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editorial 
Comrades, welcome to the latest issue of Challenge. The more observant 
among you will have noticed that the photo on the left of this page has 
changed and with it your editor. I must therefore pay tribute to the 
magnificent work of Steven Martin as he has successfully stewarded 
Challenge to not only a regular but also a vibrant and interesting 
magazine. And as I congratulate Steven for his stunning work in building 
Challenge and the YCL, I would also like to congratulate all Challenge 
readers on their exam results. 
  
Challenge has also become a lively forum for debate, as Elaine Morgan contributes 
her own observances on the subject of alienation (pp. 26-27), while your new editor 
weighs in on the subject of religion and Marxism (p. 25). We don’t pretend to 
present the final word on these matters so feel free to send in your own 
contributions, either by article or letter (address at the bottom of the page). 
 
According to the capitalist press the recession may well be over, but we cannot be 
duped into thinking that a rallying share index or rosy growth projections will 
actually help young people in the coming months. YCL General Secretary Joanne 
Stevenson asks our unions to begin taking young workers seriously and campaign 
not simply on behalf of existing members but to win new ones. Through struggle for 
decent jobs and linking a plethora of campaigning organisations in order to 
strengthen our resolve for the future (pp. 7-8). Sophie Hussain reminds us that , a 
great many of young people have been largely abandoned by society and forced to 
encounter the youth justice system and hardships that result from this (pp. 17-18). 
 
As we remember present struggles it pays to learn from the past, George 
Waterhouse examines what we can learn from the life of one of the pioneers of the 
Labour Party, particularly as the debate rages about how we react to the Labour 
Party, as the future of the New Labour project looks increasingly fragile (pp. 14-16). 
Further, debate rages over the appropriate answer to the rise of the far right and 
fascism in our own country Maya Llamazares reminds us quite what fascism meant 
for Spaniards under Franco’s regime (pp. 10-11). 
 
And as if this wasn’t enough in an age when the very concept of class is still under 
consistent attack Matt Durey examines what the economic crisis means for the 
future of class politics while we witness the crumbling edifice of credible neo-
liberalism (pp. 12-13). If all this politics and theory seems a tad dry then there’s 
always Sue Andrew’s insightful explanation of the Black Country, including a handy 
Phrasebook should you ever be caught in the Midlands without an interpreter (p. 21) 
as well as you regular doses of reviews, culture, cartoons, news and opinions from 
Britain’s Young Communists . 
  
You are of course, as ever, invited to send in your own articles for publication for 
Challenge, so if you wish to explore a particular aspect of history; explain a confusing 
part of Marxist theory; review books, music, films or television; write about 
problems in education or any other international or national political issue then get 
in touch at challenge@ycl.org.uk or write to Challenge, YCL, Ruskin House, 23 
Coombe Road, Croydon, CR0 1BD, where all contributions will be gratefully 
received. 
  
Yours in Comradeship, 
James Rodie 
 

James 
Rodie 
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Thanks to all our contributors to this issue, special thanks to Steven Martin, George 
Waterhouse, Ben Stevenson, Gawain Little, Graham Stevenson and all those who fight for a 
better tomorrow. 
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NEWS  

in the news 

 report 
commissioned by 
the Prison Reform 

Trust revealed that British 
government policy towards 
youth justice was the worst 
in Europe. 
  England and Wales have 
one of the highest number of 
children and young people 
held in custody in the 
western world and despite 
government claims of a 
consistent drop in crime 
rates, the number of children 
banged up more than tripled 
between 1991 and 2006, the 
report demonstrated. 
  The trust called for the 
government to learn lessons 
from governments overseas 
who have substituted costly 
and socially destructive levels 
of young people in custody 
with a complete rethink of 
government policy towards 
youth crime. 

  Responding to the 
publication of the report 
YCL general secretary, 
Joanne Stevenson argued 
that ‘unfortunately this 
report does not come as a 
surprise. The future of 
hundreds of thousands of 
working class youth has been 
put jeopardy thanks to 
decades of neo-liberal policy.’ 
‘The lack of decent, secure 
employment, the poverty and 
inequality inherant in de-
industrialised cities and the 
lack of any cultural, social or 
political outlets for young 
people has lead us to this 
situation’ she exclaimed. 
‘This will remain unchanged 
until we get a government 
which addresses the 
economic causes of youth 
crime rather than joining in 
with the tabloid 
demonization of young 
people’ she concluded. 

A 

Young people Young people Young people ---      
bang ‘em all upbang ‘em all upbang ‘em all up   

CSC uses 4th plinth to CSC uses 4th plinth to 
raise plight of Miami 5raise plight of Miami 5  

uba Solidarity 
Campaign 
members & 

supporters 
commemorated the 11th 
anniversary of the unjust 
imprisonment by the US of 
5 Cuban citizens falsely 
accused of espionage, by 
spending an hour on 
Anthony Gormley’s ‘living 
statue’, the fourth plinth in 
Trafalgar Square. 
  More than 200 passers-
by listened and danced to 
the live Cuban band 
playing below while CSC 
supporters waved Cuban 
flags and handed out 

leaflets. 
  Many members of the 
public had never heard of 
the case before and were 
moved to sign the petition 
for their freedom and take 
away information. 
  "I think this is so exciting 
to be here this evening, 
we've got art, the whole 
cultural experience mixed 
with politics and 
everybody in the square is 
having a really great time", 
commented Adrian Weir 
from the South East TUC 
Region’s international 
committee. 

C 
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he Executive 
Committee of the 
Young Communist 

League unanimously 
welcomed the recent 
decision of the Czech 
Supreme Administrative 
Court at its September 

meeting.  The court 
overturned the decision of 
the Prague Municipal Court 
in 2008 which rejected the 
KSM's protest against the 
illegalisation of the Czech 
Communist Youth 
organisation carried out by 

T 

First victory for KSM in battle 
against Czech state persecution 

the ministry of the interior. 
This is an important victory 
in the struggle of the KSM to 
overturn its illegalisation, on 
the grounds that it 
supported public ownership, 
but it is unfortunately only 
the first step. 
  The EC acknowledged that 
this important achievement 
has been down to the fact 
that the KSM have continued 
to operate successful 
campaigns amongst the youth 
of the Czech Republic 
despite the ban and have 
worked tirelessly with their 
allies in the national 
parliaments, the European 
parliament, university 
professors and former anti-
fascist partisans against this 
decision. The YCL joined the 
KSM in recognising that the 
mobilisation of thousands of 
people from progressive  
youth, student and labour 
movement organisations in 
Britain and the rest of 
Europe in solidarity with the 
KSM, against the Czech 
governments persecution of 
a legitimate democratic 
youth organisation has made 
a significant contribution to 

this decision. 
  However, YCL General 
Secretary, Joanne Stevenson, 
has warned against further 
attacks on democracy in the 
former socialist country. 
‘The judgment by the 
Supreme Administrative 
Court of the Czech Republic 
on the banning of the KSM is 
a very positive step in the 
struggle for its recognition, 
and against anticommunist 
and antidemocratic 
developments in the Czech 
Republic’. 
  ‘The YCL believe that this 
is a fantastic victory againsta 
deeply politically motivated 
attack on democracy, but 
that the forces of capitalism 
will always strive to 
undermine the Communist 
movement, wherever it may 
exist. We call on all 
members of the Labour 
movement to join with us in 
continuing to express our 
solidarity with the KSM, to 
call for its full legalisation and 
to continue to oppose anti-
communist & anti-
democratic measures across 
Europe.’ 

Want to write for 

Challenge? 
 

Contact or send 
contributions to: 

 

Challenge, YCL 
Ruskin House,  

23 Coombe Rd,  
 Croydon, London CR0 1BD 

 

challenge@ycl.org.uk 

New YCL button badges! 
75p each, £1.25 for 2, £2 for 4, £3.50 for 8* 

 

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

 

Order online at www.ycl.org.uk 
 

*all prices incl. p&p 
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NEWS  

ince the last issue of 
Challenge, the YCL EC 
has held a further two 
meetings, the first of 

which was held in Scotland as 
part of the tour held in 
conjunction with the Party.  
Amongst the issues under 
discussion were the upcoming 
start of the new University 
term, the Communist 
University to be held on the 
first weekend in November & 
a report from the recent 

Summer Camp held in the 
Peak District.  
Communist Student groups 
will be present throughout 
Britain in this years freshers 
fairs in an attempt to reignite 
our presence at Higher 
Education Institutions. Also, 
this years Communist 
University will include a 
number of YCL speakers at 
the major sessions, which will 
include those on the Miners 
Strike, precarious working and 

anti racism.  
The Summer Camp, held over 
a week in August was 
considered a success, although 
many lessons were considered 
to have been learnt. Next 
years event is likely to be 
earlier in the summer, with 
discount for attendees who 

book in advance.  
For more information on any 
of the issues covered, or to 
keep up to date with activities, 
please contact Joanne 
Stevenson at 
gensec@ycl.co.uk, or see our 
website at www.ycl.org.uk 

S 
News from the YCL Executive Committee 

n the last issue of Challenge 
we reported that fresh 
elections would need to be 
held in the Eastern 

European Republic of Moldova 
thanks to the spoiling tactics of 
the opposition.  
   Despite the Party of 
Communists of the Republic of 
Moldova winning 60 seats out 
of 101 in the general election in 
April this year, all four 
opposition parties opposed the 
appointment of the party’s 
general secretary Vladimir 
Voronin 5th, meaning the 
PRCM fell one short of the 
sixty per cent threshold 
required by the constitution, 
necessitating the re-run of the 

general election. 
     Despite widespread 
pressure and ridiculous poll 
predictions (one poll put the 
PRCM at below 29%) the 
communists remained the 
largest party in the parliament 
winning 45% (down by 4% from 
the result in April) of the 
popular vote and 48 seats in the 
parliament. The centre-right 
Liberal-Democratic party came 
second 17% of the vote and 18 
seats. 
  However the four opposition 
parties have formed a centre-
right coalition government 
which will push for EU 
accession and entry into 
NATO.  

  The Communists boycotted 
the opening session of 
parliament where the Liberal 
Party leader Mihai Ghimpu was 
elected speaker. The high court 
has subsequently upheld the 
election despite protests from 
the PRCM that it was 
unconstitutional. 
  However as the coalition 

would require 8 of the 
communist MPs to rebel against 
the party in order to get their 
candidate installed as President 
(at some point before 
November 11th), we can 
probably expect further twists 
and turns in this continuing 
political saga in the former-
soviet republic. 

I 

enezuela has agreed 
to export 20,000 
barrels of petrol a day 

to Iran, undermining the US & 
Britain’s leverage over Tehran's 
uranium enrichment 

programme. 
  Iranian President Mahmoud 
Ahmadinejad and his 
Venezuelan counterpart Hugo 
Chavez reportedly signed the 
agreement late on Sunday 6 
September during Mr Chavez's 
visit to Iran. 
  Venezuelan State TV quoted 
Mr Chavez as saying: "On the 
basis of a strategic decision, it 
was agreed to export 20,000 
barrels a day of petrol from 
Venezuela to Iran." 
  He added that Venezuela 
would import machinery and 
technology from Iran in return 
for the fuel shipments, which 
will begin in October. 

  Venezuela and Iran also 
agreed to each invest £465 
million in the other's energy 
sectors. 
  Venezuelan state oil company 
Petroleos de Venezuela SA will 
invest £465m in the 
development of Iran's giant 
South Pars natural gas field in 
the Gulf, while Iran pledged to 
invest the same amount in the 
development of Venezuela's 
Dobokubi and Ayacucho oil 
fields. 
  It was also agreed that both 
sides would inject £60m into a 
joint Iran-Venezuela bank 
within the next 30 days. V 

Venezuela & Iran 
agree Oil deal 

CORRECTION: In the last issue of Challenge the article Countering the 
fascist threat was wrongly ascribed to Marc Livingston, this should have 
been Marc Livingstone, The Challenge team sends its sincerest apologies 
to Cde. Livingstone for this error. 

