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editorial 
With simultaneous elections held in 27 European countries in the European 
Parliamentary elections not to mention on the domestic front the biggest 
corruption scandal in British politics for more than a decade the last three 
months have been far from uneventful. 
 

Far from this year us experiencing the perennial summer slow-down this issue of 
Challenge comes out at a time when political struggle is gathering apace. Whether its 
unofficial strike action (p9) or the campaigning work around the People’s Charter (p29-
30), the prediction of senior police figures back in February, that this year could see a 
‘summer of discontent’, due to the capitalist economic crisis appears to have a kernel of 
truth to it. Certainly working class anger at the expenses scandal has helped to fuel this 
possibility, YCL general secretary Joanne Stevenson looks at the wider implications for 
this corruption at the heart of bourgeois politics in this issues cover story Lightbulbs, 
Branston and ‘second homes’ (p7-8). Unfortunately working class anger doesn’t always 
translate into an advance for the left, and as we warned in the last issue of Challenge for 
the first time two fascist MEPs were elected, Marc Livingston investigates the 
implications for the anti-fascist struggle (p14-15). 
 

In a two part focus on the European Parliamentary elections which took place between 
the 4th & 7th June. James Rodie looks at the elections in Britain (p12-13), whilst Ben 
Stevenson gives a roundup of what happened in the rest of Europe (p26-28) and sees 
what if any conclusions can be drawn from the results. Our election coverage continues 
with Sakyajit Bhattacharya and Latchmi Gajadhar’s article (p21-22) dealing with the 
general election in the worlds second most populous country as they consider what 
went wrong for the left in India.  
 

As promised, as we were literally inundated by dozens of people asking questions (or at 
least a handful of people asking dozens of questions) we’ve taken some of the choicest 
ones to kick of the semi-regular feature Commie Q&A (p16). If you have any burning 
issues that you want answers to, want to know about obscure aspects of Marxist theory, 
or how to organise a local YCL group, or recruit your other half to the cause of 
revolution, then send them to us and our editorial team will make use of their 
Commiepedic knowledge for your edification. 
 

No one can deny that seriously tackling climate change is an urgent issue for every 
country in the world, whilst capitalist governments have spent their time grandstanding 
and posturing, China has been quietly leading the world in green policies Challenge’s 
resident China correspondent Ben Chacko explores (p10-11). 
 

In the first article of what could be a long running debate in the pages of Challenge Scott 
Kristoffer Ripley introduces a though-provoking piece arguing that Marxism & religion 
aren’t necessarily contradictory (p19-20). 
 

The government’s decision to scrap SATs for 14 year olds is a welcome one but New 
Labour certainly are a long from abandoning their obsession with testing, league tables 
and the marketisation of education. Gawain Little asks if it isn’t time that we fought for 
the alternative? (p17-18). 
 

The summer inevitably brings a glut of commercial music festivals but on the continent 
they do things a little bit differently. Charlie May shows that revolution doesn’t have to 
be all doom and gloom as he sees just how fun Communism can be (p24). 
 

In this issues Book @ Bedtime Matt Brierley explains how Lewis Jones’ Cwmardy helped 
him to understand the history of mining communities in South Wales and despite the 
decimation of the industry the legacy that still looms large in the Valleys. Plus we have 
Back 2 Basics: Part 14—Trade Unions (p36) all the latest news (p4-6). reviews (p33) and 
the return of Cartoon (p24) & Poetry Corner (p32). 
 

As ever, 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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Martin 
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NEWS  

in the news 
ANC triumph in South ANC triumph in South 

African electionsAfrican elections  

acob Zuma became 
President of South 
Africa in April after 
campaigning around a 

programme of increasing 
jobs and alleviating the 
widespread poverty still 
rampant in South Africa. 
     The African National 
Congress, supported by the 
South African Communist 
Party and the Congress of 
South African  Trade 
Unions won 65.9% of the 
vote and 264 of the 400 
seats in the National 
Assembly (the president is 
then selected by the 

National Assembly). These 
are the fourth multi-racial 
elections since the end of 
apartheid in 1994. Many 
predicted the end of ANC 
dominance after a 
breakaway opportunist 
faction led by the ousted 
former leadership, known 
as the ‘black bourgeoisie’ 
for their commitment to 
neoliberal economics. 
However, the Congress of 
the People only garnered 
7.4% of the vote, 
representing a clear 
rejection of their  
programme and support 

Moldovan 
Communists win 

- vote again 
until you get it 

right! 
resh elections will be 
held in the Eastern 
European Republic of 

Moldova after the Party of 
Communists of the Republic 
of Moldova failed to gain the 
three fifths of seats necessary 
to elect a president. The 
Communists have 60 seats in 
the 101 seat Parliament after 
the elections on April 5th, one 
short of the sixty per cent 
threshold sparking another 
elction. All three opposition 
parties with seats vowed to 
vote against the Communists 
and as a result the Parliament 
had to be dissolved with a 
fresh set of elections due at 
the end of July. 
     The opposition parties 
claimed that there had been 
widespread vote rigging, but a 
recount actually gave the 
Communists more votes and 
international observers 
declared that the there had 
vote had been free & fair. 
While the PCRM is virtually 
guaranteed to emerge 
victorious, it is still unclear 
whether they will gain the 61 
seats to again win the 
presidency.  

for public services. 
     YCL South Africa’s 
National Committee in the 
wake of the elections 
proclaimed “We believe in 
this leadership. It was 
brought into place through 
the sweat of our brow. We 
will support this leadership 
through and through.” 
     The ANC has been in 
power since 1994 after 
leading the struggle against 
apartheid. These elections 
saw a slight decrease in the 
percentage of the vote (-
3.8%) as well as a near 20% 
drop in turnout to 59%. 
While this is still impressive 
by British standards it does 
mean there is a need to 
reengage the public with the 
electoral process, with many 
voters having been turned off 
by the infighting caused by 
the split around former 
president Thabo Mbeki, 
including smear campaigns 
against the current president 
Jacob Zuma. 
     Zuma promised to create 
4 million jobs by 2014 
through programmes of 
industrialisation and large 
infrastructure projects. 
Combating joblessness  is 
vital in South Africa where 
around a quarter of the 
population is currently 
unemployed. 

J 

F 



orkers at the 
Lindsey oil 
refinery in 

Lincolnshire have once again 
downed tools, after 
successful unofficial strike 
action in January and 
February this year over the 
use of foreign, non-union 
labour employed below 
union rates thanks to EU 
diktats.  
     At the centre of the 
current dispute is the 
victimisation of leaders of 
the strike committees from 
the winter disputes. Under 
British tort law only strikes 
by a trade union are 
protected from prosecution, 
but due to the mass support 
for the workers bosses were 

unable to take any action 
against the strikers. 
     Meanwhile in Swansea 
workers showed further 
militancy when the Unite 
convener of the Linamar car 
plant Rob Williams was 
sacked. Summarily 
barricading himself in the 
union offices at the former 
Visteon plant, he quickly 
won the support of the 
workers, over 100 of whom 
walked off the line in more 
unofficial action.  
.....A week later, a few hours 
before an indefinite all out 
strike, Williams was told of 
his reinstatement, after an 
88% vote in favour of 
industrial action to fight the 
victimisation. 

NEWS 

Want to write an article for 

Challenge? 
 

Contact or send contributions to: 
 

Challenge, YCL 
Ruskin House, 23 Coombe Rd,  Croydon, London CR0 1BD 

 

challenge@ycl.org.uk 

Cuba rejects inclusion Cuba rejects inclusion Cuba rejects inclusion 
into ‘imperialist front’into ‘imperialist front’into ‘imperialist front’   

uba officially 
rejected an 
invitation from the 

Organisation of American 
States on  June 4th after 
being invited to rejoin after 
a 47 year old ban on the 
socialist island’s 
membership was lifted. 
     Cuba said thanks but no 
thanks, criticising the OAS 
for its “history of servility” 
to American imperialism. 
The Cuban Government 
pointed out that the USA 
continues to contribute 
60% of the budget to the 

OAS, in return for having 
at its disposal an 
“instrument of 
domination”. 
     The OAS consists of all 
“independent” American 
states. It was founded after 
the Second World War 
and is officially committed 
to defending the 
sovereignty of and 
promoting solidarity 
between the states. 
However, the US’s 
continued involvement 
over the OAS undermines 
real independence. 

C 
W 

More strikes at Lindsey 

5 
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NEWS  

he Executive 
Committee has 
met twice since 

the last edition of 
Challenge was published. 
Amongst the items 
discussed has been the 
No2EU campaign, the YCL 
Summer School to be held 
in August in the Peak 
District and the National/
Regional plan of work. The 
intention of the plan of 
work is to focus regional 
organisers in planning a 
series of campaigns 
throughout the year to 
promote the YCL with the 
help of the EC. It is hoped 
this will lead to increased 
awareness of our 

organisation as well as 
more members and cadres, 
so that the YCL may again 
become a fighting 
organisation. 
     Reports have been 
given of the new and 
improved website 
(www.ycl.org), which is 
well worth a look, activities 
in the regions and a new 
pamphlet to be published 
by the YCL on the Sex 
Industry. In addition, the 
EC has commissioned a 
new Marxist Leninist 
Education syllabus to be 
developed, and this will 
hopefully be available for 
groups to utilise soon to 
improve the level of 

Marxist-Leninist education 
at all levels of 
understanding..  
     Finally, the EC voted 
Joanne Stevenson as the 
new General Secretary of 
the YCL. Ms Stevenson is a 
veteran peace campaigner 
involved in Youth and 
Student CND. 
     The YCL Summer 
Camp will run from the 
18th-21st August for under 
16s and 21st-25th for over 
16s, for more information 
or to register for the camp 
contact Joanne Stevenson 
at gensec@ycl.org.uk or 
ring 07952 266083  

T 
News from the YCL EC 

‘SHOCK’ 
STORY: Youth 
hit worst by 
recession! 

n news that will come 
as a great shock to 
many Challenge readers 

young people are being 
worst hit by the current 
recession. The 
Government’s official figures 
reveal unemployment now 
stands at 7.2%, rising to 
16.2% for under-25s. 
     The figures, the highest 
since July 1997, show that 
the recession is well and 
truly not over, as 232,000 
people have lost their jobs 
in the last three months 
alone. Youth employment 
has not been so low since 
1994. 
     The Government’s 
statistics do, of course, 
obfuscate the real extent of 
joblessness. For instance, 
the unemployed are shifted 
from training programme to 
training programme in 
order to massage the 
figures. As such, the real 
totals are likely to be much 
higher. 
     The figures make sorry 
reading for the 600,000 
people on the job market 
this year having finished 
their education, with lack of 
employment prospects that 
will damage their chances of 
finding jobs for years to 
come as they complete with 
more highly skilled, recently 
laid off workers for the 
precious few job 
opportunities. 
     Reacting to the figures 
TUC General Secretary 
Brendan Barber called on 
Government to do “all it 
can” to prevent leaving a 
“permanent scar on young 
people’s lives.” Don’t hold 
your breath though 
Brendan. 

I 
YCL  SUMMER  CAMP 
Peak District,  Derbyshire 

UNDER 16’s (£35)   18th–21st August 
OVER 16’s (£45)    21st–25th August 

Full programme & booking form online at 
www.ycl.org.uk 

gensec@ycl.org.uk    07952266083 
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COVER  S TORY  

Never before have 
mainstream politicians 
seemed so distant from the 
lives of ordinary working 
people whom they 
supposedly represent. It is 
not surprising that Tory, 
New Labour and Liberal 
Democrat MPs have been 
lining their pockets, nor is it 
particularly surprising that 
none of the left Labour MPs, 
i.e. the only ones with any 
real principles, have been 
caught claiming for duck 
houses, pink MacBooks, or 
exorbitant second-homes 
allowances despite living half 
an hour away from the 

centre of London. 
     The claims of 

some of our 
“elected 
representatives” 
border on the 
bizarre. Labour 
MP Austin 
Mitchell sought 
back 67p for 

some Ginger 
Crinkle Crunch 
biscuits and tried 

to claw back 68p 
for Branston Pickle. 

Conservative MP 
David Willetts felt the 
need to spend over 

£100 to get 25 light 
bulbs fitted, while Keith 
Simpson managed to 

spend £200 in four years 
lighting his flat. In fairness 

though, the job of an MP 
must be a stressful one and 
it’s only fair that every 
minor detail is paid for – the 
taxpayer provided £160 for 
life coaching classes for 
Andrew Turner and Minister 
Ed Balls found the need to 
by Mark Steel’s Reasons to be 
Cheerful, poor things. 
Another shocker is the 
apparently extortionate 
price of stationary around 
Westminster: Bob Blizzard 
was seemingly charged 39p 
for a single paperclip (a box 
of a hundred plain paper 
clips should only set you 
back around 19p). 
     Claims weren’t just small 
of course – the literal penny 
pinching of Jeremy Hunt 
claiming 1p back for 12 
seconds on his mobile – the 
real scandal is the hundreds 
of thousands extorted from 
second home allowances. 
Our former beloved leader 
Tony Blair was found to get 
£7000 for roofing on his 
second home a mere two 
days before he stepped 
down as Prime Minister. 
Furthermore, the practice of 
‘flipping’ second homes 
whereby MPs changed their 
official second residence 
willy-nilly to claim money 
back for repairs and 
renovations at the public’s 
expense – often going on to 
pocket a tidy profit. Aside 

from the total lack of 
scruples this evidences, it 
also says a lot about the 
class of politician we have. 
How many people do you 
know who has more than 
one home, let alone the 
ability to switch between 
many for financial gain? 
What these expenses show 
is not just the attitude that 
MPs have towards the public 
(many justified their 
exorbitant expenses claims 
on the basis that it seemed 
acceptable at the time), but 
just how little they have to 
do with the public – how 
totally divorced they are 
from ordinary people. 
     These revelations have 
understandably justifiably 
provoked anger and 
frustration, however the 
level of this scandal is 
nothing in comparison to 
the level of dosh sloshing 
around for MEP’s 
expenses. The attack by 
parties such as UKIP is 
remarkably hypocritical 
considering their compliance 
and exploitation of the EU 
expenses gravy train. UKIP 
leader Nigel Farage boasted 
that he’s claimed more than 
£2 million in expenses as a 
member of the European 
Parliament on top of his 
salary - part of which was 
employing his wife to run his 
office. 

     The perks for MEPs are 
simply eye-watering. On top 
of a basic salary of £83, 282 
a year (representing a huge 
pay rise for UK MEPs from 
June onwards), £41,573 in 
"transition payments" when 
they leave office, and 
pension rights of up to 
£30,000 for a single five-year 
term, MEPs can claim an 
enormous £363,000 a year 
in expenses – not a penny of 
which required a receipt 
(though changes to the 
expenses system are being 
belatedly brought in – 
complete with a massive pay 
rise for MEPs). One damning 
report that MEPs voted to 
keep secret revealed that an 
MEP had paid his entire staff 
allowance — £183,776 a 
year — to a relative. Other 
MEPs sign in early in the 
morning to claim their £259 
daily allowance, only to dash 
straight off 
for a long 
weekend. 
      In 
2005, for 
instance, 
several 
British 
MEPs 
voted 
against key 
proposals 
to make 
the 
expenses 

YCL General Secretary Joanne Stevenson explains what the 
expenses crisis and the unscrupulous actions of bourgeois politicians 

shows about the political culture in Britain. 

