through 
increasing the rate of 
exploitation, the super-
exploitation of working class 
women, and other groups, has 
an important function both in 
providing a source of low-paid 
labour directly and in forcing 
down the wages and conditions 
of other workers.  This is not, 
however, to suggest that women 
are a peripheral section of the 
workforce.  To do this would be 
to completely misunderstand the 
operation of capitalism.  In spite 
of their overwhelming 
responsibility for domestic 
labour, women are, and have 
always been, a core part of the 
workforce under capitalism. 
     In order to sustain this super-
exploitation, oppressions 
operates through ideologies 
(sexism, racism).  These 
ideologies of oppression are 
crucial to maintaining and 
reproducing capitalist relations 
of production.  Firstly, they 
facilitate the super-exploitation 
of the oppressed section of the 
working class, which has been 
essential to the existence of 
capitalism since its formation and 
to other class societies before it.  
Secondly, these ideologies 
provide the main non-coercive 
mechanisms for dividing the 
working class.  A divided 
working class can never 
successfully challenge capitalism 
and, therefore, this division is 
important to the maintenance of 
capitalist society. 
      However, oppression  does 
not just affect the working class 
of the oppressed groups.  In 
order for an ideology to be 
successful, it must represent the 
ideas of the ruling class as those 
of society as a whole.  In the 
process of their operation, 
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Further Reading 
Mary Davis, Women & Class (3rd edition) 
Angela Davis, Women, Race & Class 
Engels The Origins of the family, private property & the state 
Althusser Ideology & the ISAs 
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WHAT  WE  S TAND FOR  

...The youth wing of the Communist Party 
The YCL aims to build support among young people for 
the Communist Party's programme, Britain's Road to 
Socialism and to increase young people's involvement in 
politics. The YCL is autonomous and decides its own 
activities and priorities. 
 

...Democratic 
Policies are formulated by a Congress which must be 
held at least once every two years, and are carried out 
by an elected Executive Committee. The YCL also 
fights to defend and strengthen democratic rights. It 
rejects unfair discrimination on the basis of race, sex, 
age, sexuality or religious or other belief. It calls for the 
abolition of the monarchy and the House of Lords and 
regards the European Union as an undemocratic and 
reactionary institution which serves the interests of big 
business rather than those of Europe's working people. 
 

...Centralised 
Democratically taken decisions are carried out across 
the organisation, although local YCL groups decide how 
best to implement them in their own areas. 
 

...Part of a mass movement 
We never put the interests of the YCL above those of 
the movement as a whole & we always strive to build 
the widest possible coalition behind progressive 
policies. The Morning Star, Britain's only socialist daily 
newspaper, plays a vital role in strengthening the left 
and the YCL actively works to; support the paper; 
provide a daily voice for Britain’s youth; raise its 
circulation. We recognise the importance of trade 
unions as the broadest mass organisations of the 
working class and we fight against all anti- union laws. 
 

...Communist 
We work to abolish capitalism and establish a socialist 
society based on common ownership and democratic 
control, drawing on the ideas of Marx, Engels, Lenin and 
others, as well as on the experience of socialist 
countries since 1917. In the context of this struggle we 

seek to defend and strengthen public services, the 
welfare state and the NHS. We believe that everyone 
has the right to free and inclusive secular education 
including access to nursery care, schools, universities, 
community colleges and adult education centres. The 
struggle for socialism must go hand in hand with the 
struggle to protect the environment, which is wilfully 
damaged by trans-national corporations and capitalist 
governments in the drive for short-term profits. 
 

...Part of an international movement 
The YCL has been a member organisation of the World 
Federation of Democratic Youth since its foundation in 
1945. WFDY represents millions of progressive anti-
imperialist youth in more than 100 countries. We 
campaign in solidarity with sister Communist Youth 
organisations around the World and defend existing 
socialist countries. We fully support the right to self 
determination and oppose any attempt by imperialist 
countries & forces such as Britain, the USA and the EU 
to impose their will on the peoples of the world or to 
exploit and control the world's resources and markets 
for capitalist profit. We call for unilateral, immediate 
and unconditional nuclear disarmament. 
 

...Revolutionary 
We aim not to mend capitalism, but to end it. This does 
not mean that the YCL calls for an armed uprising in 
modern Britain, although we defend the right of the 
oppressed to take up arms for their liberation. It means 
realising that only a fundamental shift in power from the 
capitalists to working people can guarantee democratic 
rights and social progress. Socialist revolution in Britain 
can and should be achieved through a combination of 
mass popular struggle in the labour movement & 
society as a whole as well as struggle in the electoral 
field. We publicise our activities, theory & revolutionary 
perspective on the day to day struggle through our 
magazine Challenge, which also provides a channel for 
debate within the YCL and the wider movement as a 
whole. 

What we stand for 
The Young Communist League was formed in 1921 as the youth wing of the Communist Party. The YCL has a long and 
proud history in the struggle for Socialism amongst young people in Britain and most of the broad based progressive youth 
organisations that exist today owe their existence to the initiatives and work of the YCL. The YCL has always and continues 
to play a vital role in the struggles for peace, against racism and fascism, for gender equality, and all other popular 
struggles that involve young people across Britain. 

The Young Communist League is... 

 

If you’re under 29 and want to join the YCL write to the address below or visit 
our website. If you want to subscribe to Challenge then fill in this form & send to. 
Young Communist League, Ruskin House, 23 Coombe Rd, London CR0 1BD 
 

Name: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Address:. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Postcode:. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   Phone:. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

E-mail. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Age. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Place of Work/Study. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
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Cheques/P.O. Payable to YCL; Ruskin House, 23 Coombe Rd 
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Commie Q&A... 
In the next issue of Challenge we open our pages to any question you care to ask. 

 
Do you want to know how to set up a YCL group in your area? 

Is there something you always wanted to know about Marxist theory but were afraid to ask? 
Do you violently disagree with an article in Challenge? 

Want to know how to get your friends interested in Communism? 
 

All submissions will be considered for publication, write to us at:  
Challenge, YCL, Ruskin House, 23 Coombe Rd, Croydon CR0 1BD         challenge@ycl.org.uk 



 

The Morning Star  60p from your local newsagent 

For news 
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