Moldovans vote 
Communist - again! 
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COVER  S TORY  

The labour movement neglects 
the concerns of young people 
and then wonders why it has so 
few of them. Given that some 
40% of the unemployed are 
young people it goes without 
saying that mass joblessness is a 
big problem.  
     But it is also the case that 
most youth jobs are in the so-
called peripheral categories; 
most young people have their 
own technical term for it – crap 
jobs. But to be nice, the YCL 
calls them McJobs.  
     For most such jobs, the pay 
is marginally above the dole to 
justify working also with a 
range of US-style Workfare 
measures designed to force 
young people to give free 
labour to businesses. The 
reality for most young people is 
that it is the option of the dole 

or the step away from bonded-
labour that McJobs feel like.    
     We need to be clear that 
joblessness today goes hand in 
hand with temporary, part-
time, casual and so-called 
flexible work. This is the 
`choice’ for the vast majority of 
young people but it is also the 
lot of most women, migrants, 
and ethnic minorities of all ages. 
Typically, McJobs are non-
unionised; typically, such work 
does not provide decent pay 
for overtime and holiday 
working. Sickness, holiday and 
disciplinary rights are sub-
standard, and the stability or 
relative guarantee of the job 
continuing is very unstable..  
     This de-regulated source of 
labour has been the aim of neo-
liberalism ever since its 
offensive against the organised 

YCL General Secretary Joanne Stevenson urges the labour movement to 
begin to take the conditions facing young workers seriously  

No more McJobs 
Decent Work For All 

working class began a 
generation ago. Now, 
increasingly, precarious work 
is expanding to those of the 
population that are white, 
indigenous, male, and over 
the age of 30.  
     The current economic 
crisis is enabling business to 
target this core labour, as it is 
known. In many ways, this has 
been the spark for the recent 
rising tide of strike activity, 
notably in the private sector.  
It is of relief to Young 
Communists that, at last, the 
mainstream of the organised 
workforce is slowly beginning 
to grasp what it like to work 
yet live on the edge. 
     What is to be done? The 
need is for young people and 
trade unionists – regrettably 
they are not always the same 

This de-
regulated 
source of 
labour has 
been the aim of 
neo-liberalism 
ever since its 
offensive 
against the 
organised 
working class 
began a 
generation ago 
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thing – to come together. 
First, unions need to start 
reconnecting with 
communities. The mining and 
mill towns are long gone. 
Steel city and car city is no 
more. But Star City is alive 
and well as well as Bluewater, 
Meadowhall, and Westfield!  
     Unions have to grasp the 
nettle and accept that entire 
sectors of the economy need 
to be targeted for 
unionisation. Unions are 
strong in airports but are 
they as strong as they need to 
be in the massive retail world 
that’s surrounds them? No. 
Unions are strong in 
container ports but are they 
rooted in the warehousing 
world that surrounds them? 
No! 
     But they will not reverse 
this situation by a process of 
simply leafleting; or even by 
applying the obvious 
techniques imported from the 
USA that union organising 
departments have learnt to 
love, namely mapping and 
planning. These notions were 
once second nature to British 
trades unionists, who seem 
bereft of ideas now that the 
massive fortresses of labour 
that were the engineering and 
car plants, steel mills and 
mines have disappeared.  
     We must make sure we 
do not endlessly repeat past 
mistakes. Looking back on the 
response of unions during the 
Depression of the 1930s, an 
observer only a few years 
later noted that unions then 
believed that it was virtually 
impossible to organise youth 
and women in what has 
become the new industries of 
the time. Official opinion was 
that the lack of a tradition 
"comparable with that 
prevalent in the mining, 
railway and cotton industries, 
is a serious obstacle … Time 
alone will not overcome 
this" [John Parker "Trade Union 
Difficulties in New Areas" in 
GDH Cole "British Trade 
Unionism Today" Methuen 
(1945) p241-2]   
     Needless to say, unions 
were simply wrong. In the age 
of our grand-parents and, 

more likely, great-
grandparents, a new beginning 
for youth and women’s trades 
unionism came out of a phase 
of intense rank-and-file 
agitation that often began 
without union involvement.  
     Yet unions back then 
almost missed out, since their 
first impulse was patronising. 
For example, a fixation on 
glamorous leaflets meant that 
union leaders even thought 
that connecting with beauty 
and fashion was the way to 
connect to the mass of 
women!  
     Wrong! Outdoing 
Beyoncé is not the route to 
the hearts and minds of young 
people. We are an angry 
generation; we reject the 
ethics of our parental 
generation - Thatcher’s 
Children. `Get on’, heads 
down, work all-hours and 
damn everybody else; `look 
after number one’. Yes, we 
want the good things in life. 
But we want quality of life, 
too! And not to trample on 
others in the bread queue. 
     The problem for unions is 
that work is now fragmented. 
No little kid dreams of 
becoming a train driver any 
more. That’s long gone. 
Young people want respect 
before they will give it to 
others. Unions have to find 
ways to connect.  Get out to 
schools and colleges and talk 
to kids. No, you won’t get an 
immediate benefit but it might 
help the unions stop and 
think about their own ideas as 
well as getting kids to know 
what a union is. Stop saying 
that peripheral workers can’t 
be unionised and stand up for 
them. Stop saying that JJB and 
New Look are impossible to 
organise.  
     This time around, we can’t 
afford to wait until young 
workers self-organise. The 
labour movement needs to 
help out now. 
     Unions have been hiding 
for 20-odd years. No matter 
how scary or terrifying it is, 
unions must start connecting 
now. It’s the only way they 
will recruit. It’s the only way 
to stop the decline in 

membership. Managing decline 
is no way forward. Unions have 
to stop bullshitting and accept 
that they will all be in terminal 
decline unless they begin 
recruiting young people on a 
mass scale.  
     Only if young people think 
that a union can be their union 
will they join, trade union 
leaders need to get out of their 
smart suits and get out into the 
real world. No union can be 
successful in the long run until 
it gets out there.  Young people 
want nothing of the high and 
mighty.  
     We need unions and union 
leaders who look and think like 
us. We need edgy and straight-
talking people who will shout 
form the roof-tops that it ain’t 
good enough! The first step to 
making such a massive shift in 
outlook would be to show that 
unions care about 
unemployment and crap work.  
     In the regions and nations, 
unions need to establish open 
and very broad-based Co-

ordinating Committees to link 
union districts, trades councils, 
community bodies, social and 
religious organisations, youth 
workers, and others, to 
campaign for Decent Work for 
All, young & old, white & black, 
male & female, straight & gay 
we all deserve the right to 
work for a living wage. 
     Such a campaign could also 
link with the Peoples’ Charter. 
The YCL’s recent first-ever 
Red Summer camp sketched 
out ideas for an associated 
Youth Charter. Linked to this, 
the YCL proposes that the left 
and labour movement launch a 
March for Decent Jobs; a 
stream of converging marches 
across the country, recruiting 
mainly young people, but 
encouraging all linking to events 
in a score of more of towns 
and cities.  
 
If you want to help, contact: 
gensec@ycl.org,uk 

COVER  S TORY  
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POETR Y  C O RNE R  

Poetry Corner Poetry Corner Poetry Corner    

What passing-bells for those who died, 
For those who died ‘neath foreign sky, 
Who fell to Franco’s fascist rise? 
 
“I think I killed, 
They say it’s true, 
A Fascist, Margot, perhaps a fluke” 
 
With all The Greats he spent those nights. 
Caught under fire,  
Tomes for sandbags. 
Philosophy fighting bullets, 
Young men stopping bullets. 
 
In Lopera’s fields, 
Just twenty-one, 
Fell John Cornford 
Darwinian son. 
 
“Now in shallow grave 
Bad luck has laid me. 
And all the good, 
In all the world, 
Still do not remember me” 

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 

John Cornford 
By Tim Gulliver 

John Cornford was an English Communist who died in the 
Spanish Civil War fighting for the International Brigades. While 
reading history at Trinity College, Cambridge he joined the 
Communist Party, becoming active in its London work by 1933.  
 
He recruited for the International Brigades in Cambridge, as 
well as fighting himself, seeing action in Aragon in August 1936. 
He returned in December where he was killed at Lopera, near 
Madrid.  
 
As he died when he was just 21 years old, his poetic work is 
relatively small, though a compendium of his work is available. 

Therefore let us, all things daring, 
Never from our task recede, 
Never sink in sullen silence, 
Paralysed in will and deed. 
 
Let us not in base subjection 
Brood away our fearful life, 
When with deed and aspiration 
We might enter in the strife 

Untitled poem 
by Karl Marx (aged 16) 
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FASCISM 

With the worrying rise of the fascists & far right in Britain Maya Llamazares looks 
back at the latter years of Spain’s time under the fascist Franco regime. 

During Those Days 
During this lifetime I’ve 
noticed how times in history 
have changed us. The 
difference is seen in the 60’s, 
80’s and even in the 90’s. 
You can see how societies 
have evolved. Yet this has 
depended in what country 
you were, there were 
societies that broke the ice 
and moved forward, to 
societies that they forgot 
what they had and moved 
backwards.  
     That great example is 
seen in Spain and its famously 
known Franquist years. 

Were you go back to the 
early 70’s were people lived 
under the dictatorship of the 
so called ‘El General Franco’ 
and you can compare that to 
what Spain has accomplished 
now. This was very different 
for Britain during those years 
as Britain had the freedom 
Spain didn’t have at that time, 
yet now a fascist party is 
constantly gaining popularity 
within Britain.  
     During the Franquist 
years, the Spanish people 
lived under fear, yet they 
were made to believe that 

Spain under Franco’s power 
was a great society that no 
other country in Europe 
could have. But the life of 
every person in Spain was 
always under threat, for 
instance, no one could speak 
against the government, 
because if you did it would 
cost you at least 20 years in 
jail, prisons were known to 
be full mainly of people who 
committed the crime of 
fighting for freedom.  
     Within the families the 
elderly member of the family 
or the parents restricted any 

conversation in the house to 
do with politics as they 
feared that they would get 
reported by someone who 
overheard them “questioning 
the authorities”. That’s why 
during those times having a 
communist in the family was 
like having a virus. People 
who found out of someone 
who was a Red, kept a lot of 
distance from that certain 
person as they feared to 
break the law. 
     But then again young 
people were prepared to 
rebel against this oppression, 
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especially young people 
whose parents worked 
next to Franco itself. This 
was a great issue for 
parents who had a great 
passion for fascism, to 
have a “Red son or 
daughter”. But this 
problem was greater in 
working class families, 
whose great grandparents 
fought in the civil war in 
the Republican Brigade and 
knew how tragic that 
period was. For this 
reason many took a lot of 
care that their 
grandchildren or children 
didn’t get to know the side 
of fighting against the 
fascist, because they didn’t 
want history to repeat 
itself.  
     Rebellion began in 
universities, where mainly 
the students were from 
rich families who worked 
in the government for 
Franco. There was a 
minority of students 
whose parents were 
proletariats and were 
lucky enough to get into 
university.  
During the late 60’s 
universities began to be a 
great problem for Franco, 
who feared that young 
people would begin 
something to overthrow 
his government. It got to 
the point where 
authorities began invading 
universities and detaining 
people for no reason and 
there were some cases 
where some students 
were thrown out of 
windows by officers. Many 
of these students who got 
detained usually got 
sentences between 10 
years to 15 years and 
those who came from 
families who worked for 
Franco were lucky enough 
to get out of jail quickly as 
they prioritise anyone who 
had a link with Franco.  