Light bulbs, Branston  
and ‘second-homes’ 



8 

system more transparent, 
including requirements to 
produce receipts to back 
up travel expenses. And as 
late as April this year, a 
majority of British MEPs 
(60%) voted to keep details 
about their own expenses 
and information about 
misuse of EU funds secret. 
Only 24% of all British 
members voted to make 
expenses public. Gordon 
Brown has announced that 
he would force Labour 
MEPs to publish receipts 
for all their expenses in 
future. Whilst this is a 
welcome move, which 
goes further than any 
other political party, it still 
only applies to office 
expenses, which account 
for only €50,000 of the 
€400,000 total available 
expenses pot. 
     Conservative MEP 
Daniel Hannan stated that 
British colleagues make up 
to £1,000 a month tax free 
profit legitimately from the 
‘mileage system’ 
alone.  This system allows 

an MEP a 1st class return to 
Brussels/Strasbourg every 
week.  However most go 
standard class but get the 
1st class reimbursement 
skimming another 20% off 
the top. 
     The sheer amount of 
exploitation of the system 
and the ridiculously 
unjustifiable benefits that 
are received in both 
Westminster and Brussels 
serves to highlight how 
disconnected and divorced 
both MPs and MEPs 
from the reality of life that 
the majority of the 
population face. 
     Neither MEPs nor MPs 
seem to grasp that an 
annual wage half that they 
currently ‘earn’ would 
seem a decent wage to the 
overwhelming majority of 
ordinary working 
people. So a basic wage of 
£80- 90 grand per year 
plus secondary incomes 
(which in many cases dwarf 
their salary as an MP) from 
writing newspaper 
columns, speaking tours, 

fees for chat shows, salaries 
from being consultants and 
on sitting on boards as 
company directors etc. plus 
exorbitant expenses and 
perks which go into 
absurdity only seek to 
alienate working people 
from electoral politics 
further and further and 
pushes far right parties such 
as BNP and UKIP into 
popularity and 
'respectability’. Part of the 
BNP’s core message is that 
they are not politicians, as 
such they have disassociated 
themselves from the sleaze 
and corruption in the public 
mind, placing them in a 
prime position to pick up 
the current ‘anti-politics’ 
vote bred by this crisis of 
bourgeois liberal democracy. 
     This scandal further 
illuminates the character of 
the political climate in 
Britain that has been created 
by the policies of New 
Labour and the Tories, that 
the political leadership of the 
country, its institutions and 
mouthpieces are completely 
divorced from the 
population. The New Labour 
government which is 
supposedly democratic has 
not only consistently 
attacked what few 
democratic rights we have – 
the exclusion zone which 
stops demonstrations in and 
around parliament, the re-
introduction of aggressive 
stop & search powers, 
banning the photographing 
of the police, the abolition of 
the right to trial by a jury, 
the list goes on – but it has 
repeatedly flown in the face 
of popular opinion in 
pursuing policies of de-
regulation, privatisation and 
war. 
     The lack of any coherent 
opposition within parliament 
to this neo-liberal agenda 
has further ossified the 
current political culture. It is 

not merely a question of 
their own lack of individual 
scruples but this scandal has 
re-enforced just how cut off 
they are from the reality of 
life faced by ordinary 
working people in the 21st 
Century. The fact that so 
many MPs living in London & 
the South East claim a 
second home allowance 
whilst millions of people 
have to spend on average 
more than an hour a day 
(the highest in Europe) 
simply getting to and from 
work is a small indication of 
how insulated they are from 
the real world. It’s no 
wonder that they’re able to 
make ludicrous claims like 
Transport Minister Lord 
Adonis’ assertion that the 
railways are now more 
efficient and better value 
than they were under British 
Rail. 
     Gordon Brown’s 
response to the crisis has 
been actually been to further 
erode democratic 
accountability. More than 
1/5 of the cabinet are 
unelected Lords the highest 
number since the Tory 
governments of the early 
60’s. More to the point, in 
every election we can 
immediately discount more 
than half of the working 
class who are too 
disillusioned and disgusted 
with the current political 
situation to even turn up 
and register a protest vote. 
Whilst we may very well be 
tempted to wring our hands 
at this crisis of bourgeois 
liberal democracy (which 
even at the best of times is 
wholly inadequate), there is 
a very real danger as it has 
been in the main the fascists 
who have benefited from 
this disillusionment of the 
working class rather than 
the left or the labour 
movement in general. 

COVER  S TORY  
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R IGHT  TO  STR I KE  

After another round of 
unofficial strikes it is clear 
that British workers are 
increasingly becoming more 
militant, as well as being 
willing to openly defy 
Thatcher’s (anti) trade union 
laws in defence of their 
livelihoods. However, while 
the reasons behind the strikes 
are clear it is worth stepping 
back briefly to consider their 
justification and legal basis 
     The right to strike in 
Britain is at best fragile, with 
many of the positive increases 
of the last century having 
been eroded by ultra-hostile 
Governments in the 1980s 
(see Charlie May’s article 
“Free our unions” in the 
Spring ‘09 issue of Challenge 
for a thorough review of 
these changes). As a result 
the situation of striking 
workers has progressed little 
since the 1906 Trades 
Disputes Act, which for the 
first time made strike action 
legal. 
     In order to discuss the 
legality of strikes one must 
consider how to justify strike 
action. For instance the right 
to strike itself comes under 
attack from a variety of critics 
on the right from the likes of 
neoliberal philosopher 
Friedrich Hayek, who claim 
that not only is strike action 
coercive, forcing unwilling 

workers to lose a day’s pay 
for the political aims of a few 
fascistic communists, but also 
the gains won are a serious 
threat to business. When 
wages go up, businesses will 
find it increasingly hard to 
make ends meet, the loss of 
efficiency will necessitate 
widespread redundancies. 
Further, as firms fail to make 
orders they gain a reputation 
for being unreliable, which 
may hit the country at large if 
it has a reputation for a 
militant workforce. 
     These criticisms largely 
miss the point, but are typical 
of a world view that places 
super profits above the 
interests of working people. 
Largely criticisms of trade 
unionism in general, they seek 
to promote a vision wherein 
the worker is a commodity 
deserving of as little 
recompense as possible for 
the surplus value he or she 
creates. Aside from this 
studies largely show that a 
worker paid more will be 
more productive, even a 
capitalist enterprise should 
realise the benefits of higher 
remuneration. 
     However, not all attempts 
to legitimise the right to 
strike are helpful. Some seek 
to cast the right to strike as 
an inalienable human right. As 
with all other human rights, 

this is essentially baseless and 
impossible to justify without 
resorting to an unobtainable 
‘other’, which has no material 
basis (’human rights’ are an 
attempted secularisation of 
natural rights theorists, who 
declared that these rights 
come from God). Even if we 
do accept the concept of 
human rights, the right to 
strike fails on the universality 
criterion, applying as it does 
only to wage earners. 
     However, having 
abandoned the appeal to 
abstract rights we should not 
fall into the trap of declaring 
that the only rights we have 
are positively enshrined in 
law, as 18th Century 
Conservative MP Edmund 
Burke held it. This means that 
1906 it would have been 
wrong to go on strike, and 
that the only appeals workers 
could have made would be to 
put it on the statute book 
rather than actually downing 
tools to win their demands. 
     Another strand of thought 
has it that striking derives 
from the right to bargain 
collectively. That is, the 
withdrawal of Labour is a 
necessary feature of collective 
bargaining, that is, without 
recourse to withdraw their 
labour power workers would 
be defenceless in the face of 
the employer. This is 

convincing, yet still criticised 
by those who claim that 
workers can just up and leave 
their jobs and are under no 
duress to stay. This ignores 
the reality of work under the 
capitalist mode of production, 
where choice is - in the 
words of Engels - “between 
the  frying pan and the fire”. 
     Nonetheless, this does to 
some extent restrict the right 
to strike. If it derives from 
collective bargaining workers 
can only strike against their 
own employers. This rules 
out any form of secondary 
action, weakening the hand of 
the working class and trying 
to stamp out solidarity.  
     The reality of the right to 
strike is that it is a class right. 
It’s necessity is rooted in the 
unequal nature of the 
relationship between worker 
and capitalist. While this 
relationship can never be 
equalised under capitalism, it 
is only through collective 
action that the working class 
can flex its muscles. This may 
be hard to justify when you 
adopt a capitalist framework, 
but it is the only way to 
secure the full fruit of a 
workers’ labour power on 
the road to a socialist mode 
of production. 

There has been an upsurge in unofficial strike action as workers 
respond to attacks. Such action is not protected in law, Emily 
Douglas considers why it isn’t. 

to strike 
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 GREEN CHINA?  

China is often demonised for its rapid industrialisation and the resulting use of 
its natural resources. However, China is actually leading the world in green 
policies, as Ben Chacko explains. 

Green China? 

Over the past 30 years, China 
has been undergoing an 
industrial revolution on a 
scale the world has never 
seen before. It has gone from 
a middle ranking Asian 
economy in the 1970s to the 
world’s third largest today; its 
people have flocked to the 
cities: the rural population 
was 74% as recently as 1990, 
while now half of all Chinese 
are city dwellers, a figure 
likely to continue rising over 
the next two or three 
decades; and its industrial 
capacity has skyrocketed to 
the point where China is truly 
the ‘workshop of the world’, 
producing goods sold all over 
the planet. Despite the 
recession, the Chinese 
economy is continuing to 
grow, with an estimated half 
of all construction work 
worldwide currently taking 
place in China – whether that 
is in the form of high rise 

apartments in the cities, the 
new wave of rural hospitals, or 
the rapidly expanding rail and 
road infrastructure. 
     These facts go some way to 
explain the nature of China’s 
environmental problems. The 
image often given in the West 
is that China is anything but an 
eco-friendly country. How can 
it be, when its emissions keep 
rising, and are now the highest 
in the world, overtaking the 
USA in 2008? (Bear in mind 
this does not account for per 
capita emissions, which are still 
seven times lower than those 
in the US; China’s enormous 
population leads to a high 
total.) Some of China’s cities 
are amongst the world’s most 
polluted. The Chinese 
Government itself rates water 
on a scale from I to VI in terms 
of cleanliness – I being 
unpolluted and suitable for 
drinking, and VI being so 
polluted that it is not suitable 

for anything; and they sadly 
acknowledge that an 
astonishing 20% of all the 
water in the country falls into 
the ‘VI’ category. The Gobi 
desert is growing into North 
China, and water resources are 
drying up fast in this region 
(the South is still water-rich.) 
Rare animals are in peril – the 
Yangtze River Dolphin is now 
presumed extinct; the South 
China Tiger, Chinese alligator 
and the Giant Salamander (the 
world’s largest amphibian) hang 
onto existence by a thread. 
     These facts are not in 
doubt. Yet the cause of all 
these problems is not the 
Chinese Government, but the 
scale of an industrial revolution 
involving one fifth of all the 
people on earth. This makes it 
a particularly knotty problem. 
The Chinese have every right 
to aspire to higher living 
standards that the West has 
enjoyed for decades. Their per 

Despite the 
recession, the 
Chinese 
economy is 
continuing to 
grow, with an 
estimated half 
of all 
construction 
work worldwide 
currently taking 
place in China  
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capita emissions are, as 
noted, far lower than those 
of Western countries: 
combine the emissions of 
the EU and the USA, and 
you have approximately 
double those of China; 
combine the populations of 
those two blocs, and you 
have approximately half 
that of China. This is still a 
country where there are 4 
cars for every 100 people, 
compared to 80 in the 
USA. And who can wonder 
that water resources are 
under pressure, when one 
tenth of the world’s people 
live within the drainage 
basin of a single river, the 
Yangtze? 
     But something must be 
done about all this, if the 
dire consequences of 
dramatic climate change are 
to be avoided. Contrary to 
public perception in the 
West, the Chinese 
leadership are both well 
aware of this and have been 
taking bold measures to 
combat it.  
     The European Union 
often likes to scratch its 
own back when it comes to 
climate change, declaring 
that it is leading the way in 
developing clean 
technologies and reducing 
emissions. This is a fallacy, 
based largely on 
comparison with the 
particularly feeble record of 
the United States in the 
field. The USA has reduced 
its greenhouse gas 
emissions per unit of GDP 
by an average of 1.7% over 
the past 15 years, Germany 
by 2.7%. China has reduced 
it by an average of 4.9%. 
The energy consumption 
per unit of GDP dropped 
10.1% in China from 2006 
to 2008. The economy 
grows, so emissions grow, 
but relatively speaking the 
Chinese have been doing a 
lot better than the West. It 
is the world’s biggest 
exporter of solar batteries 
and has the world’s largest 

wind power capacity, which 
has doubled in installed 
capacity each year on 
average and will keep 
growing, to 100 gigawatts 
by 2020 - by which year, 
according to Zhang 
Xiaoqiang of the Chinese 
National Development and 
Reform Commission, 
renewable energy will 
provide 20% of China’s 
total energy consumption – 
equal to European targets 
and in excess of American 
ones.  
     China invests heavily in 
electric cars (already the 
vast majority of 
motorcycles seen in China 
are powered by electricity, 
and an increasing number of 
cities have banned gas 
powered vehicles from 
their centres) and uses 
agricultural waste to power 
its farm vehicles. By 2008 it 
had invested around $200 
billion in wastewater 
treatment, handling 86 
million tonnes of 
wastewater per day. In 
total, the Chinese ‘energy 
stimulus’ being released 
following the global 
economic crisis will be at 
least $200 billion US, and 
possibly as high as $600 
billion US – all invested in 
renewables – solar, wind, 
hydroelectric, and nuclear; 
while also increasing the 
use of clean coal and 
improving the nation’s 
public transport network to 
reduce damage caused by 
burning fossil fuels. 
     To combat 
desertification in the north, 
the Chinese have again 
proved amongst the most 
ambitious warriors in the 
battle against climate 
change. An immense water 
tunnel, due to stretch from 
the Yangtze to the Yellow 
River (around 1,000 miles) 
and carry a volume of 
water equivalent to the 
flow of the River Thames, is 
being planned for 
completion by 2050 to 

relieve water consumption problems in 
the parched north. The ‘Green Wall of 
China’, a huge belt of trees planted to 
hold back the desert and as a gargantuan 
carbon sink, is already over one thousand 
miles long, but when it is completed – in 
2074 – the Chinese Government claims 
that reforested areas will cover around 
one fifth of China’s land area. Previous 
issues of Challenge have dwelt on the 
construction of ‘eco-cities’, planned to 
have a carbon footprint of zero. By 2020, 
according to Julian Wong of the Centre 
for American Progress, “China could 
emerge as the unquestioned global leader 
in clean energy production ... ushering in 
an era of sustainable economic growth by 
exporting these clean technologies to the 
world.” 
     China has been painted too often as 
an environmental catastrophe. The 
pressures placed on the environment by 
China’s economic advance remain 
significant. But even Gordon Brown 
admitted back in 2007 that “The Chinese 
Government is part of the solution to 
climate change.” Not only do the Chinese 
people consume, waste and emit less per 
person than their US or EU equivalents: 
the Chinese Government has not been 
dragging its feet over dealing with this 
crucial issue, nor is it suddenly unveiling a 
raft of superficial solutions in response to 
the new eco-friendly pitch of Barack 
Obama. The Chinese Government has 
done more, over the past 15 years, to 
invest in clean technology and sustainable 
growth than any other country (or power 
bloc, like the EU) on the planet; and over 
the next decades this investment is going 
to grow exponentially. In the battle 
against climate change, Red China leads 
the world. 