     Meanwhile the ETA 
began to fight this 
oppression; their main 
priority was to remove 
the fascist government. 
This caused many deaths 
within families who had 
siblings working as officers, 
as many of the officers 
were just working for a 
living and nothing else.  
     The society in Spain 
was highly religious and 
anyone who was an atheist 
was called a Red or 
arsonist that burned 
churches. The role of men 
was to make all the 
decisions within the family, 
the one who brought the 
bread into the table and 
the only one who could 
start a business, while 
women couldn’t as they 
needed to ask their 
husbands permission. The 
woman’s role was being in 
the kitchen, raising their 
children and to have more 
children for the nation of 
Spain. Women who 
committed adultery were 
sentenced to at least 10 
years in prison, while men 
could sleep around with 
any women and wives who 
knew about this would 
have to live with it as 
during that time divorce 
didn’t existed in Spain. 
During that time feminism 
didn’t existed in the 
dictionaries, women were 
trained to be women of 
the house but nothing else 
and they were made to 
believe that the woman 
was lower than the man. 
     This was soon to 
change when Franco died 
in November 1975. As 
soon as 1976 began 
women were the first to 
stand up and speak for 
once, they began to make 
a series of protests to 
abolish the law of adultery 
in women, left wing people 
began to come out of their 

hiding places and many left wing parties 
began to grow. Prisoners who had to 
get out of the country while Franco was 
in power were able to come back.  The 
first elections took part for the first 
time in Spain, many people began to 
demand the legalisation of the 
Communist Party taking part in 
elections and many politicians knew that 
was going to happen as they Spain 
wanted to show the world that Spain 
was a modernised and democratic 
country. As time went on the PSOE 
(Spanish Socialist Workers’ Party) was 
the first socialist party to achieve 
victory.  
     Meanwhile during that time in Britain 
people had a lot freedom the Spanish 
didn’t have and many of those Spanish 
people went to Britain to taste the 
freedom British people had. They 
admired the fashion, music and the 
people who were free to criticise the 
government.  
     As we look back at this we can see 
that the present situation in Britain has 
hit the lowest of the lowest point, as 
the rise in support of the far right in 
Britain highlights this. This shows how 
Britain has move backwards instead of 
forwards, while the left is all over the 
place a fascist party is gaining a lot of 
popularity in many places in Britain. 
That’s why the youth of today can make 
a change. The YCL needs to move 
forward by accepting people’s different 
opinions in communist ideologies, so 
that we can unite together and beat 
those fascist pigs.  

Under 
Franco, 
prisons 
were full of 
people 
who 
committed 
the crime 
of fighting 
for freedom 

FASCISM 
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We are reaching the end of a 
political era. For several 
decades we've had 
commentators, both academic 
and journalistic, discussing the 
'end of history' in politics. 
According to some such 
writers, the old battle lines 
between right and left have 
been subsumed under so many 
compromises, acceptances, 
and, in many cases, wilful 
abuse, that it's almost 
meaningless to talk about 
contemporary politics as if it is 
a fundamentally contested 
affair in the same way that it 
was a century ago (which, it 
ought to be mentioned, never 
contained such clear-cut 
divisions as many seemingly 
think). The idea that now it is 
the 'new social movements' - 
things like environmentalism, 
gay rights, religious 
fundamentalism, etc. - which 
define the difference in the 
political landscape, and 
that the differences 
around which 
'traditional' politics was 
supposedly centred 
(extent of state control 
and market 
distribution, resource 
allocation by 
equality or 
merit [and 
how they are 
defined, of 

course], individual liberty or 
collective responsibility, etc.) 
are of little or no consequence 
anymore, is now being shown 
for the fallacy that it clearly is: 
‘new social movements’ may 
well represent an important 
element of late-modern 
politics, but they have not – 
can not – replace class interests 
as crucial (indeed defining) 
aspects of the social world. 
The current economic crisis, 
although an inevitable feature 
of capitalism, represents, 
specifically, the failure of the 
neoliberal economics which 
have flourished in the time the 
‘end of history’ has been so 
enthusiastically advocated. 
     The ‘end of history’ 
thinking essentially emanates 
from what was often referred 
to as the 'death of 
class' (although it 

encompassed so much 
more). This insidious 
sound-bite, which 
evokes slightly 
Nietzschean notions 
of the end of 
normative 
judgements made 

on the basis of a single 
transcending point of 
reference, has had significant 
implications for the practice of 
party-politics. The argument 
asserts that because of the 
supposedly fragmented nature 
of contemporary social life, 
and people's increasingly 
disparate and complex 
interests and relationships, it is 
no longer valid to identify 
people on the basis of socio-
economic class-groupings, or, 
if they are so categorized, that 
this taxonomic practice no 
longer provides concrete (or 
even papier-mâché) indicators 
of life-trajectories. 
Although it would be highly 
misleading to suggest that 
what Fukuyama describes as 
the ‘End of History’ is simply 
reducible to the notion of the 
death of class, it would be 
equally remiss not to stress 
the importance of the 
relationship between the two. 
     What had, in the period up 
to the mid-1970s, been 
relatively clear dividing lines 
between the interests of right- 
and left-wing political parties 
and their supporters, suddenly 

became remarkably blurry. 
The abandonment 

of the 

post-war welfare consensus in 
the 1970s had spawned 
something of a resurgence in 
the kind of classical-liberal 
principles which had been 
largely buried throughout 
much of the 20th Century. In 
addition, although 
commitment to 'The Welfare 
State' as the objective of much 
domestic policy had largely 
ceased to feature in party 
programmes, none of the 
parties could (even if they 
wanted) openly declare a 
desire to dissolve systems of 
welfare provision which were 
already in place, such as the 
benefits system and the NHS, 
for fear of electoral suicide 
(although this didn't prevent 
them from pursuing these 
objectives covertly in the form 
of pseudo-markets and 
increasingly managerialist 
tendencies in public services). 
This resurgence of classical-
liberal values combined with 
political impotence 
over the major 
social-democratic 
institutions in the 
country resulted in 
the political parties 
becoming 

Since the 1950s liberal theorists have forecast the end of ideology and class 
politics. Matt Durey rebuffs the claim that history is dead and restates the case 
for class politics. 

Is Class dead? 
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increasingly indistinguishable in 
terms of the great canons of 20th 
Century politics; with all three 
major parties in Britain agreeing, 
either explicitly or tacitly, with the 
fundamental and un-challenged 
existence of capitalism, economic 
liberalism, representative 
democracy, social pluralism, and 
labour force-sustaining welfare 
provision – what Fukuyama, quite 
reasonably, terms ‘liberal 
democracy’. 
     That the claims of those who 
have spoken of the ‘death of class’ 
are evidently false is quite obvious; 
however, this does not mean that 
the implications of these claims on 
party politics have not been 
significant. The confusion here is 
essentially brought about by the 
same kind of methodological 
individualism which the 
convergence of (party-)political 
thinking has ultimately promoted. 
Specifically, the idea that because 
political structures and practices 
are themselves the product of pre
-existing social actors, then, 
consequently, changes in these 
political attitudes, practices, 
institutions, etc. must be the result 
of changes in the social reality in 
which those social actors exist and 
from which their attitudes are 
formed. Party-politics no longer 
divides along traditional class lines 
(although, on the whole, 
Conservative and Labour do still 
attract support primarily from 
their traditional middle- and 
working-class voter populations), 
therefore, ‘class’ as an objective 
reality must no longer exist. 
Arguments of this nature ignore 
not only the very distinct reality of 
the social and political world from 
the individuals who constitute it, 
but also, naively, assume that all 
people have the same capacity to 
understand and to influence the 
social and political worlds around 
them. When we consider the 
disparity in areas such as the 
access to quality healthcare, 
education and political processes, 
not to mention the very obvious 
difference in relative power of 
individuals such as Richard 
Branson, Terry Leahy and Alan 
Sugar (knighted for services to 
entrepreneurship, food retailing, 
and business respectively) and the 
average UK citizen over political 
and economic change, this point 

seems obvious. That the poorer 
citizens of the country have 
higher rates of morbidity and 
mortality, poorer access to 
education and consequently 
achieve considerably lower 
average levels of education, 
vote less, and are less 
represented in parliament and 
local government than their 
middle-class counterparts is of 
considerable importance in 
evaluating an argument 
premised on the belief that 
political change is necessarily 
the outcome of the changing 
attitudes, interests and, 
ultimately, reality of the 
population. If there is any truth 
to this argument, it is that 
political change is the product 
of the increasing disparity in 
objective conditions of 
existence, and the concordant 
increase in the relative power 
of the wealthy minority. 
     The methodological 
reductionism which is inherent 
in the kind of thinking involved 
in the ‘death of class’ thesis 
goes hand-in-hand with the 
fundamental logic of the market
-liberalism which has become 
the broad-spectrum political 
orthodoxy of much of the first 
world in the past 50 years; and 
this is most certainly not a 
coincidence. That the same 
kind of stagnant political 
impasse has not occurred in the 
Scandinavian countries, nor in 
the countries which formerly 
constituted the Soviet bloc - 
where movement towards 
increased marketisation in the 
face of global capitalism has 
been coupled with increasingly 
progressive welfare provision 
(in the case of the former), or 
either consolidation of state 
control over markets and trade
-relations (in the case of 
Russia), or the general 
weakening of the state and the 
social infrastructure following 
the heavy migration of 
populations (as in the case of 
those smaller countries whose 
economies were sustained by 
Soviet domination up until 
1989) - clearly attests to the 
socio-historical contingency of 
this development. 
     The methodological 
individualism which is both 

product and cause of the 
political fin-de-siècle [end of an 
era], which so many have been 
quick to hold up as evidence of 
actual change in the nature of 
social life, is now being quite 
poignantly disproved by the 
pronounced return to political 
language and, what will no 
doubt become increasingly 
frequent, political action, of the 
kinds not witnessed for almost 
30 years. The economic crisis 
has already facilitated partial 
government ownership of 
several financial institutions; we 
have seen a return to 
discussions of Keynesian 
economics taking place 
between private- and public-
sector economists; and 
attitudes towards financial 
regulation amongst politicians 
and public citizens alike have 
been increasingly favourable 
over the past 12 months. The 
potential of the fallout from the 
economic crisis to create 
widespread civil unrest could 
well go hand-in-hand with a 
political unrest regarding the 
nature of the existing political 
and economic system in toto. 
     That a wholesale acceptance 
of neoliberal doctrine was 
inevitably going to cause 
increased harm to the quality of 
life of the majority of people in 
first-world society without even 
needing to mention those of 
the second- and third-worlds – 
this whole population we can 
accurately call (to revert to an 
unpopular and subsequently 
much misused expression) the 
proletariat - is not surprising; 
what is potentially going to 
come as a great surprise to 
many of those people who 
believed that the fin-de-siècle of 
left- versus right-wing politics, 
which appeared to represent 
the unassailable success of 
neoliberalism, was the beginning 
of a qualitatively new social 
order, is the extent to which 
belief in the inevitability of 
neoliberalism (and the 
perpetual economic growth it 
advertised) may itself become 
the efficient cause, in Aristotle’s 
terms, of social change of 
precisely that gravity in the 
near future. 

The 
reductionism 
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Whilst the debate continues to rage about whether or not to reclaim or re-
establish the Labour Party, George Waterhouse examines the life of one of the 
central figures involved in its foundation 

Delegates at the 2008 Labour 
conference voted Keir Hardie 
Labour’s “greatest Hero”, but who 
was this figure? What advice could 
he provide for today’s Labour 
movement? 
James Keir Hardie was born 
illegitimately to a servant from 
Lanarkshire, Scotland on 15th 
August, 1856. Hardie grew up in 
extreme poverty and went to work 
as a baker's delivery boy for twelve 
hours a day when he was just eight 
years old, his family’s only wage-
earner. When he was ten years old, 
after caring for his dying brother all 
night, he arrived late at work and 
was sacked and fined a week’s 
wages. At the age of 11 he became 
a miner. Hardie helped to establish 
a union at his colliery and in 1880 
led the first ever strike of 
Lanarkshire miners (for which he 
was given the sack). He later 
become the secretary of the 
Scottish Miners' Federation and 
began publishing a newspaper called 
The Miner which he used to educate 
his fellow miners politically. Despite 
being raised as an atheist, Hardie 
was converted to Christianity in 
1897. He later stated that his 
political views came not from 
theoretical books, or even his own 
experiences, but from the teaching 
of Jesus and the principles set forth 
in the Sermon on the Mount. 
     Like many trade unionists at the 
time, Hardie initially supported the 
Liberal Party but he became 
disillusioned after the government 
of William Gladstone. Hardie began 
to advocate socialism and came to 
the conclusion that the ‘Lib-Lab’ 
approach of trade unionists 
supporting the Liberal party was 
inadequate as the working-class 
needed its own political party. In 
1888, he stood as the Independent 
Labour candidate for the 
constituency of Mid-Lanark (and 
came last in the poll). But Hardie 
persevered and was elected to 
represent the East London 
constituency of West Ham South in 
1892. Hardie became the country's 
first socialist M.P. and created a 
sensation by entering Parliament 
wearing a cloth cap and tweed suit. 
In parliament Hardie became a 
figure despised by the British 
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establishment. He read out the 
names of the hundreds of miner’s 
that were regularly killed due to 
the shortcuts that bosses took to 
make yet more money. Hardie 
argued for policies that Tom 
Paine had declared in Rights of 
Man in 1791, that the rich must 
be taxed in order to redistribute 
money to the poor. 
     In an effort to bring together 
the various trade unions, socialist 
and progressive groups together, 
a meeting in 1900 established the 
Labour representation 
committee, an organisation that 
later become the Labour party. 
In the same year Hardie was 
elected MP for Merthyr Tydfil. 
He negotiated a deal with the 
leaders of the Liberal Party that 
the two parties would not stand 
against each other in thirty 
constituencies in the next 
election, securing the Labour 
party’s independence.  
     Hardie travelled to India, 
where he made speeches against 
the institutional racism of the 
British administration, he 
encouraged Indian self-rule in 
order stop the British Empire 
from exploiting India’s natural 
resources. Similar speeches in 
favour of Equal rights for non-
white South Africans encouraged 
the King and the bourgeois press 
to attack Hardie as a seditious 
troublemaker. Likewise, action in 
favour of rights for 
women drew 
similar 
criticism. 
Yet 
Hardie’s 
close 
relationship 
with Emmeline 
and Sylvia 
Pankhurst, 
along with his 
ecological 

views, signify how, in many ways, 
Hardie was ahead of his time.  
     In a country like Britain, with 
its history of moderation and 
respect for constitutional, 
democracy, the ballot is certainly 
more effective in bringing about 
social reform than the barricade. 
Hardie argued that “Socialism 
does not create the class 
struggle, it does not even 
accentuate it, it only recognises 
it. This is then broad 
generalisation of Marx which 
pedants have distorted out of all 
recognition, and elevated into a 
sectarian dogma under the name 
of the ‘Class War’." Hardie 
argued that socialism was not 
superseded by social reform 
under bourgeois government; he 
rejected the sectarian posturing 
of the SPD, who chose to oppose 
anything that was not the 
immediate full implementation of 
socialism overnight. In this vein, 
Hardie supported the social 
reforms of Lloyd George’s 
‘People’s budget’, yet this backing 
was never uncritical. Hardie 
opposed the 1911 National 
insurance bill as it intended to 
exact contributions by means of 
the hated poll tax, that had led 
peasants to revolt against the 
King in 1381. Keir Hardie argued 
that the new party should be 
named the Labour party, without 
any reference to ‘socialist’ in 
order to avoid the party 
becoming one of many small 

dogmatic sects. This 
constructive approach 

allowed the Labour party 
not only to bring issues 
such as old age pensions, 

health and unemployment 
relief to a parliament that 

was dominated by the day to 
day issues of running the 
King’s empire, but to reverse 
the anti-union judgements 

such as that made 
during the Taff 

Vale case. 
Hardie’s 
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political party 
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philosophy held that the pursuit 
of complete socialism does not 
rule out the pursuit of partial 
socialism. In fact, it is only 
through campaigns of social 
reform that an alliance of 
socialists, trades unionists and 
middle-class sympathisers can 
be built into a movement that 
can viably  buld the foundations 
of a socialist society.  
     In the years running up to 
the First World War, Keir 
Hardie threw himself into the 
anti-war campaign, Shaking off 
bourgeois attacks that labelled 
him ‘pro-German’ he travelled 
across Europe urging socialist 
leaders to call a general strike 
in the event of war. Following a 
gruelling schedule of meetings, 
speeches and protests, the 
outbreak of war represented a 
sharp deterioration in Hardie’s 
ill health. However, Hardie’s 
faith in humanity never faltered 
and on the 24 December 1914, 
British and German soldiers 
spontaneously climbed out of 
their trenches to play football 
and sing ‘Silent Night’ with one 
another.  
     Hardie spent much of his 
relatively short life isolated, 
lonely and often ridiculed. Yet 

it was his strong maverick 
character that enabled him to 
bring together so many 
different groups and forge a 
new political party. Hardie 
managed to steer the Labour 
movement away from the 
influence of both the dogma of 
anarcho-syndicalism and inward 
facing Marxist sects. And at the 
same time, Hardie built a truly 
independent Labour party, that 
no longer had to compromise 
it’s principles in a subservient 
relationship with the Liberal 
party. 
     Hardie’s appeal came from 
his distinctive mixture of 
religious derived principles, 
pragmatic, non-sectarian 
approach and firm grounding in 
the traditions of our indigenous 
radical past. From the peasant’s 
revolt to the levellers, Tom 
Paine and the chartists, Hardie 
believed that every movement 
of the people in our country 
for the last thousand years has 
ultimately sought to create the 
mythical, socialist 
commonwealth of ‘Merrie 
England’. In Serfdom to Socialism 
(1907), Hardie wrote “This 
generation has grown up 
ignorant of the fact that 

socialism is as old as the human 
race. When civilization dawned 
upon the world, primitive man was 
living his rude Communistic life, 
sharing all things in common with 
every member of the tribe. Later 
when the race lived in villages, man, 
the communist, moved about 
among the communal flocks and 
herds on communal land. The 
peoples who have carved their 
names most deeply on the tables of 
human story all set out on their 
conquering career as communists, 
and their downward path begins 
with the day when they finally 
turned away from it and began to 
gather personal possessions. When 
the old civilizations were putrefying, 
the still small voice of Jesus the 
Communist stole over the earth 
like a soft refreshing breeze carrying 
healing wherever it went.” 
     In today’s culture of greed, 
where the relentless pursuit of 
personal wealth is not only 
encouraged but celebrated, even a 
Labour government announces that 
there is nothing morally wrong with 
being ‘filthy rich’. Hardie, drawing 
heavily on his religious discourse, 
considered his day to be an age of 
the worship of Mammon; to stand 
up against this, Hardie stated that 
“Socialism proposes to dethrone 
the brute god Mammon and to lift 
humanity into its place”. Hardie 
celebrated the radicals of his day, 
who had widely democratised 
Britain’s political system, and he 
urged the Labour movement to 
extend this emancipatory move by 
democratising the economy. James 
Keir Hardie is widely seen as 
legendary figure, the father of 
Britain’s Labour movement. The 
significance of this is illustrated on 
the banner of the Chopwell Lodge 
of the National Union of Miners, 
which displays the portrait of Keir 
Hardie next to that of Marx and 
Lenin. The hammer and sickle of 
the Communist party alongside the 
‘spade, torch and hoe’ of the 
Labour party, representing the 
unity of socialist, trade unionist 
and progressive components of 
force that Keir Hardie assembled 
all those years ago. At a time 
when the New Labour clique have 
infringed upon Labour’s founding 
principles of peace, equality and 
morality, the example of Keir 
Hardie informs today’s radicals how 
to construct an alliance that will 
push history in a progressive 
direction.  

Hardie stated 
that: 
“Socialism 
proposes to 
dethrone the 
brute god 
Mammon and 
to lift humanity 
into its place” 
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better to deal with individuals 
rather than realise society in 
some way has failed and is 
failing its youth – or maybe 
the government does not 
want its own failures to be 
explored.  It is not just one 
party or another, in many 
ways all of the major political 
parties have failed, as they 
have all fought over who is 
the harshest and more au-
thoritarian on "yobs".  
     The Jamie Bulger case, of 
two boys brutally killing a 
younger,  has had a significant 
impact, as it provoked moral 
panic and hysteria the out-
come has now both caused 
and affected the nature of the 
cautious laws covering youth 
today. However, what most 
people forget is that those 
boys were not young people; 
they were actually children, 
both ten year olds. Yet it is 
the youth of our generation 
that has suffered in the back-
lash arising from refinements 
to the age of responsibility 

and a general sense that 
firmer laws are needed to 
control the uncontrollability 
of youth. 
     Viewing youths as delin-
quents has solidified itself in 
the law, which are harsher on 
youths than they are on 
adults. For example, where 
an adult can be reprimanded 
numerous times, a child is 
only allowed two reprimands 
before prosecution. Some do 
not even get that. It has led 
to an arbitary and arcane 
punishment often over the 
ridiculous. A 15 year old was 
arrested for carrying a toy 
gun home from the shop, in a 
plastic bag; another 15 year 
old caught with a mobile 
phone given to him by his 
adult friend had to make 5 
court appearances, one of 
which was at an adult court 
alongside a man being given 
bail for child pornography 
offences.  
     In the 11 years, or so, 
between John Major’s argu-

The current government 
seems to be more occupied 
in satisfying public opinion 
rather than solving the prob-
lem of Youth Justice. More 
time is being spent on trivial 
and petty youth crime than 
violent crime.  
     Over the last two centu-
ries, the government has 
dealt with this issue poorly: 
when the Conservatives were 
in power they made a hash of 
dealing with Youth Crime. 
However the New Labour 
government has not been 
much better often continuing 
and reinforcing the tech-
niques employed by the To-
ries. The government has 
adopted a right wing stance - 
a “reversal of the 1960’s 
socio-liberal consensus” 
showing not only their igno-
rance but more cynically their 
opportunism on the subject 
of youth crime.  
     The blame is being shifted 
from society to individuals. 
Why? Maybe because it is 

With the constant demonisation of all young people as criminals in the 
bourgeois media, Sophie Hussain looks behind the tabloid hysteria at the root 
causes of youth crime. 

Yobs! Hooligans!Yobs! Hooligans!  

“If you do the 
crime, you do the 
time” has 
become a 
favourite 
viewpoint - only it 
has been 
somewhat twisted 
into “if you are 
accused of the 
crime you still do 
the time.” 

Young People? 
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ment for giving harsher penal-
ties to youth offenders and 
Tony Blair’s pledge to finish 
“1960’s liberal social consensus 
on law and order”, child cus-
tody in Britain has doubled. Not 
only that, but Britain has one of 
the highest rates imprisonment 
in the world.  
     Rod Morgan, the chairman 
of the Youth Justice Board re-
signed in protest due to the 
problem of overcrowding and 
the overreliance on punitive 
justice, imprisonment as a de-
terrent is not and has never 
solved anything.  Lately, the 
notion of putting everyone in 
prison has attracted much 
popularity. “If you do the crime, 
you do the time” has become a 
favourite viewpoint - only it has 
been somewhat twisted into “if 
you are accused of the crime 
you still do the time.”  
     The government has not 
bothered to look into the fun-
damental problems that are at 
the root of youth crime. We 
need to stop using an out-
moded technique of punish-
ment when the answer is reha-
bilitation/restorative justice, the 
aim of which is to encourage 
and teach youth offenders the 
basic tools to become better 
people, addressing the reasons 
behind the offending. It gives 
youths a chance to succeed in 
life, it allows them to feel pride 
in themselves and gain the re-
spect of others, and it's about 
showing them an alternative to 
the path they are on.  