The Chinese 
Government 
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EURO PE AN ELECT I ONS  

In Britain Thursday 4th June 
saw the election of the first 
British National Party (BNP) 
county councillor and two 
BNP members of the 
European Parliament (MEPs). 
The European election also 
saw the haemorrhaging of the 
Labour Vote, particularly 
worrying for the 2010 general 
election when a Tory landslide 
looks an increasing certainty. 
     Perhaps the key feature of 
these elections is not who 
voted how, but how few voted 
at all. European elections are 
renowned for the near total 
lack of interest they cause. 
While not reaching the lowly 
figure of 23% ‘achieved’ in 
1999, only just over a third of 
the population managed to 
wend their way to the polling 
booth, down 4% on 2004. 
Parties broadly or explicitly 
opposed to the Europe Union 
(Conservative, UKIP, BNP) 
have succeeded in garnering a 
majority, but most of these are 
based on a bizarre 
interpretation of the EU as a 
vehicle of socialistic invasion of 
our far isles hindering free 
market capitalism rather than 
the big business hegemony 

that is really at the core of the 
EU. 
     The expenses scandal (see 
Joanne Stevenson’s article) 
definitely had an impact on 
these elections, indeed to a 
large degree Europe itself was 
off the agenda. For instance 
while the Conservative vote 
went up one per cent overall, 
they still did lose 
approximately 200,000 votes 
from the 2004 elections. 
Further, in the council 
elections their votes were 
damaged in areas where MPs 
wrapped up in the expenses 
scandal had their seats. UKIP 
have also managed largely to 
avoid any accusations of 
unscrupulous behaviour, 
despite turning the EU 
allowance system into an 
extortion racket and two of 
their twelve 2004 MEPs being 
expelled from the party for 
fraud. While UKIP leader 
Nigel Farage could be seen 
beaming at the results, in 
reality 0.3% of the vote and 
one MEP was a very minor 
gain. They may have beaten 
Labour into third but it does 
not look like they took Labour 
votes, indeed they also 

received fewer votes than 
2004. Despite coming second, 
UKIP have not made significant 
gains, and are unlikely to be a 
major force in the next 
general election, particularly as 
they are seen as an EU rather 
than national party.  
     Another striking feature is 
the failure of the Liberal 
Democrats to pick up a 
significant number of protest 
votes. Though tarred with the 
same Westminster sleaze 
brush as all MPs, the excesses 
that the media has cast the 
spotlight over are largely those 
of New Labour and 
Conservative MPs, which was 
clearly a key factor in voters’ 
(and non-voters’) decisions. 
The Liberal Democrats’ 
inability to capitalise on this 
discontent is most likely due 
to a combination of their 
position on Europe – they are 
by far the most Europhile of 
any of the large parties – and 
the lack of charisma of leader 
Nick Clegg, who even Gordon 
Brown appears to better in 
debates. 
     The other ‘breakthrough’ 
in these elections was for the 
British National Party. Again, 

in reality the swell is not as 
massive as some make out. An 
increase share of 1.3% was 
down to a drop in turnout, 
though an additional 135,398 
votes is not inconsiderable. In 
the North West, where Nick 
Griffin won his seat the BNP 
gained two thousand fewer 
votes than 2004, when 
elections were held using an all 
postal ballot. While some 
might expect that a fall in 
turnout would affect all parties 
equally, it is actually the case 
that the ‘main’ parties tend to 
suffer most, while fringe 
parties’ vote (in numbers) 
remain fairly constant. This is 
due to smaller – or more 
extreme – parties having far 
stronger voter identification. 
As such the elections cannot 
really be considered a BNP 
breakthrough in numerical 
terms as there has not been an 
overwhelming increase in their 
vote.  
     However, the election of 
two MEPs does still constitute 
a breakthrough, and it would 
be misguided to overlook this. 
Though some element of 
respectability is gained, it 
won’t change the opinion of 

EU elections part 1: 

In Part 1 of Challenge’s coverage of the European Parliament Elections  
James Rodie looks at the wider implications of the results in Britain  

Working class 
abandons Labour 
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EURO PE AN ELECT I ONS  

those who think they’re Nazis. 
As such, the key breakthrough 
comes in money rather than 
prestige. Each MEP earns €7000 
(nearly £6000) a month, as well 
as getting expenses and a 
generous research budget. This 
will enable the party to act far 
more professionally, employing 
more full timers and pouring 
more money into election 
campaigns. Dismissing the BNP 
as a ragtag mob will no longer 
be justified and anti-fascist 
campaigners will have to react 
to the BNP’s ascendancy. 
     At the other end of the 
political spectrum, left parties 
did not make any major 
advances. In Scotland the 
Scottish Socialist Party was 
down nearly 51,000 votes 
(4.3%), after the acrimonious 
SSP/Solidarity split. These votes 
did not end up going to other 
left forces, with No2EU (which 
Solidarity supported) and the 
Socialist Labour Party gaining 
just over 31,000 votes (2.9%) 
between them. The SNP do not 
appear to have suffered any 
problems of incumbency, gaining 
close to 90,000 votes (9.4%).  
     Across the country, No2EU 
– Yes to Democracy, which 

Party 
Votes MEPs 

Total +/- % % +/- Total Change 
Conservative 4,198,394 -198,696 27.7 1 25 1 

UK Independence Party 2,498,226 -152,542 16.5 0.3 13 1 
Labour 2,381,760 -1,336,923 15.7 -6.9 13 -5 

Liberal Democrat 2,080,613 -371,714 13.7 -1.2 11 1 
Green 1,303,745 +275,462 8.6 2.4 2 0 
British National Party 943,598 +135,398 6.2 1.3 2 2 
Scottish Nationalist Party* 321,007 +89,502 29.1 9.4 2 0 
Plaid Cymru* 126,702 -33,186 18.5 1.1 1 0 
English Democrat 279,801 +149,745 1.8 1.1 0 0 

Christian** 249,493 +164,845 1.6 1.1 0 0 
Socialist Labour Party 173,115 N/A 1.1 N/A 0 0 
No2EU - Yes to Democracy 153,236 N/A 1 N/A 0 0 
Scottish Socialist Party* 10,404 -50,952 0.9 -4.3 0 0 

Other 416,838 -303,758 2.75 -1.6 0 0 

Election Result in full 

* % represents contested region rather than national average.    **All “Christian” candidates 

campaigned on a left platform 
critical of the European Union 
as an anti-working class “bosses’ 
club”, managed 1% of the vote 
(153,000 votes). When this is 
combined with the 173,000 SLP 
votes (1.1%), it approaches a 
third of a million votes for the 
left. This is more than Respect 
managed at the last European 
elections (252,000). No2EU’s 
vote may not seem that 
remarkable, but it was the first 
EU-critical left wing party to 
contest the European elections. 
Further, being formed a mere 
three months before the 

elections and with little financial 
clout and most internet 
attention being sniping from the 
ultra-left, the vote is impressive. 
     Overall, these elections 
represent a defeat for 
progressives. New Labour’s 
continual assault on working 
people has seen the Labour 
Party sink into third place, with 
two neo-liberal parties beating 
it. Two fascists are being sent to 
the European Parliament and 
alternatives were unable to 
make the strides necessary to 
reverse the decline in working 
class representation.  

Dismissing the 
BNP as a 
ragtag mob 
will no longer 
be justified 
and anti-
fascist 
campaigners 
will have to 
react to the 
BNP’s 
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Countering the  

What is the Fascist threat? 
Historically fascism has 
triumphed in circumstances 
where the ruling class regard 
their interests to be 
threatened, either by a strong 
labour movement or the 
election of a progressive 
government. Fascist takeovers 
are usually precipitated by 
large crises, either economic 
or political, or both. 
     Clearly Britain is in one 
such crisis at the moment, the 
worst in living memory and 
set to get much worse. 
Despite this, Capitalism 
currently has nothing to fear 
from Britain’s labour 
movement or its weak and 
divided left (unfortunately), 
and there is no chance of a 
progressive government being 
elected any time soon. In fact 
the current New Labour 
government is representing 
Capital so effectively, and its 
likely Tory replacement will 
represent it even more 

effectively, that there is little 
need to enlist the help of 
fascists. 
     However, although a fascist 
takeover in Britain is not 
imminent, the fascist BNP are 
clearly in a stronger position 
now than ever before. They 
now have two MEPs, earning 
them £500,000 a year, scope 
to link up with other far right 
groups in the European 
Parliament, and the ability to 
have an influence over the 
laws governing the people of 
Europe. It also gives them a 
legitimacy which they had 
previously lacked. They have 
made very significant gains in 
the last five years. Can we 
really afford to wait another 
five years before we decide 
that they are something worth 
worrying about? 
     There is also an immediate 
danger, the effects of which 
are already being experienced. 
Statistically, any area where 
the BNP becomes politically 

active sees a vast increase in 
the number of racist attacks 
taking place; in Tower Hamlets 
when the fascists won a 
council seat in 1993 the 
increase was threefold. Their 
propaganda which blames all 
social problems on ethnic 
minorities plays on people’s 
fears and stirs up racial 
tensions leading to real 
violence, and even death.  
 
Why the Fascist gains? 
The media does much of the 
groundwork for the BNP, with 
right-wing newspapers 
constantly carrying anti-
immigration/asylum/Muslim 
headlines. The majority of 
newspapers are owned and 
controlled by the ruling class, 
who have an interest in 
dividing working people, to 
make them easier to rule, and 
to channel their frustration 
away from the system that 
oppresses them and towards 
minority groups instead. 

although a 
fascist takeover 
in Britain is not 
imminent, the 
fascist BNP are 
clearly in a 
stronger 
position now 
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before.  

fascist threat 

Countering the  

fascist threat 
With the election of two fascist MEPs, Marc Livingston considers the dangers 
posed by the fascists and the implications for the anti-fascist movement  
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     The BNP exploit these 
media-generated 
prejudices, and portray 
themselves as being the 
only party willing to speak 
out about the “real issues”, 
while the mainstream 
parties are too obsessed 
with political correctness 
(another scapegoat created 
by the right wing press) to 
do so. The MPs expenses 
scandal, which was 
publicised in the (extremely 
right wing) Telegraph, 
further deepened the 
popular disenchantment 
with mainstream political 
parties. Again, the BNP 
were able to exploit this to 
their advantage. 
     BNP electoral gains 
have been in places where 
a Labour vote could 
traditionally be taken for 
granted; working class 
areas with heavy industries, 
mining and steel &. The 
effects of Thatcher’s 
neoliberal policies have 
devastated these working 
class communities and 
resulted in huge social 
problems; unemployment, 
crime, drugs, chronic ill 
health. The labour 
movement has also been 
severely damaged, 
weakening the link 
between communities and 
the Labour Party, and 
leading to a decline in 
working class 
consciousness.  
     Added to that, the 
policies of the New Labour 
government have done 
little to help, and have 
merely continued the work 
of Thatcher in attacking 
public services and access 
to welfare. Many workers 
feel completely betrayed by 
a Labour government 
which appears to not 
represent them in any 
meaningful way, and has 
taken their support for 
granted. 
     The BNP have entered 
working class communities 
where they would 

previously not been 
welcome, and built support 
at a grass roots level. They 
have changed their 
strategy, and cleaned up 
their image in order to 
broaden their appeal.  
     They have toned down 
the overt fascism, using 
images from WWII, 
(Spitfires, Churchill etc.) on 
their “literature”, and 
downplaying their anti-
Semitism, realising it puts 
many voters off. Many now 
believe that the BNP are 
no longer a fascist party. 
Youtube footage shows 
BNP supporters describing 
it as “like the Labour Party 
when it started”. Much of 
this comes from the BNP’s 
adoption of populist 
policies and also of anti-
capitalist rhetoric. Fascists 
always adapted the 
language and imagery of the 
left to broaden their 
appeal, from the Nazi red 
flag to Hitler’s 
denunciations of Jewish 
bankers. It is nothing new. 
There is no doubt, there 
may have been some 
cosmetic changes, but the 
BNP are still a fascist party. 
     Instead of the Jewish 
conspiracy, they now talk 
of the Islamic threat. The 
constant association of 
Islam with terrorism that 
takes place in the media 
makes many people fearful 
of it. As always, the fascists 
exploit people’s fears and 
prejudices. 
 
What is to be Done? 
The gains made by the BNP 
would suggest that the 
current strategies for 
fighting fascism are not 
wholly adequate. The 
fascists have changed their 
way of operating, and we 
need to look at how to 
challenge them in new 
ways.  
     Violent confrontation, 
although necessary when 
faced with violence, must 
be considered carefully. 

Surrounding Nick Griffin, 
chanting “Nazi scum off our 
streets” and throwing eggs at 
him may satisfy anti-fascist 
activists in an immediate way, 
but as a long term strategy it 
hasn’t worked. The Nazi scum 
are still on our streets. And to 
the general public such 
behaviour can look quite tribal, 
or worse, like the loony left 
victimising the poor BNP 
because they dared to speak out 
against political correctness. In 
that sense it is quite counter-
productive. 
     Similarly, the policy of 
refusing to share a platform with 
the BNP, intended to deny them 
legitimacy, also allows them to 
remain unchallenged. Given the 
widespread disillusionment with 
mainstream parties, ordinary 
voters are unlikely to respond 
to this positively, or to the calls 
to vote for anyone (i.e. any of 
the mainstream parties) other 
than the BNP. We can’t rely on 
the mainstream parties to 
counter the fascist threat 
effectively. 
     It should be the task of the 
left in general, and Communists 
in particular to challenge the 
BNP, to expose them as fascists, 
and to expose their arguments 
as weak and baseless. 
     But where is the platform to 
do this? In leafleting, flyering, 
stalls in areas where the BNP 
have polled well. We can also 
distribute material in our 

workplaces, schools, 
universities, community centres. 
Searchlight produce excellent 
material which comrades can 
make use of, and is the 
organisation which Communists 
should be getting involved in, 
particularly given that it has a 
trade union basis. Virtually all 
the major unions in the country 
are affiliated to it, and can 
provide material backing for the 
purchase of materials. 
     We must also be willing to 
work with other groups, 
including the ultra left and also 
faith groups. Given the 
Islamophobic and Anti-Semitic 
nature of the BNP, we should 
look to local Mosques and 
Synagogues. Perhaps there are 
Holocaust survivors who could 
give talks on the dangers of 
fascism. Christian Churches can 
also be involved as many African
-Caribbean people are regular 
church goers, and many 
progressive Christians who 
emphasise the inclusive nature 
of Christ’s teaching reject the 
BNP.  
     The struggle must be 
conducted in a broad, non-
sectarian way, and not just used 
as a means of recruiting people 
to the Communist Party. 
Resisting fascism must be done 
for its own sake, and for the 
sake of the millions of people 
who sacrificed their lives to 
defeat it. 
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COMMIE  Q&A 

Send your questions and letters to:  
YCL, Ruskin House, 23 Coombe Rd, London CR0 1BD 

challenge@ycl.org.uk  

Dear Challenge 
 
Here are a few questions that I would like to ask 
for the Question and Answer pages in the next 
issue of Challenge. 
 
1. What is the YCL summer camp going to be like. 
2. What is the relationship between the Morning 

Star and the Communist Party  
3. As a supporter of the Tibetan Independence 

movement it is my understanding that China has 
less of a claim of Tibet then the British do in 
Ireland. What is Challenge's view on the 
situation in Tibet and why. 