     The increase in youth crime 
has many factors contributing 
to it, the lack of a guaranteed 
job on offer especially to those 
in inner cities, the lack of fund-
ing to social services which is 
decreasing, the positive impact 
it can have on those in care as 
social workers are increasingly 
having to work to impossibly 
high quotas.  The never ending 
privatisation of schools which is 
increasing the lack of a decent 
education, the disappearances 
of youth centres, clubs, and 
drop-in centres. These places 
were once seen as safe havens 
for troubled youths, especially 
in inner city areas.  
     In order to deal with youth 
and crime, our perception of 
them as yobs, louts and so on 
has got to change. Better yet, 
the government’s contradictory 
position has to change. On one 
hand, we have negative words 
painting youths as criminals 
who need to be punished and, 
on the other, they try and ap-
pear humane by suggesting that 
the youth justice system needs 
to be helping young offenders 
start up new lives, get out of 
poverty, get an education and 
live better. Yet, the idea of yobs 
needing to be punished and 
then helping them achieve a 
better life is a farce. These two 
pledges do not come together; 
they cannot, purely because 
youth offenders have no claims 
on government funds. Once 
you have been tarnished with 

the brush of a criminal, you’ve 
got it for life.  
     This is the most likely rea-
son why youth offenders turn 
into lifetime re-offenders; be-
cause there is nothing else for 
them left to do. With a criminal 
record, no one wants to hire 
them and with no qualifications 
you can’t get a good job with 
good pay. What society tends 
to forget is that youth offenders 
in most cases are the result of 
the government’s and society’s 
mistakes. Once the youth of-
fender has been punished, they 
are let out to fend for them-
selves rather then given a help-
ing hand to change. Circum-
stances such as poverty and 
deprivation may be the cause of 
offending, yet we do nothing to 
correct this. Restorative justice 
is trying to, in some way, help 
youths from re-offending, but 
without changes to the punitive 
laws, and substantial changes to 
society in solving the core 
problems underlining much of 
crime, that is to say depreva-
tion, lack of opportunities, lack 
of education and Capitalism 
then the youths of today will 
not be ‘saved.’   
     We are strangling the future 
of our whole society by not 
listening and understanding 
those who need to be listened 
to and understood the most - 
our youths. 

Once you’ve 
been tarnished 

with the brush of 
a criminal, you’ve 

got it for life 
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REVIEWS 

Music Reviews 
Marianne Rodie 
takes us through 
upcoming and re-
cent singles. 

Lethal Bizzle  
Going out tonight  
I’ve come to expect a cracking track from Lethal Bizzle and would be 
disappointed by anything less than that. Again he has delivered. “Going out 
tonight” is a quintessentially British R&B track that delves into the realities of 
a Saturday night on the pull. The opposite of American rap songs about the 
same subject, which all inevitably involve “homie” this and “shortie” that. 
“Going out tonight” isn’t as ringtone friendly as “Go hard” it is still Lethal 
Bizzle showing he is a man on his way to being the ambassador for working 
class Britain. Going out tonight? Buy this.  

The Big Pink  
Velvet (Gang Gang Dance remix)  
For a band that is more than competent of making a quality tune, I find it quite 
astonishing that this remix ever came to exist. The un-tampered-with ‘Velvet’ is a 
bitter, melancholy, modern age ballad. The Gang Gang Dance remix manages to 
trample over the ambience making it less The Big Pink and more The Small Gut 
Wrenchingly Average Pink. Lacking direction with no beginning or middle (but a 
welcome end) the song floated in and out of my ears making no impact whatso-
ever. I will say one thing to Gang Gang Dance: please, for the sake of music, just 
stop it.  

The Twilight Sad  
“I became A…”  
The only person I can imagine wanting to listen to The Twilight Sad would be 
a very old man who lives in the wild Scottish highlands all by himself and who’s 
only comfort in life is painfully boring trying-to-be-atmospheric drones with a 
bit of Glasvegas and Snow Patrol thrown in. With Influences like Leonard 
Cohen it isn’t surprising they’re so miserable. When I regretfully tuned my 
ears to “I became A…” I could definitely hear their experimental past and folk 
roots. They obviously enjoy writing and playing music and have cemented their 
sound. It just isn’t a sound I will voluntarily listen to any time soon.  

Kasabian  
Where did all the love go?  
I can’t help feeling a pang of irony when a band who is named after Charles Manson’s 
getaway driver produce a song called “Where did all the love go?” This new release 
is not at the same calibre of it’s predecessors but the Kasabian boys have still man-
aged a better quality of song than many of their peers. On paper the chorus “Where 
did all the love go? I don’t know, I don’t know” is not the most revolutionary of ob-
servations; however put those words with a Sergio Pizzorno tune and the outcome 
is what in years to come radio DJs will introduce as a “golden oldie”.  
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E INSTE I N  &  SOC IAL ISM 

Many people may know Einstein 
ideas in the realm of physics, or 
more precisely, his famous 
equation E=MC2 (energy = mass 
x speed of light squared). 
However Einstein also wrote and 
campaigned on many social issues 
such as peace, nuclear 
disarmament and Socialism.  It is 
this latter topic that will be 
covered in this article. 
     I will firstly discuss Einstein’s 
economic arguments, followed 
by religion, humanism, biology 
and social structures. 
     Einstein asserts that while 
economics and economists try to 
establish laws in the world these 
attempts are fundamentally 
flawed due to the complex 
nature of the world financial 
system, that is the economy is 
influenced and limited by causes 
which are by no means 
exclusively economic in nature, 
he highlights examples such as 
military and legal conquest.  As 
extension Einstein saw that those 
military campaigns resulted in the 
bourgeoisie conquering 
economically those nations under 
attack. 
     Einstein also saw the exercise 
of cultural hegemony (see 
Gramsci) by those crusaders, in 
particular that the ruling class 
‘seized for themselves a 
monopoly of the land ownership 
and appointed a priesthood from 
among their own ranks. The 
priests, in control of education, 
made the class division of society 
into a permanent institution and 
created a system of values by 

In this article Steven Martin explores Einstein’s attitude towards 
politics based upon Einstein’s 1949 article Why Socialism? 

which the people were 
thenceforth, to a large extent 
unconsciously, guided in their 
social behaviour’. 
     Humanism played an 
important role in Einstein’s move 
towards socialism, in particular 
what Einstein himself described 
as social-ethical. These arguments 
and ideas came to fruition the 
more he thought about the role 
of science in society.  That 
science cannot create social ends 
and, even less, instil them in 
human beings. For Einstein 
science, at most, can supply the 
means to those ends.  Under 
socialism Einstein believed 
science and the individuals who 
live in society can become free.  
The cause for this, Einstein 
identified, was that society was 
driven by vital and vigorous ‘lofty 
ethical ideals’ that could utilise 
science to its most productive 
level. 
     Einstein saw biological factors 
as an essential force towards 
socialism.  Man acquires at birth 
‘natural urges’, not necessarily 
sexual, which are characteristic 
of the human species, however 
these characteristics are 
transmitted and enhanced 
through culture.  He identifies 
that the social behaviour of 
human beings may differ greatly 
depending upon prevailing 
cultural patterns and the types of 
organisation which exist in 
society.  As time goes on 
individuals become more 
conscious of their dependence 
on society, however under 
capitalism this dependence is not 

an organic, protectionist and 
positive asset but rather a threat 
to natural rights of property and 
finance.  Individuals’ egocentric 
and selfish drives are constantly 
accentuated, while progressive 
and social values deteriorate. 
     For Einstein ‘the economic 
anarchy of capitalist society as it 
exists today is the real source of 
‘evil’.  Communities of producers 
are unceasingly striving to 
deprive each other of the fruits 
of their collective labour…
production is carried on for 
profit and not for use…no 
provisions that all those able and 
willing to work will always be in 
a position of employment…
workers who are in constant 
fear of losing their job”.  The 
profit motive, Einstein writes, “in 
conjunction with completion 
among capitalists, is responsible 
for an instability in the 
accumulation and utilisation of 
capital which leads to 
increasingly severe depression. 
     Einstein is convinced that 
“there is only one way to 
eliminate these grave evils, 
namely through the 
establishment of a socialist 
economy, accompanied by an 
educational system which would 
be orientated towards social 
goals”, and would “develop in 
them a sense of responsibility for 
his fellow-men in place of the 
glorification of power and 
success”, in such an economy 
“which plans for social needs of 
the community”. 

Socialism 
Einstein &  

Humanism 
played an 
important 
role in 
Einstein’s 
move 
towards 
socialism, 
in 
particular 
what 
Einstein 
himself 
described 
as social-
ethical 



conversation as in 
'gooen' (going), callen (calling). 
The vowel `a’ is pronounced as 
`o’ as in sond (sand), hond 
(hand) and mon (man). Other 
pronunciations such as 'winder' 
for window, 'fer' for far, and 
'loff' for laugh are exactly as 
Chaucer's English was spoken. 
     Trades unionists – and 
bosses who want to survive - 
have long learned to ensure 
they can handle terms such as 
“this 'ay gettin the babbie a 
new bonnet” [we’re not 
making much progress here], 
or “arve ‘ad a bally airk-
full” [this attitude will be 
resisted fiercely]. When 
warned “stop yer ivverin' 
an' ovverin' an' get on wi'it”, 
you should know to desist 
prevarication. If you’ve won 
support, it will be 
confirmed 

with a cry of “yo lift and oil 
grunt”. Easy, really. 
     There are even Black 
Country dictionaries available 
and guides for tourists to help 
them when they come to this 
part of the country. You should 
sprinkle a few words if going 
into a pub or a chip ship 
(warning - make sure you ask 
for scallops not fries!) 
     But Challenge can do a 
service for you. Here’s a mini-
phrase book for next time you 

find yourself between 
Wales and 
Birmingham. 
(There’s nothing 
(note) past 
Wolvieumpton.) 
Maybe we’ll have a 
look at other 

regional dialects next 
time. Unless you can 

send us a quick 
email with 
some ideas of 

your 
own? 

 

We at Challenge like to educate our readers 
for life as well as politics. Here Sue Andrews 

celebrates the rich dialect of the Black Country. 
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REGIO NS  

Ar aer 
The Black Country is part of 
the West Midlands. It’s 
popularly thought that it was 
so named since, at the 
beginning of the industrial 
revolution, it was so mucky 
with grime from factory 
processes that it was literally 
black. 
     Men were men, women 
were women and a black 
pudding supper cost only 
tuppence. The air was black 
and the coal that was mined 
to fuel the whole thing was 
especially shiny black also. 
Not like that brown muck 
they hacked out of the 
ground in t’north! 
     But the truth is that coal 
down our way used to poke 
out of the ground and made 
the soil everywhere – and 
hence the landscape – quite 
black. It’s probably been 
called the Black Country 

forever. 
     The accent used locally is 
sometime mistaken for 
Brummagem (them stuck up 
lot in the big city) but it’s 
much more of a real dialect in 
deepest BC, which is a 
collection in one great (grate) 
lump of many towns and 
villages stuck on the side of 
Brum. Real experts can tell 
which side of which bridge 
you live just by how you talk. 
Words as they are spoke 
here remain perhaps one of 
the last examples of early 
English still spoken every day. 
     What’s sometimes known 
as “yam-yam spayke” (Black 
Country speak) is the genuine 
language of the Black Country 
and even those with ethnic 
origins far from Anglo-Saxon 
speak it! 
     Word endings with 'en' 
are still noticeable in 

wagin = a lorry  I daye = I did not  
wo' = will not  

yowe = you  terrar a bit = good bye  spayke = speak  
tie = toy  

carr = cannot  the qwayne = the queen  warro! = really, a question as in “hello, dear chap, is everything 
alright?”  righteyoe = yes, that’s acceptable to me 

kidda = friend  
wick = week  yampy = stupid  

jaynes = jeans  sharrawagin = coach  citay = city (see Brummagem)  

 
Ar = yes 
Arrrrr = irritated vague agree-

ment 
a yo oroighte aer kid? = are you 

alright, dear fellow? 

Yowm = you are  

dye ya? = did you not?  

dowa = door  

mayyte = friend  

Dudlaaaaaaaaaay = Dudley – a 

former metal bashing place 

where that Lenny Henry comes 

from  
Wer'sall =  Walsall – a bostin 

place to the north of Brumma-

gem 
Brummagem = a stinking ‘ole east 

of paradise, called Birmingham 

bostin = a great thing boast about  

taye = tea  

Black Country Phrasebook 

Kid! 



POL I T ICAL  FEST IVALS  

In the summer edition of 
Challenge, Charlie May wrote 
an article entitled ‘Putting the 
'Party' back into Communism’. 
The article examined how the 
various Communist festivals 
across Europe ensure that the 
politics of the labour 
movement can be expressed in 
a more exciting manner than 
the seemingly endless pattern 
of dreary meetings that most 
activists on the left experience 
in this country. Charlie ended 
his article by stating that our 
indigenous festivals can be 

utilised by 
communists 

to put the 
‘party’ back 

into 
Communism’. 
This article 
will look at 
three 
examples 

of 

how Britain’s young 
Communists intervened at 
three of the most popular 
labour movement events of the 
summer, the Tolpuddle 
Martyrs festival in Dorset, the 
Burston strike school festival in 
Norfolk and the Victor Jara 
Festival in Wales. If this 
communist presence is 
maintained and increased, the 
Young Communist League 
could help to build the 
foundations of a British version 
of the bigger, more lively 
Labour movement events that 
occur on 
the 

continent.   
  
Tolpuddle Martyrs 
Festival 
     From the 17th-19th of July, 
members of the Young 
Communist League joined 
trade unionists, progressives, 
socialists and their families in 
the 175th anniversary of the 
arrest and deportation of the 
Tolpuddle Martyrs. 
     The Tolpuddle Martyrs 
festival is held in remembrance 
of those six heroes of Britain's 
early trade union movement, 

who were 
convicted for 
swearing a 
'secret oath' 
when 
establishing the 

Friendly Society 
of Agricultural 
Labourers. The 

festival has become a 
increasingly popular event in 
the diary of Labour movement 
activists and the weekend's 
programme of music, speakers, 
film and children’s activities 
attract thousands of people 
from around the country. 
Despite (or perhaps due to) a 
huge increase in numbers of 
visitors to the festival, the 
presence of Labour party is felt 
less each year. 
     YCLers worked with 
members of the Communist 
Party to help out with a busy 
stall, sell Morning Stars and 
distribute leaflets advertising 
the August summer camp. 
Hundreds of Morning Stars 
were sold, along with the 
equally popular 'Ding dong the 
witch is dead' badges. 
     Sunday's procession 
cemented the status of the 
Communist Party as being the 

largest political party at 
the event, with a 
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Fun in the sun 
In Challenge’s second article trying to prove not all Communists are boring old 
farts Zoe Streatfield and Alison MacKenzie round up some of the summer fun 
from the British left. 
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fantastic turnout from around 
the country and from the local 
North Devon, Somerset and 
Dorset & Hants branches. 
Despite the weather's best 
efforts, most Party flags 
remained on their poles and 
not in the back gardens of 
Tolpuddle's cottages. 
Members and supporters of 
the Young Communist League 
are strongly urged to come to 
sunny Dorset and join the YCL 
camp at next years festival. In 
an era depicted in the press as 
being signified by the fall of 
socialism and the decline in the 
political clout of the unions, it 
is inspiring to see thousands of 
people, young and old, to 
celebrate the bravery of those 
early pioneers of the trade 
union movement. 
     Come next July and enjoy 
sun, cider and the finest in 
'Scrumpy and Western' bands, 
in the struggle to rebuild the 
Labour movement. In the 

words of martyr George 
Loveless, We will, we will, we 
will be free! 
 
Burston strike  
school rally 
     Members of the Young 
Communist League mobilised 
for the annual commemoration 
of the Burston school strike.  
     The dispute lasted from 
1914 to 1939 and was the 
longest strike in British labour 
history. It began when teachers 
Kitty Higdon and her husband, 
Tom Higdon, were sacked. 
Soon the school's children 
went out on strike in support 
of their teachers. An 
alternative school was built, 
financed by donations from the 
labour movement, which 
continued to teach pupils until 
1939. 
     Speakers at the annual 
Burston Strike School Rally 
celebrated the 50th anniversary 
of the Cuban revolution and 

POL I T ICAL  FEST IVALS  

expressed solidarity with the 
people of Honduras. Luis 
Marron, political counsellor 
from the Cuban embassy, 
gave a rousing speech that 
prompted a rush of people to 
the Cuba Solidarity 
Campaign’s stall, where many 
signed up to become 
members. Luis said that as his 
own parents were teachers, 
he knew the terrible state 
that Cuban education was in 
before the Revolution and 
that if it had not been for the 
Revolution, Cuba would have 
needed many of their own 
Burston strike schools. Luis 
reminded the crowd that 
with the continued existence 
of the Guantanamo Bay 
detention camp, the illegal 
blockade, and the 
incarceration of the Miami 
Five, we cannot rush to thank 
the Obama administration for 
a change in its policies 
towards Cuba that it has yet 

If it weren’t for 
the Cuban 
Revolution Luis 
Marron 
wondered how 
many Burstons 
would have 
been needed 
in Cuba 
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to undertake. 
     Steve Hart, a speaker 
from the South East Region 
Trade Union Council 
(SERTUC), urged the US 
government to end the illegal 
blockade of Cuba and 
declared his solidarity with 
the people of Honduras and 
its elected president “who 
are showing such tremendous 
courage when facing the guns 
of the junta." The Latin 
American feel of the event 
was enhanced by children 
dancing to the rhythms of 
Cuban salsa in carnival outfits. 
     Hundreds of trade 
unionists, socialists and 
progressives joined the 
parade led by the Paseo 
Malanga Carnival Band. The 
YCL and Communist party 
contingent marched through 
the Norfolk countryside 
behind a brass band from the 
Rail, Maritime & Transport 
Workers (RMT), who trailed 
general secretary, Bob Crow. 
     Good weather and a 
fantastic response from the 
crowd ensured that Burston 
marked another successful 
YCL intervention at a labour 
movement festival this 
summer. 
 
Victor Jara Festival  
     The 3rd weekend in 
August saw the Welsh 
Communist Party hold a 
Summer School for new and 
prospective members in 
Borth, Mid Wales, which 
incorporated the Victor Jara 
Festial - a celebration of the 
famous left wing Chilean poet 
killed for opposing the 
Pinochet regime. The 
sessions included Imperialism 
& Class, The Latin American 
Experience, Understanding 
Fascism & Communists in the 
Broader Movement. 
     There was a good 
turnout, with people 
travelling from the far out 
reaches of Wales to listen, 
firstly to a talk on the rise of 
Capitalism and Imperialism 
through Feudalism, and 
secondly about the situation 
in Latin America and how 

Venezuela is 
flourishing under Hugo 
Chavez's Bolivarian 
Revolution, with the help of 
the Cuban government. 
     The YCL hit the festival in 
the afternoon, but despite it 
being in celebration of Victor 
Jara (murdered by the US 
backed Chilean State), it was 
disappointingly non-political, 
with more of a focus on New 
Age self-improvement than 
anything of any substance 
relating to South America. 
The YCL held a stall in a 
small tent , which was 

positively received with 
people showing a lot of 

interest and 
numerous booklets 

and posters being 
sold. 

     After a much quieter 
second night we had a talk 

on Fascism, 
particularly 
relevant given 
that the BNP 
have recently 
been catapulted 

into the spotlight 
during the Euro 
elections. 

Following on from 
that was talk and 

brain storm in groups 
regarding how we could get 
involved with particular 
organisations in our local 
community, before finally 
embarking again on the 
bourgeois festival in the 
afternoon. 
     All in all, a productive and 
interesting weekend. The 
general consensus was that we 
should make this an annual 
event and be at next year’s 
festival to establish ourselves, 
and the festival, further - after 
all Victor Jara himself was a 
Communist.  
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While Comrade Ripley 
[Challenge, Summer 09] 
presents an interesting and 
powerful case for the unity of 
Marxism and religion in 
revolutionary struggle, the 
argument put forth misses the 
crux of the dilemma. In 
essence, this is the 
incompatibility of religion with 
materialist philosophy. The 
fundamental aspect of the 
debate is not whether or not 
a religious person can have a 
genuine desire to change who 
controls the means of 
production or better the 
condition of his or her flock, 
but from where they draw 
their inspiration for this and 
analysis of the situation: from 
an other-worldly deity or the 
conditions ‘on the ground’, 
that is, the dialectical relations 
between different class forces 
and the relations of 
production. 
    To save readers from 
scrambling through their back 
issues of Challenge, I will 
summarise Cde. Ripley’s 
argument: While Marx’s 
opposition to religion 
(specifically Christianity) is 
well known, this was only 

against certain manifestations 
of religion “an opiate for the 
alienated masses and/or a 
catalyst for reaction”. He 
correctly points out that the 
term ‘opiate’ has been often 
misquoted and poorly 
understood, to allow for a 
crude anti-clericism that is 
essentially baseless. In place of 
the overwhelming 
conservatism of the modern 
church Cde. Ripley points to 
Liberation Theology currently 
in vogue amongst some in 
Latin America. This connects 
sin with poverty and poverty 
in turn with capitalism. In 
combating sin it necessarily 
fights against capitalism on the 
side of the oppressed, pointing 
to certain scripture ignored by 
the less progressive 
institutions of the church. 
     Such progressive preachers 
are but a drop in the ocean of 
church reaction, which has for 
the past couple of thousand 
years successfully served as an 
instrument of the ruling class, 
providing ideological 
justification for the subjugation 
of peasants and workers. This 
in itself is not a valid criticism 
– we could just as easily turn 