 
Comradly Regards 
Joshua Adams 
 
Three questions for the price of one, eh? Firstly the YCL 
Summer Camp is taking place in the Peak District from 
the 18th-21st August for under 16’s and 21st-25 
August for over 16s. There will be political discussions, 
films, educational sessions, games, sessions on 
campaigning methods, design skills, using the web and 
much, much more. It is a great opportunity to meet up 
and have good time with comrades whilst coming away 
from it with a good deal more knowledge and 
experience than when you arrive. Fuller details can be 
found on the YCL website at www.ycl.org.uk or by 
contacting Joanne Stevenson on 07952266083 
gensec@ycl.org.uk. 
Secondly the Morning Star is not the official organ of 
the Communist Party. Since 1945 the Star (Daily 
Worker as it was then) has been owned and run by a 
readers co-operative the People’s Press Printing Society. 
The editorial line of the paper is tied to the Communist 
Party’s programme Britain’s Road to Socialism but of 
course the Star is, in the words of the former editor 
John Haylett ‘a broad church’, so most of the 
contributors (who are broadly from the left) aren’t 
generally members of the CP. There is of course a 
political and historic commitment on behalf of the Party 
to the paper but the day-to-day running of the paper as 
well as most of the content is not in way controlled by 
the Party. 
Finally, very briefly, (as it is obviously a complicated 
question) whilst as Communists we recognise the right 
to self-determination this does not mean that the break 
up of a multinational socialist state is progressive. The 
‘Free’ Tibet movement usually comprises a motley crew 
of the feudal monastic gang headed by the Dalai Lama, 
various fundamentalist religious groups, racialist 
nationalists on the xenophobic fringe of Tibetan society 
and of course the oligarchs of international capital. The 
massive advances for the people of the Tibet 
Autonomous region since the 1950’s in health, 
education, transport not to mention in economic terms 
would never have happened under the feudal theocracy 
which ruled Tibet prior to this period. For a more 
detailed analysis have a look at Ben Chacko’s cover 
story ‘Demystifying Tibet’ in the Summer 08 issue of 
Challenge (available on the YCL website) or pick a copy 
of Kenny Coyle’s pamphlet ‘Tibet: Colony or Part of 
China?’ available at www.communist-party.org.uk. 

Dear Challenge, 
 
A small, but I think important, correction to your article in Challenge. The 
charter’s first point was for male suffrage, not universal suffrage. Sadly, even 
the Chartists didn’t address the emancipation of women. 
 
All the best 
David Grove 
 
Thanks for the correction David I assure you it was just an oversight. Although of 
course women were extremely active in the Chartist movement, in most of the large 
towns every Chartist group had a women’s section. For example the Birmingham 
Charter Association had over 2,000 female members and of course many of the 
more revolutionary leaders of the chartist movement did support the emancipation 
of women, so women were far from mere ‘window dressing’ in the Chartists 
struggle. Indeed the Chartist newspaper the Northern Star reported on 27th April, 
1839, that the Hyde Chartist Society contained 300 men and 200 women. The 
newspaper quoted one of the male members as saying that the women were more 
militant than the men, or as he put it: "the women were the better men.”  
The first draft of the Charter did in fact include a demand for female suffrage 
although this was removed because it was felt it was too radical and would scupper 
any chance of the demand for universal male suffrage being achieved. Nevertheless 
the achievement of universal male suffrage was seen as a stepping stone to 
achieving universal suffrage. So although there was a distinction in the text of 
the Charter demands, women were at the core (as they always have been) of the 
most significant political struggle of the 19th Century. 
 
 
Dear Challenge, 
 
Firstly congratulations on an informative special edition on Cuba. I thought it 
was excellent so well done everyone. However there are some issues you 
must consider. The release of the Miami 5 is paramount to anything 
connected to Cuba. Furthermore when discussing Socialism there Charlie 
May avoided the land reform the government has introduced. Farm 
nationalisation etc. is crucial. Finally, Nancy Coro Aguiar told me the Cuban 
government felt the two currency situation was not good and just like the US 
dollars this will be resolved one day. On that point using Che money in State 
Owned eateries will bring you Lobsters, etc. tourist money can't buy this. 
 
Yours in Comradeship, 
Jay McCracken. 
 
Thanks for the points you raised Jay, it just goes to show that even with an entire 
special issue of Challenge dedicated to the island of Socialism 90 miles away from 
the worlds leading imperialist country we’re still only scratching the surface. The 
Viva Cuba special issue is of course still available for anyone interested. Of course 
there were many issues which we weren’t able to cover in greater depth so for 
anyone who’s interested the Cuba Solidarity Campaign’s magazine Cuba Si! is an 
excellent source of news, information and analysis.  

Commie 
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For many years now, 
whenever we hear the words 
‘Christian’ and ‘Marxist’ in the 
same sentence we hear the 
clamour of those decrying it 
oxymoronic – as if to be both 
a religious individual and a 
dedicated revolutionary were 
a contradiction in terms. 
Sometimes, when one is 
caught saying such things, one 
is dismissed as not truly 
understanding the nature of 
what it is they are saying and 
indeed, when we take the time 
to consider Marx’s stance 
pertaining to religion, we can 
be forgiven for thinking that a 
Marxist cannot realistically 
claim to be a man of faith. But 
then again, what does it mean 

if we are to say that we’re 
‘Marxists’? Where should we 
draw the line? If we disagree 
with the father of communism 
in part, are we therefore 
inclined to discard the whole 
and to divorce ourselves from 
the remainder of his works? 
Personally, I believe it would 
be a shame to do so.  
     Like many contemporary 
atheists, the majority of Marx’s 
critiques against religion were 
rarely directed at the essence 
of belief and, more 
importantly, were scarcely 
posed towards the answers to 
the questions of whether or 
not there is a God – it seems 
that his opposition was 
founded mainly upon his 

qualms relating to the 
warped applications of 
these ‘beliefs’ and their 
estranging qualities. Many 
of us who are familiar 
with the darker historical 
aspects of the world’s 
major organised religions 
will be able to appreciate 
this indignation, for we 
have only to recall the 
horrors of the 
inquisition, the conquest 
of the New World, the 
bloody conflicts of the 
Crusades, or any other 
number of wars to find 
our well documented 
validations. Moreover, 
they can all be attributed 
to the miseries that were 
endorsed through the 
age-old pretence of a 
deity’s divine say-so. 
Suffice to say, I feel that 
it’s all too easy to see 
the point that our bold 
philosopher was trying 
to make.  
     Nevertheless, it’s 
important for us to make 
the distinction between 
disagreements over the 
nature of belief and 
those concerning the 
appliance of them. We 
appreciate that when 
Marx argued for his 
dialectical-materialism 
(which he explained 
would remove man’s 
superstitions and render 
them superfluous) he 
was predominantly 
arguing for the future 
disestablishment of the 
church and the eventual 
destruction of its 
authority. Christianity to 
Marx it seems, was a 
problem only as long as 
it was one of two things; 
an opiate for the 
alienated masses and/or 
a catalyst for reaction. 
What we ought to be 
asking ourselves is 



whether or not there is a 
road which will cease to 
engender either of these, a 
way by which the Marxist and 
the Christian can march 
together towards a common 
purpose outlined and 
enshrined in the essence of 
the human condition. This 
reconciliatory path is 
presently finding a voice many 
miles away in the countries of 
the South American continent 
where, after several decades 
of refinement, the belated 
stirrings of Liberation 
Theology are again making 
themselves known – and it is 
not the sort of theology 
which can be easily passed off 
as a misaligned anthropology. 
It is searching to liberate man 
and then instil within him his 
true, unhindered potential. 
Could this be the 
epistemology so sought after 
by the Christian socialists 
among us?  
     Many like to think so, but 
what exactly is this Liberation 
Theology and how does it 
relate to the broad agendas of 
progressive politics today? 
First and foremost, it is a 
school of thought that 
propounds the Christian 
mission towards the poor and 
oppressed peoples of the 
world through political 
activism, stressing that the 
nature of sin is bound up with 
the root source of poverty. It 
recognises that this ‘root 
source’ is capitalism and that 
it is, by its very nature, an 
exploitative system that bars 

individuals from actualising 
their intended states of grace. 
Its theologians seek to 
achieve this by abolishing the 
definitive cause of this 
poverty – sin. In so doing, 
they examine the 
relationships between 
Christian theology 
(particularly Roman Catholic 
theology) and political 
activism. The theology's 
primary methodological 
innovation is to be found in 
its overt readiness to work 
from the perspectives of the 
underprivileged in society, 
drawing on Biblical scripture 
(such as Isaiah 61:1, Matthew 
10:34, Luke 22:35-38 and the 
egalitarian arrangements of 
Acts 4:32-34) which 
seemingly conveys a lot more 
than just some tacit 
disapproval towards the 
ongoing burdens, continually 
being visited upon the poor.   
     Sadly, this movement 
hasn’t been privy to the 
blessings bestowed from the 
upper-echelons of the 
Catholic Church. It has, 
conversely, been subjected to 
an almost steady torrent of 
conservative criticism since 
its beginnings with the Latin 
American Episcopal 
Conference which, in the 
early nineteen-sixties, pushed 
the Second Vatican Council 
towards its better social 
standpoints. Today the old 
torch of conservatism is still 
kept burning, having passed 
on to the controversial Pope 
Benedict XVI who now 

champions it from his seat at 
the head of the Congregation 
for the Doctrine of the Faith 
– an assembly that oversees 
the safety not just of the 
church’s dogmas and 
teachings but also of its 
assets. With all its barefaced 
condemnation, 
excommunications, and best 
efforts to suppress the 
‘subversive’ ruminations of 
both laymen and libertarian 
priests, the highest tiers of 
the papacy in Rome have not 
successfully contained nor 
concealed the blatantly 
revolutionary undercurrents 
which lay exposed from 
beneath the receding 
shadows cast across their 
own faith. Exegesis (that is, 
the interpretative or critical 
examination of biblical text) 
with a preference for the 
poor is fast becoming a 
spiritual necessity in a world 
that’s blighted by exploitation 
and the accumulative values in 
vast private profits reaped 
from pain. 
     We can therefore, only 
hold our breaths and hope 
that the nascence of South 
America’s Liberation 
Theology will, through the 
miseries afforded to us under 
capitalism, return to us once 
again and reinstate its 
important role at the 
forefront of our time-
honoured class struggle and 
move on to bridge the wide 
divides between religion and 
revolution.  

18 

MARXISM  &  REL IG ION 

This reconciliatory 
path is presently 
finding a voice 
many miles away 
in the countries of 
the South 
American 
continent where, 
after several 
decades of 
refinement, the 
belated stirrings of 
Liberation 
Theology are 
again making 
themselves known  

The whole group of believers was united, heart and soul; no one 
claimed for his own use anything that he had, as everything they 
owned was held in common. The apostles continued to testify to 
the resurrection of the Lord Jesus with great power, and they were 
all given great respect. None of their members was ever in want, 
as all those who owned land or houses would sell them, and bring 
the money from them, to present it to the apostles; it was then  
distributed to any members who might be in need. 

Acts 4:32-34 



accept, exploitation and 
oppression, but the system is 
stacked against them.  The ‘choice’ 
agenda, privatisation, the testing 
regime, league tables, selection by 
aptitude, local management of 
schools all serve to reinforce a 
market system which has at its 
root a fixed division mirroring the 
class division of wider society.  It 
is true that a few children from 
traditional working class 
backgrounds will be ‘selected’ for 
a more academic 
education and 
similarly that a 
few children 
whose 
parents 
work in 
high-
skilled or 

 The fight for a broad, 
progressive, secular, 
comprehensive education to 
be freely available to all, from 
Early Years through to 
Further and Higher Education, 
is one of the most important 
struggles waged by young 
people today.  Education gives 
the individual the possibility to 
develop their interests and 
understanding of the world, 
both natural and social, 
around them.  It also provides 
the means through which 
collective knowledge and 
experience is passed down 
from generation to 
generation, enriching society 
and supporting progress.  
However, under class society, 
it also acts to reproduce and 
crystallise class relations.  This 
happens primarily through 
two mechanisms: the 
transmission of social, cultural 
and ideological imperatives 
which reinforce the status 
quo and paint the current 
organisation of society as 
both natural and timeless (the 
covert or hidden curriculum), 
and by the restriction of 
access to knowledge to 
certain groups within the 
education 

system, progressively 
discriminating and selecting so 
as to assign people to 
educational ‘streams’ based 
on their future role under 
capitalist society 
(differentiation of the overt 
curriculum). 
     Put simply, education 
under capitalism teaches 
people to know their place 
and prepares them for it by 
giving them the relevant skills/
knowledge.  This was clear 
under the 11+ (and still is 
where this has been retained) 
in the division of schools into 
Grammar (professional, 
managerial), Technical 
(skilled) and Secondary 
Modern (semi-skilled / 
unskilled) but is no less 
present in the current system 
of ‘pathways at 14’, City 
Academies, Specialist Schools, 
etc. 
     This is not to argue that 
individual schools and 
teachers do not do their best 
to realise the liberating 
potential of education and to 
prepare their students 
to challenge, 
not 
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With the government deciding to scrap SATs for 14 year olds Gawain Little asks 
if it isn’t time that we fought for the alternative in education? 

Testing timesTesting times  
The ‘choice’ 
agenda, 
privatisation, the 
testing regime, 
league tables, 
selection by 
aptitude, local 
management of 
schools all serve 
to reinforce a 
market system  
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professional jobs will ‘fail’ at school 
but, at the end of the day, the class 
structure of society is reproduced.  
This is, after all, a crucial function of 
education under capitalism. 
     For this reason, when educational 
workers begin to challenge some of 
the worst aspects of this system in a 
collective way, through their unions, it 
is essential that the broadest possible 
support is brought to bear, both 
within education and society as a 
whole.  Such is the case with the 
recent debate over assessment in 
schools.  Until this year, in addition to 
GCSEs and A-Levels, children were 
assessed at the end of each Key Stage 
of school.  This meant assessments in 
English, maths and science aged 7, 11 
and 14.  The arguments against this 
system are many, including the 
pressure it puts on the children, the 
extent to which is skews the 
curriculum in favour of the assessed 
subjects and towards easily 
measurable skills within those 
subjects, the workload implications 
for teachers, the unreliability of the 
assessments, and the pressure placed 
on teachers and schools through the 
publication of league tables.  
However, the government seemed 
perfectly capable of ignoring these 
arguments, whether put by 
educational professionals, academics 
or parents, and it took a serious 
screw-up by ETS, the US privateer 
contracted to mark the papers, to 
make the government even consider 
changing its position. 
     When ‘efficiency savings’ at ETS 
caused results to arrive months late, 
hot on the heels of a Commons 
Select Committee report which once 
again challenged the role of testing in 
schools, the government had to react.  
Its course of action, which seems odd 
at first, says a lot about the purposes 
of testing.  The government chose to 
abolish End of Key Stage tests (or 
SATs) for 14 year olds (KS3), 
retaining them for 7 and 11 year olds 
(KS1&2).  This decision is hard to 
justify in terms of the objections set 
out earlier.  KS3 SATs are no less 
reliable, involve no more workload 
than KS1&2 SATs.  Primary schools 
SATs skew the curriculum just as 
much (one could argue more) and put 
just as much pressure on teachers and 
schools.  As far as the pressure placed 
on the children, what is considered an 

unacceptable level of 
pressure to put 14 year old 
under cannot possible be 
justified for an 11 year old, 
let alone a 7 year old.  So 
what could the government’s 
thinking possibly be? 
     The government, in the 
remit given by the DCSF to 
the Expert Group on 
Assessment, identifies three 
reasons for testing: 
     “[to] give parents the 
information they need to 
compare different schools, 
choose the right school for 
their child and then track 
their child’s progress; [to] 
provide head teachers and 
teachers with the 
information they need to 
assess the progress of every 
child and their school as a 
whole, without unnecessary 
burdens of bureaucracy; and 
[to] allow the public to hold 
national and local 
Government and governing 
bodies to account for the 
performance of schools.” 
     Given that schools are 
regularly inspected by 
OFSTED, that national 
sampling is in fact a more 
statistically accurate way of 
measuring long-term trends 
in educational outcomes and 
that SATs do not provide 

teachers and heads with any 
information they do not 
already have access to (and 
are notoriously unreliable), 
the latter two reasons are 
not particularly convincing.  
This leaves us with giving 
“parents the information 
they need to compare 
different schools, choose the 
right school for their child 
and then track their child’s 
progress”.  However, even 
this is misleading as any 
teacher will know, and in 
recent polls parents agreed, 
that the information given 
about a child’s progress by 
their class teacher is far 
superior to anything a 45 min 
test can tell you.  So we 
come, one might say 
unsurprisingly, to the 
question of choice and this is 
where we see the current 
testing regime for what it is – 
a crude form of market data 
to allow consumers to make 
an ‘informed’ choice between 
rival products.  Each year, 
the papers produce ‘league 
tables’ of schools based on 
their results in national tests.  
Secondary schools are 
judged primarily on the basis 
of GCSE and A-Level results.  
However, there is no 
equivalent way of judging 

primary schools except 
through using SATs results.  
Removing SATs at primary 
school would take away a 
crucial foundation of the 
market system.  The fact that 
parents in reality have little 
choice, that test results are 
effectively a league table of 
wealth, with schools in well-
off areas coming at the top 
and schools in deprived 
neighbourhoods at the 
bottom, makes no difference.  
Markets aren’t built for 
consumers.  We have the 
system Thatcher spoke 
about in 1987, where 
“money flows to the good 
schools and the good 
headmasters (sic)”. 
     The opportunity to 
challenge this system, 
through opposing the 
current testing regime, is one 
we must seize.  Whilst the 
abolition of SATs in primary 
schools, and their 
replacement with some form 
of manageable teacher 
assessment for learning, will 
certainly improve the 
education of young people in 
the short term, it may also 
have a long-term effect in 
terms of challenging the 
current market-based system 
too. 
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     In April and May around 
500 million people cast their 
votes in the Indian elections in 
five separate phases due to 
the massive burden this places 
on administering the election. 
Three main ‘fronts’ (coalitions 
made up of some big national 
parties as well as a number of 
smaller regional parties) 
contested the election. The 
United Progressive Alliance, 
led by the Indian National 
Congress, the party that led 
India to independence under 
Gandhi, won the election 
seeing an increase of 79 seats 
to 262 (out of 543 in total). 
The National Democratic 