Opiate ofOpiate of  

the masses?the masses?  
In a continuation of the debate about the compatibility of Marxism & Religion, 
Challenge editor James Rodie presents his reflections on this intriguing question 

away an American Marxist 
because of the imperialism 
practiced by the US. Indeed, 
as Cde. Ripley asserts, much 
of the bible is broadly 
progressive in nature – Jesus 
railed against the money 
lenders and preached on 
behalf of society’s 
disadvantaged. 
     Despite this, the use of 
religion as part of the 
ideological apparatus of the 
state cannot be ignored. The 
state cannot afford to have 
an alternative power base in 
opposition to it, especially 
not one with ‘higher’ 
justifications or legitimacy 
than any given government. 
Concerns about the 
potential disharmonising role 
of religion were raised in 
many early modern utopias 
and by a great many 
enlightenment theorists, all 
of whom stated that there 
should be a state religion or 
civic creed. The role of this 
hegemony is of course to 
preserve the state and 
legitimise whatever class 
relations exist, while the 
idea of religion or nation 
serves to ‘unite’ class 

the use of religion 
as part of the 
ideological 
apparatus of the 
state cannot be 
ignored. The state 
cannot afford to 
have an 
alternative power 
base in opposition 
to it, especially 
not one with 
‘higher’ 
justifications or 
legitimacy than 
any given 
government.  
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interests and avoid any idea 
of conflict. In other words: it 
aims to ideologically distort 
class relations. Moreover, it 
overwhelmingly acts as a 
yoke. The promise of a 
better life in the beyond 
convincing the worker that a 
life of endless toil in the here 
and now is perfectly 
legitimate. 
     Cde. Ripley is right to 
point out that Marx’s famous 
pronouncement that ‘religion 
is the opiate of the masses’ 
from Critique of Hegel’s 
Philosophy of Right (1843) is 
often misquoted and should 
not be misunderstood as 
simple anti-clericism. 
However, this is not just an 
attack on organised religion 
nor on particular forms of 
religion, but on religion itself. 
Marx states that man makes 
religion, rather than religion 
making man. Marx presents 
religion almost as an 
alternative reality in which 
men seek solace. Religion “is 
the fantastic realisation of the 
human essence since the 
human essence has not 
acquired any true reality”, as 
such it is a charade or false 
consciousness. If religion is 
an illusion then the struggle 
against it is of great 
importance, it being the 
struggle for a person to give 
up their illusions. We cannot 
go on to socialism if we 
inhabit a world of make-
believe. “The criticism of 
religion” says Marx “is, in 
embryo, the criticism of that 
vale of tears of which religion 
is the halo”, in other words 
to criticise religion is the 
necessary precursor and 
start of the struggle against 
the world as it is. 
     The chief reason a 
Marxist must challenge 
religion is not because it has 
been used as an instrument 
of reaction, but because it is 
not materialist. Though a 
materialist cannot say for 
certain that nothing exists on 
any plane other than the 
material one, we must assert 

that nothing of consequence 
exists, that is nothing with 
which we can interact and on 
which we can base any kind 
of analysis. In Anti-Dühring 
Engels thoroughly refutes the 
creeping influence of idealist 
philosophies on the socialist 

movement. From a 
philosophical standpoint 
religious theologies of any 
content will distort this 
analysis. However, this is not 
to say that the religious 
amongst us cannot be 
dedicated revolutionaries. In 
the same way we may work 

in a broad left organisations 
with common aims but 
different analyses we should 
not necessarily throw the 
baby out with the holy water. 
    Nor, more importantly, 
that we should make 
attempts to be ‘un-holier-

than though’ in our rejection 
of religion. In The Attitude of 
the Workers’ Party to 
Religion (1909) Lenin 
outlines that while as 
materialists we must entirely 
reject religion, as dialectical 
materialists we must not 
treat the struggle against 

religion in an abstract or 
preachy way, but always in a 
concrete manner. He gives 
the example of a strike 
organised by a local Christian 
union, anyone who uses this 
opportunity to rail against 
Christianity rather than work 
to make the strike a success, 
fighting for a progressive 
policy and for the working 
class, is mistaken.  
     Similarly Lenin argues 
against any kind of state 
sanctioned religious 
persecution. Declaring 
religion a ‘private affair’. We 
must recognise that banning 
something does not make it 
go away, nor would it lessen 
the resolve of the believers. 
But a lack of persecution 
should not lead automatically 
lead to support for religion. 
As we have said, it is a false 
consciousness leading us not 
to salvation but an idealist 
philosophy that, while a 
reflection of the real world, 
is an “inverted 
consciousness” of it. Religion 
should be ‘private’ insofar as 
it is completely separate 
from the state, that is, there 
should be no state 
sponsorship of churches or 
other religious groups, but 
we should not abstain from 
trying to rid workers’ of its 
malign influence.  
    Comrade Ripley does 
indeed highlight the role 
played by progressive 
members of the Christian 
faith and reminds us not to 
reel simply at the mention of 
religion. However, while 
Christianity and socialism are 
by no means incompatible, a 
sound Marxist analysis 
cannot be based on a belief 
in God, nor anything other 
than materialism. We may as 
well place ghosts at the 
centre of our strategy as rely 
on God or gods to take us 
forward to socialism. The job 
of the socialist, it has been 
remarked, is to build heaven 
on earth rather than waiting 
for it in the afterlife.  
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for democratic institutions, offers 
to the social democracy the only 
means of engaging in the 
proletarian class war and working 
in the direction of the final goal – 
the conquest of political power 
and the suppression of wage 
labour.  Between social reforms 
and revolution there exists for the 
social democracy an indissoluble 
tie.  The struggle for reforms is its 
means; the social revolution, its 
aim.” 
     However, Luxemburg was 
equally clear that this aim 
wouldn't be achieved simply by 
passing progressively more 
legislation and enacting 
progressively more reforms 
until one day the working class 
was freed from wage slavery.  
Indeed, she argued that to take 
this position was, in effect, to 
fall into the trap of supporting 
the bourgeoisie.  This is 
because the state under 
capitalism, whilst it is a site of 
struggle, is also dominated by 
the ruling class.  It exists to 
manage the affairs of the 
bourgeoisie.  Therefore, whilst 
it may at times pass legislation 
which improves the situation of 

the working class, this only 
occurs when it is necessary 
in order to prolong the 

rule of capital.  The 
capitalist state can 
never pass legislation 
which would, in and of 
itself, undermine the 

system and end 
wage exploitation.  

This can only be 
achieved through the 
militant action of the 
working class – 
revolution. 

     The other point she 
makes is equally 
important, though.  Just 
because the aim of 

Marxists is socialist 
revolution, the seizure of 

political power by the working 
class, this does not mean that 
we reject struggle for reforms.  
This struggle is doubly 
important.  On the first hand, 
reforms can empower the 
working class by giving it new 
weapons with which to fight 
and improving the overall 
situation of the class, for 
example legislation on working 
hours, protection of the right 
to strike.  On the other, the 
struggle for these reforms is 
the means by which the 
working class both prepares 
itself for the struggle for 
socialism and educates itself of 
the need for such a struggle.  In 
the course of struggling for 
reforms, it becomes obvious 
that these are only temporary 
solutions to the problems 
posed by capitalism and that a 
lasting solution can only be won 
by socialist revolution, the 
suppression of wage labour and 
the building of a new society, 
free from exploitation.  It is this 
goal to which we, as 
Communists, commit 
ourselves.  

“The history of all hitherto 
existing society is the history of 
class struggles.  Further, it follows 
that every class which is 
struggling for mastery, even when 
its domination, as is the case with 
the proletariat, postulates the 
abolition of the old form of 
society in its entirety and of 
domination itself, must first 
conquer for itself political power 
in order to represent its interest 
in turn as the general interest, 
which in the first moment it is 
forced to do.” (The German 
Ideology, M&E). 
     What Marx and Engels are 
describing here is the process 
of revolution, whereby one 
class seizes political power 
from the ruling class, 
fundamentally changing the 
structure of society to reflect 
the new, developing relations 
of production.  This, in time, 
will be the role of the working 
class, whose position within 
capitalist society gives it both 
the necessity and the means to 
take political power.  
Necessity because the very 
nature of production under 
capitalism keeps the worker in 
a subordinate position; means 
because capitalism relies upon 
the worker to create value and 
thereby keep the entire system 
functioning. 
     However, there are many 
in the labour movement who 
would argue that this is not 
the only way to deal with 
capitalism.  Some call for 
changes to make capitalism 

more palatable, curbing its 
worst effects whilst 
maintaining the system of 
exploitation itself, whilst 
others believe that such 
changes will themselves lead 
towards socialism by a more 
gradual but less destructive 
route than revolution.  Both of 
these positions constitute 
forms of what may be called 
reformism. 
     The first position is clearly 
self-defeating.  Capitalism, by 
its very nature, needs to 
expand, drawing more and 
more workers into production 
and at the same time 
worsening their wages and 
conditions in order to stabilise 
rates of profit.  In the end, 
reforms offered by capitalism 
can only be temporary and are 
often achieved at the expense 
of other sections of workers.  
This is not an argument against 
fighting for reforms but these 
cannot be seen as the end goal 
of the working class 
movement. 
     Rosa Luxemburg tackled 
this precise question in her 
book Reform or Revolution 
where she asked, “Can the 
social democracy be against 
reforms?  Can we counterpose 
the social revolution, the 
transformation of the existing 
order, our final goal, to social 
reforms?  Certainly not.  The daily 
struggle for reforms, for the 
amelioration of the condition of 
the workers within the framework 
of the existing social order, and 
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Part 15: 
Reformism 
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Rosa Luxemburg, Reform or Revolution 
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During the 1960s and 70s the 
type of discussion developed in 
recent Challenge articles about 
the concept of alienation were 
the preserve of lofty Marxist 
academics in both the socialist 
world and in those countries 
with mass Communist Parties.  
I think that taking these 
debates forward in the new 
context of today demonstrates 
the growing significance of 
Challenge and the YCL as 
vehicles for revolutionary 
change.   
It is in that spirit that I would 
like to present an alternate 
view to on the subject of 
alienation, developed in that 
1960s/70s period and 
desperately in need of 
reapplication now. 
In addition it has been 
suggested that the diminishing 
resources available on the 
planet render impractical and 
potentially undesirable the 
concept of ‘The super-
technological, mega-productive 
society’. (Nick Charlton’s 

Article in Challenge Winter 
08/9) 
I will explore this theme only 
briefly but I would encourage 
readers to gather their 
observations of the issue and 
join this strand of the debate 
in further Challenge articles.  
The relevant points for 
consideration are: What can 
we observe about the current 
threats to the sustainability of 
our planet? Also what 
potential solutions are either 
being implemented in socialist 
countries today or have been 
put forward theoretically but 
not implemented?   
A significant current of 
socialist thought has been the 
concept of waste and 
inefficiency within capitalist 
market economics.  A 
fundamental of the argument 
for planned economy is that it 
could avoid irrational features 
of capitalist production and 
distribution of the type found 
in the food industry for 
example.  

Unnecessary packaging, long 
distance shipping, offshore 
processing and the like are a 
characteristic of production 
driven by features of the 
market not by the size or 
quality of food outputs.  Food 
travels around the world to be 
processed because it is 
‘cheaper’ due to imbalanced 
wage levels, unnecessary 
packaging becomes necessary 
to provide an advertising 
function in the context of 
competition (we buy the one 
with the best picture on the 
packet etc). 
It is equally true that in the 
market context disposability is 
a virtue (you can sell more 
units).  In a planned context 
this would not be the case.  
When everyone had enough 
everlasting light bulbs the 
factory could begin to fulfil 
another need. 
These are all important 
questions but I wish to devote 
the rest of this article to the 
major theme of the previous 

AlienationAlienationAlienation   

the significance of 
the concept of 
alienation is 
overstated in 
relation to Marx’s 
work and 
furthermore that 
because the 
concept is based 
on an error, later 
corrected by 
Marx, alienation is 
not a useful term 
of reference for 
current or 
historical analysis 

debate 

In the Winter and Spring editions of Challenge Nik Charlton presented his take 
on the Marxist concept of alienation. As part of a continuing debate Elaine 
Morgan highlights some of the problems with his article and the concept itself 
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articles; alienation itself. 
Two concerns present 
themselves.  The significance 
afforded to the concept of 
alienation in relation to 
Marx’s work and the validity 
of the alienation concept as 
an explanation of historical 
development.  I argue below 
that the significance of the 
concept of alienation is 
overstated in relation to 
Marx’s work and 
furthermore that because 
the concept is based on an 
error, later corrected by 
Marx, alienation is not a 
useful term of reference for 
current or historical analysis.  
 