Alliance, led by the Hindu-
chauvinist BJP came 

second losing 
seventeen seats to 

go down to 159. 
The 

Third Front had been set up 
for this election to try and 
provide an alternative to the 
capitalist Congress and BJP. 
The largest component force 
of the Third Front is the Left 
Front, itself a coalition of left 
parties, of which the 
Communist Party of India 
(Marxist) is the largest 
member, the Left Front had 
supported the UPA, but 
withdrew support after 
Congress introduced Indo-
USA nuclear agreements. 
Parties in the Third Front, 
which also included a number 
of regional organisations and 
parties representing the 
lower castes, lost 
30 seats 
ending 
up 

with 79. 
     The CPI(M) did 
particularly badly in areas 
where it had been in 
government and it is 
necessary to explore the 
reasons for this. As such we 
shall concentrate on the 
Party’s performance in West 
Bengal, a state in which the 
CPI(M) has been in 
government for three 
decades. The people’s verdict 
in West Bengal is a 
phenomenon of significant 
magnitude with far reaching 
effects. The verdict is 
becoming the testing ground 
for many in the “Left”, 
revealing their general 
essence and exposing 
their true attitude 
towards the 
interests of 
Bengal 

and the needs of the people.  
     It seems that the third 
front concept turned out to 
be a non-starter. Is this 
merely a plea or an 
opportunistic alibi? Let us 
delve a little deeper into the 
issue. Firstly it is well-known 
that the Third Front was not 
built through any agitation or 
struggle. Unlike the Left Front 
it was an impromptu 
combination, too nascent to 
win public credibility. 
Secondly, the Third Front was 
conceived not as a traditional 
unified front but as an 
alternative or power, the 
people and even many party 

activists considered it a 
front, in the political 

sense of the 
term. 

Thirdly, 
the 

The sky shall once again 
be cleft with red banners 
The recent elections in India presented a massive set back for the left. 
Sakyajit Bhattacharya and Latchmi Gajadhar consider what went wrong. 
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Third Front could never claim 
with any degree of reliability that 
it could come closer to forming 
a majority. Fourthly, many of the 
non-Left individuals associated 
with the Third Front are popular 
in their respective states, but in 
West Bengal they are infamous 
as corrupt power mongers. 
Many people were of the firm 
belief that these opportunists 
would jump ship any day 
towards Congress or BJP, with 
the shift towards BJP being more 
probable. Fifthly, The Third 
Front had persistently declared 
before the polls opened that in 
no case would they support a 
Congress-led centrist 
government. If the need arose it 
would sit in the opposition 
benches. This position scared 
many, who thought it would 
ultimately be a gain for the BJP. 
     The CPI(M) across India has 
started an intensive review of 
the election setback. It has been 
categorically stated that they will 
carry on a thorough soul 
searching to identify the factors 
which have played an active role 
in turning people away from the 
party. But one thing should be 
specifically mentioned here. A 
communist party concretely 
analyses objective situations. 
Witch hunting or libel is not 
permissible in a communist 
organization. Of course 
individual leaders must assume 
greater responsibility but it is 
always collective responsibility. 
     Some more issues deserve 
special mention. While focussing 

on the electoral setback in West 
Bengal we should not 
conveniently forget that in the 
Andhra Pradesh assembly 
elections this time the CPI (M) 
lost eight of the nine seats it 
won earlier, and did badly 
elsewhere. So there was a loss 
of popular support countrywide.  
     We should have a clear cut 
analysis of the party’s stand 
regarding withdrawal of support 
to the UPA government, as this 
may have proved a decisive 
factor in the public’s decision to 
abandon the CPI(M). The 
nuclear treaty issue was 
politically justifiable for a break 
with the UPA government. But 
political justification is not 
everything. It is a very 
complicated treaty and by the 
time party leaders had started 
comprehending and interpreting 
the details, people had already 
made up their minds, thanks to 
the bourgeois media. In West 
Bengal, Tripura and Kerala and 
some other selected pockets of 
the country the campaign against 
it yielded popular response. But 
that could not save the CPI(M) 
from the national condemnation 
engineered by the bourgeois 
media. Moreover, attempts to 
topple the Congress led 
Government made it appear the 
CPI(M) was siding with the BJP, 
which worried a great many 
secularists. 
     It must be understood that a 
Communist Party can adopt any 
principled stand and remain 
uncompromising about it if it is 

not related with electoral 
prospects. If we find that in 
spite of our best of intentions 
the stand has drawn negative 
electoral response then our 
whole objective comes to 
naught. We lose the battle 
and in fact have to retreat a 
long distance. It should be 
also remembered that Lenin 
did distinguish between a 
slogan of campaign, a slogan of 
agitation and a slogan of action. 
These theoretical distinctions 
should be applied in electoral 
tactics and extra-
parliamentary tactics. The aim 
of Communist electoral work 
must be to make the slogans 
of the Party the slogans of the 
masses. 
     Overall, while the spring 
elections must be considered 
a significant setback, they are 
not a total defeat. It is 
important not simply to go on 
a witch hunt and blame the 
local party leaders but 
consider the collective failings. 
Nor should the report by the 
State Party Unit be pre-
empted in coming to a 
conclusion about the setback, 
as such the above comments 
are merely a preliminary 
analysis. The road to 
revolution is not a straight 
one and it is important to 
analyse any pitfalls that are 
encountered along the way, 
so as to better increase the 
understanding of events and 
prepare for the struggle 
ahead.. 

The Third 
Front was not 
built through 
agitation or 
struggle and 
was too 
nascent to 
win the 
support of the 
people  
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An important theme running 
through this work is the need 
for an active and dedicated 
proletariat highlighting that it is 
the duty of all able-bodied people, 
irrespective of sex, to work.  
Bebel accurately identifies that 
socialised society has the right 
to demand that all who wish to 
satisfy their needs, shall, in 
accordance with their physical 
and mental capacities, take part 
in the production of articles 
required for the satisfaction of 
general needs.  That is, we 
must work together in order 
to move forward together.  He 
qualifies this indicating that the 
toil of capitalist labour will not 
be the toil of socialism, in 
particular that, working hours 
must be moderate and that 
work be as pleasant and varied 
as possible while also being as 
productive as possible, 
correctly concluding that 
socialist society does not come 
into being so that men shall live 
in proletarian conditions but to 
abolish the proletarian way of life 
for the vast majority of the 
people. Bebel is emphatic to 
highlight the liberation of the 
both the individual and the 
community in socialism. 
     Bebel also develops 
arguments on how the upkeep 
and maintenance of the state 
apparatus will work under 
socialism. Governments, Bebel 
predicts, will make way for 
administrations, that these will 
be fully elected, ensuring that 
socialist administration will be 
resting on broadest of 
democratic foundations, which 
fundamentally differs from the 
current capitalist state 
structures.  
Bebel 
again 
makes a 
further 
important 
distinction 
that these 
institutions will 
not have 
state 

monopoly over state force, that 
is the army and police. 
     The under pinning of all 
these institutions is that Labour 
organised on the basis of 
complete freedom and democratic 
equality, where it is each for all 
and all for each, where full 
solidarity reigns, will generate a 
desire to create and a spirit of 
emulation not to be found in the 
economic system of today.  Many 
critics of socialism highlight its 
apparent ineffectiveness as an 
economic model due to the 
lack of ‘competition’, Bebel 
takes this argument on, arguing 
that there is competition but 
this within a framework of 
cooperation and collaboration.  
Indicating that there is a 
significant difference between 
capitalist competition between 
workers to get the job, to hold 
on to it and to climb the career 
ladder, and socialist 
competition where the ambition 
to invent and to discover is 
stimulated to the highest degree, 
and each will seek to outdo the 
other in suggestions and ideas.  In 
particular this ethos will be 
applied to working methods in 
order to decrease working 
hours and improve production 
quality. 
     Related to this is the role 
of the individual and the 
change from capitalist 
individualism, in particular 
noting that the gratification of 
egoism and the 
commonwealth are, for the 
most part, antagonistic under 
capitalism, as they may be in 

competition with each 
other, whether it be 
over resources such 
as jobs or houses.  
However in 
socialism these 

antagonisms are removed so 
that the gratification of personal 
egoism and the promotion of the 
commonwealth go harmoniously 
hand in hand and coincide. That 
through the freedom to choose 
an occupation and to change it 
at will the individual becomes 
complete. Socialist society will 
offer full opportunities for the 
satisfaction of variety, that 
through the growth of 
productive forces in 
conjunction with the increasing 
simplification of the labour 
process makes it possible to 
not only reduce working hours 
but to also facilitate the 
acquisition of the most diverse 
skills. 
     At this point I think it is 
necessary to further discuss 
Bebel’s work on the market 
and cost differentiation as a 
mechanism for ranging quality 
products, something, which will 
not exist under socialism.  This 
is an extension and 
interpretation of Marx’s work 
on commodity production. In 
particular focussing on fashion 
as an example of this 
phenomena. Bebel, like later 
Marxists in the Frankfurt 
school, saw that fashion is a 
mechanism for commodity 
accumulation, something that 
changes arbitrarily, and that has 
been traditionally related to 
individual ostentatious vanity, 
and that it primarily exists for 
competition between females.  
Bebel also asserts economic 
reasons for more fashion 
stability, initially for the sake of 
art and craft, and quality over 
quantity.  Again highlighting the 
nature of the fabric production 
industry, and even today their 
extensive use of sweat-shops 
and in condition one could only 

describe as relative squalor. 
Only in socialism, for Bebel, will 
the labour be pleasant with well 
equipped workshops, and the 
utmost precautions against all 
danger, that the setting up of 
large spacious, light, airy and 
adequately equipped and 
decorated workshops is the most 
urgent requirement. With this 
new liberty art, technology and 
science immediately find an 
extensive field of application. 
     Perhaps the most farsighted 
remarks in this volume are the 
promotion of green energy.  
Bebel discusses the theoretical 
possibility of using solar-traps 
to heat water and to provide 
light for the cities of socialism, 
dispensing with our reliance of 
fossil fuels, in particular coal, 
due to the nature of its 
extraction.  Bebel also predicts 
that though our engineers have 
not yet discovered how to utilise 
this enormous supply of power, 
they will, and when coal is 
exhausted and our water power 
inadequate it may be that this is 
the source of the world’s work. 
He even identifies the Sahara as 
an ideal location for solar traps.  
     In this brief article I have 
hoped to give you a quick brief 
on Bebel’s notion of the ideal 
future socialist society, which 
means antagonism of interests 
are removed, and that each 
individual develops their 
abilities in work, their own 
interests, thereby benefiting the 
community.  That work, both 
aesthetically and in action, be 
organised in a democratic and 
rational way. That science, 
culture and art will flourish as 
the working class will not to 
work long hours to feed 
themselves. And that human 
beings can finally be free.  

Society of the futureSociety of the futureSociety of the future   
SocialismSocialismSocialism   
What is socialist society like Steven Martin looks at 
August Bebel’s ‘basic laws of socialist society’. 
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Guy Môquet (1924 — 22 
October 1941) was a member 
of the French Young 
Communist League who 
became a famous martyr of 
the resistance to the Nazi 
occupation in the Second 
World War. He was executed 
by firing squad in retaliation 
for attacks on Germans by the 
French Resistance. 
     Guy was the son of the 
Communist député of the 
Seventeenth Arrondissement 
of Paris, Prosper Môquet. The 
French Communist Party was 
banned in September 1939, 
even before the Nazi’s 
invaded.  Thus, Prosper 
Môquet was arrested, being 
caught on 10 October, 1939 
and later deported to Algeria. 
Henri Prosper, Guy’s uncle, 
was a member of the party’s 
clandestine forces. 
     Guy studied at the Lycée 
Carnot, where he joined the 
YCL. After the occupation of 
Paris by the Germans and the 
installation of the Vichy 
government, he was arrested 
by the French police as he 
distributed leaflets in his own 
neighbourhood denouncing 
the new government and 
demanding the liberation of its 
prisoners. He was arrested on 

13 October 1940, in the 
Métro station, Gare de l'Est, 
by French police who were 
looking for Communist 
activists. The police behaved in 
a friendly way towards him in 
the hopes that he would 
reveal informarion about his 
father’s comrades. 
     Imprisoned in Fresnes 
Prison, then in Clairvaux, he 
was later transferred to the 
camp at Châteaubriant, where 
other Communists were 
detained. On 20 October 
1941, the commanding officer 
of the German occupation 
forces in Loire-Atlantique, 
Karl Hotz, was assassinated by 
three Communist resistance 
activists. Pierre Pucheu, 
Interior Minister of the 
collaborationist Pétain 
government, chose 
Communist prisoners to be 
given as hostages “in order to 
avoid letting 50 good French 
people get shot.” He selected 
18 imprisoned in Nantes, 27 at 
Châteaubriant, and 5 from 
Nantes who were imprisoned 
in Paris. 
     Two days later, the 27 
prisoners at Châteaubriant 
were shot in three groups. 
They all refused blindfolds, and 
died crying out “Vive la 

France” (“Long live France”). 
Guy Môquet, the youngest, 
was executed at 4PM. 
     Before being shot, Guy had 
written to his parents. His 
younger brother, Serge - 12 
years old at the time - was 
traumatised by the death of 
Guy and survived him only by 
a few days. Guy Môquet was 
quickly hailed as a hero of the 
French resistance and of the 
Communist Party, partly 
because of his youth and 
partly because of his now-
famous final letter. 
 
My dearest darling mother, my 
adored little brother, my dear 
dad, I am about to die! I ask you 
all, in particular dear mum, to be 
courageous. I am, and I aim to 
be, as strong as those who have 
passed before me. Admittedly, I 
would like to live. But what I wish 
with all my heart, it is that my 
death will mean something. I 
haven’t been able to kiss Jean 
but I hugged my two brothers 
Roger and Rino.  
     I hope that all my things will 
be sent to you, they may be of 
some use in the future to Serge, 
who I am sure will be proud to 
have them.  
     My dear Dad, if I gave you, 
and dearest Mum, any troubles, I 

hug you one last time. Know that 
I made my way by following your 
example. A last good-bye to all 
my friends and to my brother, 
who I love much. Study hard so 
as to become a good man. 17 
years and half! My life was short! 
I don’t regret anything, except 
leaving you all. I will die with 
Tintin and Michels. 
     Mum, I ask you to promise 
me to be courageous and to 
overcome your sorrow. I cannot 
write any more. Goodbye 
everyone, all of you.  
     Mum, Serge, Dad, I kiss you 
with all my heart, the heart of a 
child. Courage!  
     Your Guy who loves you.” 
 
His own last words, before 
joining in “Vive la France” 
were: "You who remain, be 
worthy of us, the 27 who will 
die!" In 1946, in memory of 
Guy Môquet, a street and a 
Métro station in Paris were 
named after him. Many other 
place names across France 
also bear his name and 
Châteaubriant dedicated a high 
school to him. The famous 
French Communist poet, 
Louis Aragon dedicated to 
him, along with other 
resisters, his poem “La rose et 
le réséda”. 

Hero of the resistanceHero of the resistance  
Bernadette Wang Bernadette Wang Bernadette Wang looks at the impact of inspirational French Young Communist Guy looks at the impact of inspirational French Young Communist Guy looks at the impact of inspirational French Young Communist Guy 
Môquet, who became a hero of the French resistance against the Nazi occupationMôquet, who became a hero of the French resistance against the Nazi occupationMôquet, who became a hero of the French resistance against the Nazi occupation   
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There has certainly been a 
good deal of attempted 
analysis of the European 
elections, most of the 
problems come from an 
attempt to fit this analysis into 
a British model of politics or as 
the BBC have done to create 
an artificial pan-European 
analysis based on European 
Parliamentary groupings. The 
problem with this is that 
nobody outside of the political 
commentator/anorak or the 
EU institutions themselves are 
even aware of these groupings. 
European voters approach the 
EU election as they would any 
other national election and it is 
only in conducting an analysis 
based on the particular 

national conditions that we 
have any hope of coming up 
with a Pan-European analysis. 
 
Greece 
The elections in Greece took 
place under conditions where 
anti-communism is an ever 
present phenomenon in the 
media and in the way in which 
polls were utilised and 
conducted. The KKE came in 
third with a slight increase in 
the vote from the general 
election. However the 
presence of SYRIZA (a 
hodgepodge of different forces 
but dominated by Euro-
Communists who left the KKE 
in the late 80’s) has been 
consistently used by the 

EU Elections Part 2: 

The mainstream press has sought to fit all European voters into a single 
paradigm, already treating Europe as a super state. However, as Ben 
Stevenson shows electoral results were not as simple as the BBC makes out. 

Greece        %        MEPs 
PASOK (Social–democrats)  36.6  8 
New Democracy (Centre-Right) 32.3  8 
KKE (Communists)      8.4  2 
LAOS (Far-Right)       7.2  2 
SYRIZA (‘Left’)      4.7   1 
Greens       3.5  1 

Czech Republic       %        MEPs 
Civic Democracy (Centre-Right) 31.5  9 
Social Democrats   22.4  7 
KSCM (Communists)   14.1  4 
CDU (Centre-Right)     7.6  2 

bourgeois media to undermine 
the KKE’s support. Far from 
being a united left force 
SYRIZA was created with this 
very intention in mind, in fact 
their total exclusion of the 
KKE (the largest political party 
in Greece in terms of 
membership), from the ESF 
held in Athens in 2006 is 
indicative of their sectarianism.  
     Arguably the most 
significant feature of the 
election in Greece was the 
low turnout (52% compared 
to 75% for the general 
election 2 years ago).  PASOK 
bucked the trend of other 
social-democratic parties in 
Europe by outperforming the 
centre-right government party 
New Democracy (although 
this was more to do with 

votes going to the far-right 
Greek Nationalists LAOS 
rather than PASOK doing 
anything). 
     The abstention from the 
elections of 48% of voters 
represented the highest 
number of all time. A 
combination of a protest 
against the policies of the EU 
but also a fatalism and 
disappointment is what 
characterises this abstention. 
Again the elections were 
largely fought on national 
questions rather than on the 
EU with the corruption of the 
Siemens scandal dominating 
the election. The German 
company paid Greek officials a 
total of more than €100 
million to secure government 

What Trend? 
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now gone on to form the Left 
Party which stood as part of the 
Left Front with the PCF) have 
strengthened those within the 
PCF who’ve consistently argues 
for a return to class politics. The 
possibility of a re-unification and 
re-alignment of the French left 
has certainly been strengthened 
by this election and the 
continuing assault by the Sarkozy 
led UPM government on the 
French working class will bring 
this necessity into even sharper 
contrast over the coming period.  
     The National Front which is 
the openly fascist counterpart to 
the BNP, actually in contrast to 
a lot of other countries in 
Europe did relatively badly 
compared with their previous 
performance. But the most 
significant feature of the French 
election was (as with its British 
counterpart) the further collapse 
of the Socialist Party vote. Not 
only did they lose more than half 
their seats, but the 
haemorrhaged 2.1 million votes 
from the 2004 EU election. 
Once again the turnout 
continued to slide with only 40% 
of the electorate voting.  
 
Italy 
Despite another dire 
performance from the Italian 
Communists there is at least 
some reason for optimism. The 
problems within the Italian left 
have been dealt with in much 
greater depth in the Summer 08 
issue of Challenge by Nick Frost 
but needless to say just a 
generation ago the Italian Party 
had the support of more than a 
third of the population and with 

nearly two million members it 
was the biggest Communist 
Party in the capitalist world. 
After being wiped out in the 
parliamentary elections last year, 
having taken the misguided 
decision to contest the election 
as the highly spurious ‘Rainbow 
Coalition’, they have now been 
wiped out in the European 
Parliament. However clearly 
contesting the election with an 
avowedly anti-capitalist identity 
is an advance and the possibility 
of a communist unity project, a 
coalescing of the revolutionary 
forces left from the splintering of 
the PCI, first posited in Nick’s 
article appears to be gathering 
further momentum.  
     Again scandal dominated the 
election with Berlusconi’s 
personal improprietory and 
corruption dominating the 
election. The Democratic Party 
is the successor to the olive tree 
coalition minus the Communist 
and other left forces.  
 
Portugal 
As in Greece, Left Bloc (BE) is 
an even greater hodgepodge of 
‘left’ forces whose sole unifying 
factor is that they don’t like the 
Portuguese CP. Although the 
CDU (the electoral front of the 
PCP which also includes some 
‘Greens’) lost a seat this was 
mainly due to first of all the 
presence of BE and the 
reduction in the number of 
MEP’s elected from Portugal. 
The PCP managed to increase its 
overall vote as well as its 
percentage of the vote. The 
most significant factor of this 
election however was again the 

contracts ahead of the 
2004 general election. 
 
Czech Republic 
Again a turnout of only 
28% in the Czech Republic 
sounds terrible until you 
consider that turnout at 
the senate election last 
year was 39%.  The KSCM 
appear to have done very 
well in this election, unless 
you consider that at the 
last EU election they 
secured 20% of the vote. 
However their 
performance in 2005 could 
be viewed as a slight 
aberration as the Social 
Democrat vote collapsed in 
that election forcing the 
resignation of the prime 
minister. It is actually 
surprising that the KSCM 
managed to do as well as it 
did considering that since 
the banning of its youth 
organisation, the KSM, by 
the Czech ministry of the 
interior in 2008 and the 
avowed intention of both 
Civic Democracy and the 
Social Democrats to do 
likewise to the party, 
because of its terrible 
crime of commitment to 
common ownership of the 
means of production.  
     It is difficult to convey 
the level of anti-
communism that exists in 
the Czech Republic as it 
does in many other 
countries in Eastern 
Europe, with KSM 
members arrested at 
demonstrations for the 
dangerous act of carrying a 
flag, Kill Communists T-
shirts are on sale in high 
street shops and it is 
entirely likely the party will 
be banned (particularly if it 
does well in the 
parliamentary elections this 

October). Bourgeois liberal 
democracy is at times a 
thin veneer ready to be 
scraped by the capitalist 
class if Socialism is a real 
possibility, particularly 
during this period of 
capitalist crisis. 
Communists and the left in 
general across Europe must 
be on their guard, as we 
learned from the 1930’s 
capitalists will turn to 
Fascism in order to 
preserve capitalism. The 
YCL along with other 
Communist Youth 
Organisations across the 
world have consistently 
organised solidarity actions 
to support our Czech 
comrades and it will 
probably not be the last 
time that we will be called 
to do so. 
 
France 
Despite the trumpeting of 
the formation of the New 
Anti-Capitalist Party (yes 
that is what it’s called) by 
some sections of the ultra-
left in Britain the 
performance of the Left 
Front, completely reversing 
what looked to be a 
terminal decline in 
elections over the last 10 
years, is something to be 
welcomed. It is fair to say 
that the French CP (PCF) 
has not been the most 
ideologically consistent 
Communist Party in 
Europe; reality has 
thankfully sufficiently 
intruded to necessitate a 
change in strategy. The 
rising industrial militancy, 
the campaigns against the 
Lisbon treaty (which 
actually provoked a split 
within the Socialist Party—
PS, with the left supporting 
the No vote and having 

France      %         MEPs 
UPM (Centre-Right)  27.9  29 
PS (Social-Democrats)  16.5  14 
EE (Greens)    16.3  14 
MD (Liberals)     8.4    6 
Left Front (Communists)   6.5    5 
FN (Fascists)     6.3    3 

Italy         %          MEPs 
People of Freedom (Centre & Far-Right) 35.3  29 
Democratic (Social-Democrats + others) 26.1  21 
Lega Nord (Far-Right)    10.2    9 
Italy of Values (Liberals)     8.0    7 
Union of the Centre (Centre-Right)     6.5    5 
Anti-Capitalist list (Communists)    3.3    0 

Portugal       %        MEPs 
PSD (Centre-Right)   31.7  8 
PS (Social-Democrats)   26.6  7 
BE (‘Left’)     10.7  3 
CDU (Communists)   10.7  2 
CDS/PP (Centre-Right)     8.4  2 



collapse of the PS vote losing 
nearly half of their votes 
from four years ago. With 
parliamentary elections in 
September this advance by 
the left and the defeat of the 
‘neo-liberalism lite’ of the PS 
there is a significant chance 
(if the BE’s inherent anti-
communism can be curtailed) 
of defeating the right-wing 
neo-liberal policies. The 
massive mobilisations in the 
defence of the right to work, 
against privatisation of public 
services and the victory of 
the abortion campaign in 
2007, highlight this possibility. 
It remains to be seen 
whether or not PS will 
abandon its adherence to the 
neo-liberal agenda or 
whether it will like many 
other ‘social-democratic’ 
parties in Europe stay the 
course until they are dumped 
by the capitalist class.  
 
Quick round-up of the 
rest 
AKEL (Cypriot CP) only 
narrowly missed claiming top 
spot in the Cypriot election 
by the centre-right 
Democratic Rally, although 
they did increase their 
overall percentage by 7% to 
35% of the vote from the 
2004 election. 
     Die Linke (the Left) 
gained an extra seat and 
slightly increased their vote 
in the German election which 
saw the Social-Democrats 
stand still and Angela 
Merkel’s CDU lose 7 seats 
and 6.6%. 
     The Spanish Left retained 
their two seats in the 
European parliament despite 
a slight drop in the vote from 
four years ago, with the main 
loser in the Spanish election 
being the Social Democratic 
PSOE who lost 4 seats and 
dropped 5% of the vote. 
 
Conclusions 
Essentially there are very few 
overall conclusions that you 
can draw even from just this 
smattering of results across 
Europe. In fact it is better 
not to view the EU elections 

as one coherent election but 
rather in essence as 27 national 
elections that happen to be 
taking place at the same time. 
The BBC punditry style of 
attempting to draw conclusions 
based on European 
Parliamentary groupings just 
leads to bewilderment, for every 
country where there was a 
significant advance by the left 
there was another where there 
were significant setbacks, 
government parties did well in 
some countries but did badly in 
others. There were too many 
results that bucked the trend for 
there to be any definite trend to 
speak of. However there are 
one or two general conclusions 
that we can draw about the 
political situation across Europe.  
     At the moment the capitalist 
crisis is not automatically 
bringing about a significant 
advance for the left across 
Europe, the overwhelming 
response appears to be 
disillusionment (the average 
turnout across Europe was a 
mere 43%, a record low). The 
Communist movement has not 
yet recovered sufficiently from 
the defeats of the ‘80’s & ‘90’s to 
reassert Socialism as a viable 
alternative during this period of 
capitalist crisis. Social 

Democratic parties, or ‘Neo-
Liberalism lite’ as it probably 
should be referred to, is quickly 
being dropped as centre-right 
parties are becoming electable. 
Fascists and the far-right in 
general, although suffering some 
setbacks, made significant 
advances (not least of which was 
in Britain).  
     The working-class is clearly 
disillusioned, disorientated and 
generally pissed off with 
capitalism but this has not yet 
translated into a coherent 
struggle for an alternative. 
Perhaps, despite the fact that we 
have included 5 pages of 
coverage of these elections in 
Challenge, the level of 
disillusionment in bourgeois 
liberal democracy (particularly 
given that in a lot of countries 
the backdrop to these elections 
was one of political and financial 
corruption at the heart of 
capitalist parties), our focus on 
elections is one which is out of 
step with the needs of the 
struggle to come. An upsurge in 
industrial militancy, political & 
class struggle across Europe is 
what is required if we are to 
effectively combat the fascists 
and struggle for the alternative 
that is Socialism. 

It is better not to 
view the EU 
elections as 
one coherent 
election but 
rather in 
essence as 27 
national 
elections that 
happen to be 
taking place at 
the same time 
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Morning Star political editor Morning Star political editor Morning Star political editor John Haylett John Haylett John Haylett examines examines examines 
the motivation behind opposition to the People’s the motivation behind opposition to the People’s the motivation behind opposition to the People’s 
CharterCharterCharter   

of the big   
Who’s afraid   
bad charter?   

A spectre is haunting the 
trade union movement. It's 
called the People's Charter for 
Change. The entire charter 
can be found at 
www.thepeoplescharter.com 
(or see Ben Stevenson’s 
article in the Spring 09 issue 
of Challenge) and it reads a 
little like the roll call of 
motions carried at any trade 
union conference, which is 
certainly no coincidence. 
     Those who drew up the 
charter wanted to base the 
call for action not on a 
collection of left policies 
worked out among a small 
group of like-minded 
comrades, which could then 
be presented to the labour 
movement like biblical tablets 
of stone as the one true path 
to salvation, but on decisions 
that have already been taken 
by trade unionists themselves. 
     Trade unionists perusing it 
will recognise concerns voiced 
at their own conferences and 
will appreciate the value of 
bringing them together in a 
single document, presenting a 
coherent, progressive and 
responsible alternative to the 
madcap neoliberal antics of big 
business, the banks and those 
politicians who nailed their 
colours to the worm-eaten 
mast of unregulated 
capitalism. 
     So what could possibly 
stand in the way of the trade 
unions uniting as never before 
to press this alternative 
approach on the Labour 
government, overwhelmingly 
based, as it is, on their own 

democratic decision-making 
structures? 
     Let us look, for example, 
at what took place at the 
Scottish TUC annual 
conference in Perth last 
month. 
     Any unbiased observer 
would have adjudged the 
debate a walkover. Speakers 
from transport union RMT, 
Civil Service union PCS, public 
services union UNISON, 
lecturers' union UCU and 
firefighters' union FBU cited 
chapter and verse of the 
government's failings and the 
need to chart a different 
course. 
     STUC general secretary 
Grahame Smith drew the 
short straw to articulate 
general council opposition, 
making the reasonable point 
that the charter, in its brevity, 
did not recognise that 
Scotland's water was still 
publicly owned. 
     He also said that the 
STUC already had a charter - 
namely the resolutions passed 
each year at conference, 
which provided the basis for 
consistent campaigning. 
     Fair enough, replied RMT 
official Phil McGarry, the 
charter is for policies on an all
-Britain basis, but why reject a 
charter for containing policies 
that unions have already voted 
for? 
     Unite Scottish regional 
secretary John Quigley's 
contribution tackled the issue 
of Unite joint general 
secretary Tony Woodley and 
his GMB counterpart Paul 

Kenny's original support for 
the charter and their 
subsequent decisions to 
withdraw their unions' 
support. 
     He said that general 
secretaries "sometimes make 
mistakes," suggesting that they 
had not known what they 
were signing. 
     "General secretaries are 
asked to sign many things. I'm 
just a regional secretary and I 
sign more things than David 
Beckham," he added. Such a 
suggestion demeans his 
colleagues. I understand that 
both took time to read and 
reflect on the charter and then 
emailed their approval of it. 
Their unions' change of heart 
indicates that further 
discussions then took place 
elsewhere. I am unconvinced 
that Tony Woodley and Paul 
Kenny do not personally 
support the charter's demands. 
     We have no way of 
knowing precisely what excited 
such a change, but there was a 
concerted effort by a couple of 
Unite officials outside the 
conference hall in the days 
before the vote to encourage 
unions to spurn the charter. 
     The arguments heard in the 
lounges and bars but not from 
the rostrum suggested that the 
charter was a self-projection 
vehicle for Labour MP John 
McDonnell, was the basis for a 
new left-wing political party 
and was "too aspirational," in 
the sense that achieving its 
aims was incompatible with 
having a Labour government. 
     Trade unions are, by their 

The Charter is not a 
collection of left 
policies worked out 
among a small 
group of like-
minded comrades, 
which could then be 
presented to the 
labour movement 
like biblical tablets 
of stone as the one 
true path to 
salvation 
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very nature, aspirational. They 
fight to win rights that may be 
unattainable initially but are 
achievable through struggle. 
     And, while McDonnell has 
been prominent in the 
elaboration and popularisation 
of the charter, it is not his 
personal project. Nor would 
he wish it to be. For the 
record, the idea of a People's 
Charter was first mooted in 
the Morning Star last July by 
Communist Party leader 
Robert Griffiths who said that 
"the people of Britain need a 
People's Charter for the 21st 
century." 
     Griffiths added that a "mass 
united campaign by the labour 
and progressive movements is 
vital in order to influence the 
next general election and win a 
clear progressive alternative to 
a right-wing Tory government." 
     And he proposed that such 
a charter should be "based on 
an independent foreign and 
defence policy, an alternative 
economic strategy, a drive for 
social justice, a progressive tax 
system, a new equalities 
framework and an extension of 
democratic rights." 
     Other labour movement 
formations including the 
Labour Representation 
Committee, which McDonnell 
chairs, were of a similar mind 
and a number of trade unions 
and other groups also backed 
the concept and established the 
charter on the basis of 
consensus. The Morning Star 
was positively involved from 
the outset. 
     The intention, then as now, 
was to engage in a battle of 
ideas - to counterpose the 
caring, collective and 
progressive policies of the 
labour movement to the 
bankrupt "greed is good" 
approach coined by Margaret 
Thatcher's Tory governments 
and imported wholesale by 
new Labour. 
     As UNISON Scotland 
convener Mike Kirby put it in 
Perth, the People's Charter 
should be a "campaigning tool" 
for the trade unions. 
     It is noteworthy that 32 
MPs have already signed up to 
the charter. Is it credible that 

the likes of, say, Ian Gibson, 
Ann Cryer, Marsha Singh, Mick 
Clapham, Denis Murphy, Roger 
Godsiff, Bill Etherington and 
Glenda Jackson signed up 
consciously to the precursor of 
a new left party or are so dim 
as to have been conned into 
appearing to do so? Is it likely 
that initial signatory Tony 
Benn, who has indicated his 
intention to die in the Labour 
Party into which he believes he 
was born, would do so? 
     Trade unionists should 
debate with each other in a 
comradely, open and honest 
fashion. It is clear that what lies 
at the heart of this conflict 
over the People's Charter is a 
political disagreement on how 
the movement relates to the 
Labour government. 
     Should the strength of the 
movement, in all its 
manifestations, be used to 
mobilise to put real pressure 
on it to alter its policies of 
privatisation, workfare, 
imperialist wars and neglect of 
manufacturing or should the 
unions restrict themselves to 
diplomacy and blind loyalty to 
those who show none in 
return? 
     Time is of the essence. 
Gordon Brown is not listening 
to the unions. He takes more 
notice of Joanna Lumley. 
     New Labour is intent on 
ploughing ahead with its plans 
even if, as with Post Office 
privatisation, it may need help 
from the Tories to get them 
through the House of 
Commons. 
     The government has set 
aside £1.3 trillion of our money 
to bail out the banking system, 
acting as a foster parent for 
sick banks, fattening them up 
for return to the profiteers 
rather than bringing them into 
real public ownership and 
ensuring that they serve 
society rather than a tiny 
greedy section of it. 
     At the same time, it 
continues to impose "efficiency 
savings" - in other words, jobs 
cuts and pay restraint - on the 
Civil Service, with a further 
£9bn a year by 2013-14 on top 
of £5bn in 2010-11 and 
£26.5bn already achieved. 

     No Labour supporter can 
see recovery for the 
government or the party in the 
government's policies. The 
Prime Minister is a busted 
flush. He lurches from one 
crisis to another over MPs' 
expenses, dirty-tricks blogs or 
the rights of Gurkha 
mercenaries and, as his 
authority erodes, former 
ministers who are equally 
implicated in new Labour's 
crimes against the people are 
given media space to witter on 
about respecting Tony Blair's 
legacy or the need to stay true 
to new Labour, as though 
Brown was somehow planning 
a lurch to the left. 
     The shame is that he isn't, 
but this should surprise none 
of us. There is no political 
difference between Brown and 
Milburn, Clarke, Blunkett or 
the rest of yesterday's 
windbags. 
     There is, however, a 
political choice to be made 
between Brown's steady-as-she
-sinks approach, which 
guarantees a trouncing in next 
month's Euro election and next 
year's general election, and a 
unifying, campaigning 
document that could enthuse 
the mass of alienated previous 
Labour voters by attracting a 
million signatures and serving 
notice on the government that 
an alternative way exists and 
must be tried. 
     The task is to build a tidal 
wave of public opinion that will 
either force Labour to change 
direction and save its electoral 
bacon or lay the basis for a 
united labour movement 
fightback to frustrate the 
Tories and work to deliver a 
government that would put 
principles and people before 
private profit. 
     The dilemma is stark and it 
cannot be wished away by 
misrepresenting the charter 
and expecting Labour's lost 
voters to return magically to 
the fold for old time's sake. 
Sign up to the People's Charter 
for Change today and work 
within your union to win wider 
support. 

Time is of 
the 
essence. 
Gordon 
Brown is 
not 
listening to 
the unions. 
He takes 
more 
notice of 
Joanna 
Lumley. 
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Putting the ‘Party’ back  Putting the ‘Party’ back  
into Communisminto Communism  

Revolution doesn’t have to be all doom and gloom. Charlie May looks to the 
continent to see just how fun Communism can be. 
     Life in a revolutionary 
Marxist-Leninist organisation 
can often seem like a brutal 
treadmill of long meetings in 
smoke filled rooms about the 
finer points of theory. It 
sometimes seems like we put 
an awful lot of work in with 
little to show for it and little 
praise. This can lead to 
comrades becoming tired and 
fed up. Obviously we are 
cheered up by what victories 
we have, but there is 
something else that can lift our 
spirits: fiesta! 
     Yes indeed brothers and 
sisters, communism need not 
be all about theory, philosophy 
and struggle. And no, 
communists are not 100% 
serious 100% of the time; we 
can let our hair down 
sometimes. Some of our 
comrades in other countries 
are far better at this then we 
are in Britain. The CPs of 
Portugal, Greece, Spain and 
France are notable for their 
ability to put on a bloody good 
party (that’s party with a small 
p).  
     The Communist Party of 
Portugal (PCP) and its youth 
section, the JCP, have a festival 
every year in Lisbon called 
Avante! Avante! (Advance!) is 

the name of the Party 
newspaper and is one hell of an 
event. The only comparison 
that can really be made is to 
say that it is like a smaller, 
more revolutionary, sunnier 
Glastonbury only with 
salsa…..Ok, maybe it’s nothing 
like Glasto, but I think you get 
my drift. 
     On entering the festival you 
will be amazed to see such a 
big event brazenly displaying 
the hammer and sickle…it is 
everywhere. There is no 
question that Avante! is like 
nothing British festival goers 
could even conceive of. The 
festival has one main stage for 
the main acts, as well as a JCP 
stage for the ‘younger’ music 
like punk, metal and rap. In 
addition there are areas for 
ethnography, gastronomy, 
science, a book fair, debates, a 
children’s play area and a 
sporting area. There is also a 
theatre where opera, plays and 
dance is performed. All aspects 
of culture are included at the 
festival as the Party believes 
that all people should have 
access to all aspects of culture 
and there should be no notion 
of ‘elite culture’. There are 
debates going on all through 
the festival and climax comes 

at the end of the Sunday with 
the mass rally. This is an 
amazing spectacle where 
30,000 people come to hear a 
speech by the PCP and JCP 
general secretaries. All through 
you will hear the chants of 
‘PCP! PCP! PCP!’ and ‘The 
people, united, will never be 
defeated’.  
     Other CP organised 
festivals start just across the 
Channel in France. La Fete de 
l’Humanite is the PCF 
festival. It is similar to Avante! 
In that it is host to some major 
acts; Deep Purple are playing 
this year! But it also has a wide 
range of cultural events and 
space for political discussion. If 
you want to go further afield 
than you might like to try the 
Odigitis festival organised by 
KNE (Greek YCL), the 
Luxembourg-Liebknicht 
festival in Germany and the 
Mundo Obrero festival in 
Spain. All of these are great 
events with music, food, drink, 
dance, theatre and, lest we 
forget, good revolutionary 
politics. 
     The festivals organised by 
Communist Parties in Europe 
are a fantastic chance to have 
fun, listen to music and have 
intense political debates. OK, 

not everyone who goes is 
interested in the politics; they 
just want a good time. But if 
they go every year then they 
become ‘friends of the festival’, 
and become comfortable with 
being around communists. So 
then when the media begins 
attacking communists they will 
be more likely to sympathise.  
     We in Britain have no such 
comparison. Here, festivals are 
completely apolitical and only 
serve to make a load of money 
for a handful of rich people. 
Most people go to festivals to 
escape from their job and do 
something exciting for once. If 
you suggested that it might be 
good to inject some politics 
into a festival they may well 
imagine that you are proposing 
that some bland New Labour 
fucker turns up and spins a 
load of shit about how wages 
should be cut. No thanks. The 
closest thing we have had to 
the CP organised festivals in 
Europe was the Left Field stage 
at Glastonbury. This has been 
stopped this year. Great. 
Perhaps we should strive to 
turn the Tolpuddle Martyrs 
festival into a mass event – that 
would be a great trick to 
broaden the appeal of 
socialism. 



Mandate for Readers 
Scott Kristoffer Ripley 

 

Kiss the kingdom goodnight 
and usher out this stagnant air 
bid farewell to the phantoms 

and the ghosts of laissez-faire – 
take back the land, the fields, 

and factories, all must be occupied, 
dust off the plum-red banners 

and workers, you must be unified! 
Time is with us and chance, 

she too has thrown us her plight 
and calloused hands, fire-drunken 

we too must answer by a fight 
for the brotherhood of man 

bound in man, free from the state 
and the prisoners of capital 

that beg us come, rise, liberate 
exploited masses from old chains, 
stoking sparks into their flames. 

Poetry Corner Poetry Corner Poetry Corner    
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T. E. Nicholas was born in Llanfyrnach, 
Pembrokeshire in 1878. He was a champion of the 
Welsh language. He was a foundation member of 
the Communist Party in 1920. Before the Second 
World War he was active in support of the 
International Brigades and would 
later erect a memorial to fallen 
Welsh brigadiers in Stalingrad 
hospital. He remained committed 
to socialism to the end of his 
life in 1971. This poem was 
written in 1965 and 
recently translated by 
Communist Party General 
Secretary Rob Griffiths. 

Rwy’n Gweld O Bell 
T. E. Nicholas 

 

"Rwy'n gweld o bell y dydd yn dod" a dynion 
Yn disgwyl, disgwyl yng nghilfachau'r cwm; 
Brigau'r mynyddoedd du yn troi yn wynion 

A'r ofn yn darfod lle bu'r nos yn drwm. 
Syllaf drwy'r dellt ar lif goleuni'r ddaear 

Yn fwrlwm ar orwelion pella'r byd; 
Gobaith yn cyffwrdd a'r calonnau claear 

A fu'n dihoeni yn y pant cyhyd. 
Pethau dros dro yw tlodi a brenhinoedd, 

Tristwch, gorthrymder dyn ar ddyn, a chad; 
Gwelaf o bell fyddinoedd y gwerinoedd 
Yn gyrru'r treiswyr allan o bob gwlad. 
Er bod y niwl ar gymoedd dwfn yn cau, 
Mae pen y bryniau'n dechrau llawenhau. 

I See From Afar 
T. E. Nicholas, Translation: Robert Griffiths 

 

"I see from afar" the day that will dawn 
  While men wait, waiting, in the folds of the cwm;* 

I see black mountain peaks turning to white 
  As fear disappears with the darkness of night. 

The world's streams of light I see through the haze 
  As the earth's farthest edges seethe in the blaze 

And, in the faintest hearts, the hope that will follow 
  For those who have languished in life's bitter hollow. 

But poverty, pain, man's oppression of man - 
  These all are but transient things; 

I see from afar the hosts of the gwerin** 
  Ridding each land of tyrants and kings. 

Though mist drops its shroud on the valley below, 
  The hill-tops above shine forth their red glow. 

 

* cwm = valley   ** gwerin = the common people 

Send us your poems for consideration for the next issue of Challenge to  
Challenge, YCL, Ruskin House, 23 Coombe Rd, London CR0 1BD  challenge@ycl.org.uk 
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Most Challenge readers may 
not be immediately familiar 
with the name of Ken Gill. A 
once famous and dominating 
figure in the TUC of the 
1970s and 1980s, he was less 
well known for his appealing 
habit of doodling those 
around him during moments 
of boredom in the eternal 
meetings around which the 
life of a trade union general 
secretary seems to revolve.  
     Just before the recent 
death of this outstanding 
Communist, his friends 
gathered up some of the 
endless supply of a lifetime of 
idle sketching, which Ken had 
acquired and published them. 
His earliest incarnation as an 
engineering draughtsman 
clearly trained him for his 
unsung talent; now his skill is 
aired for all to see.   
     The book, titled for a joke 
made about what those who 
were Ken’s political enemies 
would have liked to do to 
him, let alone his cartoons, is 
full of these images. Plus, it 
gives a brief sketch for those 
of us for whom the people 
featured are mainly historical 
names – even forgotten 
figures of history.  
     There are sharp suited and 
scruffy leaders of yesteryear. 
Right wingers with machine 
guns in their hands, or 
bayonets driven through rule 
books. The boring and the 
pragmatic. The destructive, 
the inspiring and the nice.  

They’re all here. Ken Gill was 
a close observer of body 
language, judging by the 
imaging of some finger wagers 
and the clench fisters.  
     There are even one or 
two union leaders from 
modern times, 
still with us, 
though the 
size of the 
mobile 
phone 
carried by 
one has 
surely 
diminished 
by now.  
     Yes, and there are Labour 
politicians, many of whom you 
will have heard of! Mostly 
windbags and soft soap 
merchants. These are 
perceptive caricatures about 
which most subjects will not 
want us to dwell. Yes, that is 
John Prescott in the title 
block.   
     He tries his hand at 
Tories, too. With the 
infamous arch-Thatcherite 
Keith Joseph carrying an axe 
and portrayed in the costume 
of his political nick-name – the 
mad monk. Ken Gill wore his 
heart on his sleeve and his 
cartoon of himself does not 
do him justice – he was truly 
a slayer of dragons and 
beasts!  
     You can get this book for 
£12 direct from Artery 
Publications:  
www.arterypublications.co.uk/  

Bethanny Gallacher reviews this collection 
of caricatures by the famous Communist 
trade union leader 

Kim James is a modern 
renaissance man all to himself.  
He served in the 3rd Royal 
Tank Regiment during the 
Second World War. During the 
fifties and sixties he was a 
successful sculptor, then 
became an art psychologist and 
then a cyberneticist and has 
been a Communist for most of 
his life. 
     Whilst working in a French 
hospital he came across the 
graves of some British soldiers, 
one of whom was his uncle. His 
research into the lives and 
deaths of all the soldiers led to 
the eventual discovery of the 
true circumstances of the battle 
in Criquebeuf – the last before 
the fall of France to the 
Germans in 1940. 
     “A Greater Share of Honor” 
is a fictionalised account of a 
true story. It is a moving tribute 
to a noble band of men whose 
story has been hidden for years. 
Long after the last boats left 
Dunkirk, British and French 
troops fought on in France in 
battles that have now been 
almost forgotten.  
     Though ordered to retreat, 
the men decided to stay in the 
village of Criquebeuf, 
Normandy, where they faced a 
superior German infantry. They 
destroy a bridge that would 
have otherwise been useful to 
the enemy but pay with their 
lives. 
     In following their transition 
from boring labouring battalions 
during the 'Phoney War' to 
fighting men in the last 

desperate battle before the 
defeat of France, this fictional 
account breathes life into a long
-forgotten yet heroic incident at 
a time of great turmoil. 
     By chance that the author 
discovered that the dates on 
their graves in the British 
military cemetery in Rouen and 
the Necropolis in Fleury les 
Aubreys are not only wrong in 
all cases bar one, but totally 
impossible. This set him off on a 
trail to find out more. Travelling 
through England, France and 
Senegal, Kim James tracked the 
immediate families of all the 
men including widows, sons and 
a daughter. Only dialogue was 
invented and much of that is 
based on the letters home to 
their families and the memories 
of their families. 
     Through such painstaking 
research, this story movingly 
describes the lives and 
personalities of seven men from 
birth to the outbreak of the 
second world war; three 
British, only partially trained, 
three French and a Senegalese - 
the bravest of all - are 
separated by nationality, race, 
religion and class but become 
united in a struggle to the death 
in the same moment, time and 
space.  
     These were ordinary men, 
yet at the same time 
extraordinary in their 
stubbornness, ability to gain the 
trust and affection of friends, 
families and neighbours, and, 
ultimately, even the respect of 
their enemies.  
Unusually, those who enjoy 
military history will be joined by 
others who will relate to this 
tribute to truly noble and 
hitherto unknown men. It is 
stark reminder of the brutality 
of fascism, perhaps something 
that needs to be more than 
ever recalled.  
     The research which made 
this book is to be the subject of 
a film made by Century Aspect 
Films. How that will turn out 
remains to be seen but the 
book has something for 
everyone, battles, friendship, 
love, bravery and humour. Rich 
in detail, it is evocative in telling 
a story that needs to be told in 
a way that is accessible to 
anyone. 

Freda Poole reviews 
Kim James’ ‘The 
Greater Share of 
Honour 
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When I moved to South 
Wales two years ago, I was 
interested in developing my 
knowledge of the area and its 
industrial history. After all, 
the Rhondda Valley was once 
the largest producer of coal in 
the world, and Cardiff, whose 
wealth and development was 
determined by the extraction 
of ‘black gold’, was the 
location for the writing of the 
world’s first million pound 
cheque. As a result of this 
concentration of working men 
and their families, there grew 
a vibrant trade union 
movement and a fierce loyalty 
to socialist ideas that 
manifested itself in strong 
support for the Labour and 
Communist Parties after their 
establishment in the first part 
of the 20th Century.  
     Two books were 
recommended to me on this 
subject. One of these was a 
book of fact, The Fed, and the 
second, a book of fiction; 
Cwmardy - a socialist novel 
written in the 1930’s by a 
Communist by the name of 
Lewis Jones. I say fiction, but 
in reality a better description 
of this classic would be an 
allegorical story, which uses 
real life events as the basis for 
characters and stories.  
     Jones was not an author 
by trade, but a colliery 
worker, starting out at the 
Cambrian Combine Colliery 
which played a central role in 
the Tonypandy Riots in 1910-
11, where troops where 
deployed against the miners - 
this experience was 

recounted in the book. He 
eventually joined the 
Communist Party in the 
1920’s and worked full time 
for the National Unemployed 
Workers Movement which 
organised numerous hunger 
marches in protests at their 
treatment. Jones died, in his 
early 40’s on the same day as 
he had addressed numerous 
rallies in support of the 
Spanish Republican 
movement. 
     So what is Cwmardy, and 
why do I believe it to be an 
important piece of 
Communist literature? Set in 
a fictional town, although 
based on the ‘Little Moscow’ 
of South Wales, Cwmardy 
(translated to Mardy Valley) is 
about the son of a miner who 
we follow on his early years 
as he develops his class 
consciousness in the harsh 
working conditions of the 
inter war period. At the start 
of the book, Len, son of Big 
Jim, is starting school, but this 
is not where his heart lies 
despite his huge appetite for 
information. After an 
altercation with his 
headmaster where he rejects 
the academic life, he turns to 
the pit – the lifeblood of the 
community – for his future.  
     This utopian ideal borne 
from the respect he has for 
his father, a hard working 
miner, is soon crushed as he 
realises the harsh realities of 
working long shifts under 
ground for little reward, at 
the mercy of the mine 
owners and their enforcers, 

the managers. Tragedy is 
always on the horizon, and 
many of the examples that 
Len encounters were based 
on real such event in the life 
of the author, such as the 
explosion at the mine, in 
which numerous workers 
perished. This event was 
based on the Senghenydd 
Colliery disaster of 1913, 
where 439 miners lost their 
lives, and was the worst 
recorded accident of its sort 
in Britain.  
     As Len establishes himself 
alongside his father at the pit 
face, he starts to develop his 
class consciousness which 
had already been stirred by 
events leading to his starting 
his employment. He starts to 
see himself as a slave and the 
pit as his owner. From the 
friendships that he develops 
with his old school friend, 
Ron, who introduces him to 
socialism, and Ezra, the 
miners’ leader, who he sees 
as a great leader of men, Len 
begins to see the power that 
collective action can bring to 
bare. This is shown by two 
examples down the pit; firstly 
when isolating one of his 
colleagues who refuses to 
sign up to the 
‘Federashon’ (union), and 
then by bargaining with the 
Overman (pit manager) with 
the threat of withdrawing the 
miners labour – which he 
sees as a powerful weapon 
with which to gain better 
conditions for his workmates.  
     But the irreconcilability of 
the classes, as Marx called it, 

The history of mining communities in South Wales presents an important insight 
into questions of class struggle, Matt Brierley explains how Lewis Jones’ 

Cwmardy helped him to understand the area  



the working class have 
nothing to lose from the war 
(inadvertently echoing the 
views of Marx), the bosses 
could lose all their 
possessions, and so are right 
to compensate themselves for 
what they gain to lose’!  
     Though initially in favour 
of the war, Len develops his 
ideas after establishing and 
taking part in a series of 
discussion groups, and 
arranges for a speaker from 
another valley to come and 
speak out against the war. As 
a result, he faces intimidation 
from the bosses and from the 
media who threaten him with 
sedition.  
     Throughout the book, the 
reader is left in no doubt of 
the great pain and suffering 
that these people have to go 
through to get by. And 
despite the partial victory in 
the strike over wages, the 
company bosses always 
maintain the upper hand, and 
their drive for insatiable profit 
is always prevalent in Len’s 
attitude towards them.  
     However, the message 
that is consistently clear is 
that no matter how much 
power and influence the 
bosses hold over the local 
community and its inhabitants, 
it is through unity and action 
that the workers can fight 
back in order to effect 
change. Without the workers, 

there is no money to be 
made, and the bosses realise 
this. Len summarises this in 
his musing, ‘While it is true 
that our bodies belong to the 
pit, so also it is true that this 
makes us masters of the pit. It 
can’t live without us’.  
     Whilst today’s conditions 
for workers in Britain may 
not be as obviously bleak as 
those experienced by Jones’ 
characters, the contradictions 

still remain, and the book 
transcends generations to 
provide an interesting and 
gripping account of how 
workers must struggle for a 
better world. I would 
recommend this book to 
anyone interested in 
progressive fictional literature 
and history as a means by 
which to understand the 
contradictions that exist 
within the capitalist world.  
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is always prevalent. As the 
workers sought better terms 
and conditions, so the bosses 
and those they employ to do 
their bidding, seek to extract 
as much surplus value (profit) 
from them as they can. The 
most powerful means by 
which to affect the capitalists is 
to withdraw labour, and this 
situation is confronted in the 
strike, in which Len plays a 
major part. However, the 
means at the disposal of the 
capitalist include all the arms 
of the state and the mass 
media. As the workers 
attempt to fight for the right 
to a decent wage for a days 
work, the bosses seek to force 
them back into work, so as to 
maintain profit margins, by the 
use of the police, the army and 
the media to undermine their 
situation. This situation was all 
too familiar to the miners who 
would fight – and lose to – the 
Thatcher government in the 
1980’s where scab labour was 
used to undermine their 
struggle as well as the above 
methods.  
     Following the miners 
victory in forcing the bosses to 
concede some of their profits 
to pay for better wages, the 
community of Cwmardy is 
affected by another event, the 
Great War, which lures many 
of the miners, including Big 
Jim, to fight for king and 
country. As the propagandists 
tell of the evil deeds 
perpetrated by the enemy, 
resentment grows towards 
this invisible foe (the German 
soldier) which is used as an 
excuse for raising the price of 
coal, and therefore a rise in 
the cost of living. One 
unenlightened miner 
comments to Len that ‘whilst 

Further Reading 
Hywel Francis & David Smith, The Fed: History of the South Wales Miners in the  
     Twentieth Century 
R Page Arnot,   South Wales Miners 
James Klugmann   History of the Communist Party, Formation & Early Years, 
     1920-25 
Gwyn A. Williams    When was Wales 



trades unions and who already 
possess a basic level of trades 
union consciousness and 
understand on some level the 
contradiction between the 
interests of capital and their 
own interests, those of labour. 
     One of the most damaging 
contributions to this debate has 
been the ultra-left position that 
this trades union consciousness 
is itself a barrier to class 
consciousness, that those 
workers who are already 
organised are less able to 
understand the necessity for 
socialism than those who 
aren't.  This leads to the 
argument that the trades 
unions themselves are 
reactionary bodies which 
socialists should abstain from – 
forming 'pure' organisations of 
those who already accept the 
need for socialism. 
     Of course it is true that, 
while the dominant form of 
consciousness within the 
unions is basic trades unions 
consciousness, the leaderships 
of such unions will tend to be 
composed of reactionaries and 
their policies will, on the whole, 
be far short of those we may 
desire.  This may also be self-
reinforcing.  However, the 
solution cannot lie with 
isolating ourselves from the 
most advanced sections of the 
working class on the grounds 

that they are not 'revolutionary' 
enough.  This can only lead to 
socialist organisations remaining 
isolated at the fringes of 
society.  The solution, of 
course, has to lie with working 
to build class consciousness 
within these 'reactionary' 
trades unions. 
     Furthermore, this cannot 
simply be a case of winning key 
elections, denouncing 
prominent reactionaries and 
passing progressive policies, as 
important as all of these are.  
Our work must consist of 
actually changing the 
consciousness of the mass of 
ordinary workers within the 
unions.  We cannot fall into the 
trap of thinking that the 
majority of members in these 
unions would agree with us if 
we could just defeat a few well-
placed reactionaries.  
Unfortunately, the truth is that 
the majority of members of 
these unions will need a 
significant amount of political 
education – education of the 
type learnt through struggling 
for immediate goals – before 
they will accept the necessity of 
socialism and communism.  
This, then, must be the nature 
of our work within the unions. 
     It is in this context that 
Lenin referred to the Trades 
Unions as a “school of 
Communism”. 

The nature of trades unions 
under both capitalism and 
socialism is a question which 
has occupied many sections of 
the international Marxist 
movement since the beginning 
of the 20th century and before.  
The basics are, of course, 
obvious.  Trades unions are 
formed where workers unite 
to defend their immediate 
interests against those of 
capital.  In fact, the very 
existence of trades unions is 
due to the basic contradiction 
between labour and capital.  
The primary motivation of 
capital is to increase the 
surplus value extracted from 
the workers.  The basic 
motivation of labour is to 
receive the maximum 
proportion of the value they 
create through a day's labour.  
In spite of labour-saving 
devices, capital-saving devices, 
etc., ultimately, one can only 
be increased at the expense of 
the other.  Therefore, there is 
a basic contradiction between 
their objective interests. 
     Capital, by the very nature 
of capitalist society, holds all 
the cards in this game and can 
hire and fire labour at will, 
whilst the working class exists 
precisely because it has no 
other way to earn a living 
except by selling its labour.  
The working class only has 
two weapons on its side, 
powerful though they are: its 
overwhelming numerical 
superiority and the ability to 
withdraw the labour upon 
which capital relies in order to 
create surplus value.  This is 
where trades unions come in.  

They are the mechanism 
whereby workers can organise 
collectively to defend their 
interests using any means up 
to and including withdrawing 
their labour – the strike. 
     Due to the nature of the 
day-to-day struggle between 
labour and capital, the issues 
on which Trades Unions are 
organised tend to be the 
'economistic' concerns of pay, 
terms and conditions, Labour 
rights, Health and Safety 
legislation.  However, the basic 
contradiction between labour 
and capital can, of course, only 
be removed by changing the 
nature of society itself, and the 
mode of production 
specifically, to abolish 
exploitation and the extraction 
of surplus value from the 
workers.  This is of course the 
struggle for socialism.  Trades 
unions, therefore, are formed 
on the basis of fighting for 
worker's immediate aims, 
whereas the struggle for 
socialism is about realising 
their ultimate aim – an end 
to exploitation.  This 
difference lays the basis for 
different forms of working 
class consciousness – basic 
trades union consciousness 
and socialist consciousness or 
true class consciousness. 
     One of the biggest 
questions for socialists and 
Communists has been how to 
build class consciousness 
amongst the mass of the 
working class.  A lot of this, of 
course rests on how we relate 
to the most advanced sections 
of the working class, those 
who are already organised in 
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