It has been asserted that: 
‘Alienation is a product of 
the “early Marx”, and an 
understanding of it is…, key 
to a full understanding of 
Marx's later works.  
Alienation was not, as has 
been dogmatically claimed, 
superseded by Marx's later 
thought – rather, his later 
(predominantly economic) 
work on theory should be 
seen as a reinforcement and 
successful attempt to prove 
the existence of Alienation. 
The gauntlet is thrown down 
and I must proceed wearily 
for fear of being labelled 
‘dogmatic’.  Fortunately I 
don’t intend to discuss this 
‘dogmatically’ as a rigid 
justification of past policies 
or actions.  Neither do I 
intend to contest it 
‘doctrinally’ by starting an 
endless spate quote and 
counter quote.  I intend to 
utilised the tools developed 
by the mature Marx to 
demonstrate my alternative 
view.  
The root of the challenge is 
what Althusser described as:  
‘The untenable thesis…that 
History is the History of the 
process of alienation of a 
Subject, the Generic Essence 
of Man alienated in 'alienated 
labour'. 
This is my understanding of 
the thesis developed in the 

previous Challenge articles.   
That it is ‘early Marx’ is key, 
since the fact of the mater is 
that Marx did not begin from 
a point of thorough 
understanding of his material 
science.  In essence Marx 
was only able to become a 
Marxist by the pursuit of 
investigations which disprove 
his earlier Hegelian and 
Feuerbachian assumptions; a 
process by which he 
discovered the science of 
Dialectical Materialism, could 
apply it to the study of ‘real’ 
history, (the history of the 
‘real’ as opposed to the 
history of ideology) and 
become a Marxist.  
This process of the 
development of the science 
of Dialectical Materialism 
was not Marx applying his 
idea of ‘species being’, ‘true 
human’ and alienation to the 
economic sphere. It was a 
process, discovered and 
applied that enabled Marx to 
observe and disprove the 
earlier idea, changing Marx 
and the tools he used in his 
further investigations.  Again 
Althusser is eloquent 
describing this development 
as: 
‘…the evaporation of the 
notions of subject, human 
essence, and alienation, 
which disappear, completely 
atomized, and the liberation 
of the concept of a process 
without a subject, which is 
the basis of all the analyses in 
Capital.’’  
This is quite distinct from 
‘take[ing] this concept and 
apply[ing] it to the 
relationship between labour 
and capital’. 
The relationship to labour is 
the ‘true state of human 
nature’ it changes across 
epochs, there is no ‘true 
human’ underneath waiting 
to be revealed. 
The concept of the ‘true 
human’ is nothing more than 
an ideological construct.  It 
presupposes a fundamental 
root that could behave 

‘naturally’(revert back to its 
natural behaviour) if the 
current apparatus were 
removed.  Even if it is 
asserted that this will come 
about as a result of the 
‘growth’ of this root 
destroying the current 
structures, it cannot explain 
this process and may be 
reduced to the following 
theses;  
1. Human beings have a 
natural state of fulfilment 
that is ever present but 
currently denied to them. 
2. Human beings will regain 
their natural state of 
fulfilment when they are able 
to choose to dismantle the 
apparatus that currently 
prevents this.   
The error here is a 
misapplication of subject 
where in fact process is key.  
I am not going to embark on 
a determinist argument here 
that suggests we put our feet 
up and wait for the inevitable 
revolution.  Men and women 
make there own history but 
they do so as actors within, 
and functionaries of, 
productive relations.  It is 
not the ‘subject’, the 
ideology of individual men 
and women or a fundamental 
characteristic of humanity 
that can be scientifically 
observed in the process of 
history.  It is the dynamic of 
productive relations.   
Ideological (and therefore 
non-scientific) 
interpretations including the 
humanism of; early Marx, 
Lukacs, Hyppolite, and Satre; 
focus on the primacy of the 
subject; who will wake up 
and challenge the structure 
of society based on the 

application of their, 
subjectivised self, i.e. there 
‘own ideas’.   
In fact what we have been 
able to scientifically observe 
through the Marxist study of 
history is that the 
‘challenging ideas’ belong to 
the structure, the process of 
the application of the 
productive relations.   
This is crucial to our 
understanding of how to 
proceed. The revolutionary 
challenge to the bourgeoisie 
does not come from the ‘self 
realisation’ of proletarians; a 
realisation of their ‘true 
humanity’ and the ‘alienation’ 
which the current system 
causes.  The revolutionary 
challenge to the bourgeoisie 
is the existence of a 
proletariat and the 
contradictions this causes, 
which in turn informs the 
proletarian of their identity 
as an actor within, and a 
functionary of the productive 
relations.   
What is required to build a 
revolutionary force is the 
pursuit of Marxist Science 
the Science of the 
Proletariat.  Socialist 
revolution is not simply 
about the destruction of 
capitalism it is about the 
active process of building 
socialism and communism 
before and after the 
revolution.  We need to 
understand capitalism and 
our function within it in 
order to change that 
function and move beyond 
capitalism.  The ‘alienation’ 
concept is rooted in error; 
clearly another analytical tool 
is required to help us achieve 
this. 

Further Reading 
Karl Marx,  Theses of Feuerbach 
Marx & Engels The German Ideology 
Engels   The Origin of the Family,  
   Private Property & the State 
Marx   Economical & Philosophical Manuscripts 
István Mészáros Marx’s Theory of Alienation 
Louis Althusser Lenin Before Hegel 



The bourgeois media has once 
again been filled with 
misleading and hopelessly 
optimistic headlines of late, so 
much so that the world 
renowned economist Jonathon 
Ross has confirmed that the 
economic crisis is over. Well if 
a popular entertainer says so 
then it must be true. In point 
of fact despite the rosy 
economic picture that the 
government is attempting to 
paint, the problems for the 
working class are only just 
beginning. 
    First things first we are not 
officially out of the recession 
yet, to do so we need two 
consecutive quarters of 
national economic growth. So 
far all we have seen is 
indications that there is a slight 
revival in speculation i.e. in the 
stock exchange, currencies, 
commodities etc and a slight 
increase in at the very top end 
of the property market. None 
of this is particularly surprising 
since it is not the fat cats, 
property developers or City 
speculators who suffer during 
an economic crisis. 
    Even if the national 
economy were to officially 
come out of recession by the 
end of this year, as Alistair 
Darling has predicted, then this 
won’t be the end of the 
problems. During the 
economic crisis and subsequent 
depression of the 1930’s - 
which led to a sustained 
attacks on the working class in 
capitalist countries, and the 
deaths of millions due to 
famine in colonial and neo-
colonial countries in Africa and 
Asia - the British economy 
officially came out of recession 

in 1933, (although GDP didn’t 
recover to its pre-1929 level 
until 1934 and industrial 
production in 1935) yet mass 
unemployment persisted until 
the end of the decade in major 
areas of the country for 
instance in 1938 the 
unemployment rate was still 
10% in the midlands, 18% in 
the north west and 26% in 
Wales!  
    As I outlined in my article in 
the Winter 08/09 issue of 
Challenge (which is well worth 
a second reading if your still 
flummoxed by how we got into 
this mess and what we should 
do about it), it is always the 
working class, in capitalist 
countries, which suffers during 
a capitalist economic crisis. 
These periodic, endemic crises 
of over-production are not 
only an integral part of the 
capitalist economic system, 
they are a necessary and 
indeed beneficial (for the 
largest capitalists companies) 
component of capitalism. It 
eliminates most of the smaller 
competition, greatly 
accelerating the tendency 
towards monopolisation, as 
well as allowing for a rapacious 
offensive against wages and 
conditions of the working class. 
    Even accepting the 
‘official’ (cooked) 
unemployment statistics issued 
by the government, of more 
than 1.6 million currently 
claiming JSA, this still 
represents a doubling of the 
number of unemployed over 
the past year. Whilst if we look 
at the level of employment, 
(which of course gives us a 
better indication as to what the 
true state of employment is) in 
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Recently the government have claimed that there are ‘green shoots’ of recovery    
recession. Ben Stevenson explores the current domestic & international economic    
only just beginning. 

July it dipped below 72.5%, the 
figures for this quarter, when 
they’re released, will quite 
possibly see the rate of 
employment fall to its lowest 
level since the 1980s. The true 
figure for unemployment has 
been currently estimated at 
being over 2.5 million with some 
of the higher estimates putting it 
above 3 million. We cannot not 
underestimate the potential 
implications should Britain end 
up with a higher rate of 
unemployment today than it did 
at the height of the Thatcher 
government, when entire 
industries were being 
systematically decimated, as it is 
predicted to do. 
    Even more significantly, the 
decline of the productive ‘real’ 
economy shows absolutely no 
sign of ‘green shoots’. 
Manufacturing output has 
continued to decline during the 
last quarter, to the extent where 
it is now 18% than it was in 
2005, and employment in the 
sector has declined by 7.4% 
(which represents the single 
biggest drop since the 30s). 
Investment as a whole in the 

economy continues to decline 
with the second quarter of 2009 
18.4% lower than the second 
quarter of 2008 (which in itself 
was a historic low). Even those 
sectors which aren’t part of the 
productive economy like leisure 
and retail industries continue to 
decline.  
    So despite the headlines and 
statements from 11 Downing St, 
this crisis is far from over. 
Indeed many leading economists 
have been quick to dismiss these 
minor indications of recovery as 
merely a temporary stabilisation. 
The fact that little to nothing has 
been done to reign in the 
exorbitant bonus culture of 
bankers and speculators and the 
complete white-wash that was 
the white paper on City 
regulation means that it is 
entirely probable that next year 
will see a further downturn and 
we may see further banking 
crises before this period of crisis 
is over. 
    Hanging over all this like a 
white elephant standing on the 
head of a pin (if I can mix 
metaphors for a moment 
without appearing in Private 
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    which herald the beginning of the end of the capitalist economic crisis and 
    picture and considers whether there’s any truth to these claims or if the crisis is 

Eye’s Colemanballs) is the fact 
that record amounts have been 
pledged not just by the British 
government, but by the 
governments of all leading 
capitalist countries to prop up 
the failed banks. Nothing has 
been done to address the 
fundamental imbalance of the 
British and US economies, in 
particular, which have ensured 
that this period of crisis is 
particularly accentuated. The 
massive levels of debt taken on 
the US government, which is 
likely to result in a severe 
depreciation of the dollar, 
doesn’t just affect the US 
domestic economy, since the 
Bretton Woods agreement and 
the US domination of 
international trade mean it is 
going to severly affect 
economies across the globe.   
    Far from attempting to 
address this imbalance the 
New Labour government’s 
entire response to the crisis 
has been to side with the 
interests of finance capital. 
Whilst the British government 
has pledged more than £1,350 
billion, and counting, from the 
public purse to HBOS, 
Northern Rock et al, less than 
£20 billion has been pledged to 
the productive economy in the 
form of subsidies, support 
measures, housing schemes 
etc. And of course we haven’t 
started paying for this bail out 
yet. On top of this the 
ludicrous policy of quantitative 
easing has seen them pump a 
further £175 billion of new 
money into the system which 
has helped to kick start 
speculation. None of this has 
found its way into the 
productive economy by way of 

loans to business or mortgages 
etc. these have actually 
decreased over the last year.  
    Next year will quite possibly 
see some of the biggest public 
sector cuts we’ve witnessed 
since the 30’s across Europe. 
Whilst this will be particularly 
devastating for public sector 
workers in Britain, in 
practically every other country 
in Europe the public sector 
makes up a much greater 
proportion of their economies. 
But this is not a case of 
schadenfreude the dependence 
in the British economy on 
foreign capital means that the 
comparative resilience of the 
French, German etc. 
economies has meant that the 
foreign TNC’s which now 
account for between 35-45% of 
all fixed capital investment in 
Britain, have not yet pulled 
their capital out of Britain in 
any significant. 
    In truth it’s possible that the 
real offensive on the public 
sector will not begin until after 
the general election. The near 
certainty of a Tory government 
will see the ruling class 
offensive that is already 
underway really kick-off. In fact 
this is one of the reasons why 
New Labour or Tory-lite as it 
should be called, has been 
abandoned by its multi-
millionaire backers. Now that 
the gloves need to be taken-off 
they’ve turned to their more 
traditional advocates who are 
un-constrained by their historic 
attachment to the Trade 
Unions. Whilst the last 12 
years of New-Labour’s slavish 
devotion to neo-liberal policies 
has hardly been a walk in the 
park for the working class, we 

are about to enter a period of 
sustained, un-restrained attacks 
by the ruling class which may 
even make the 1980s. 
    What is required is a 
completely different programme 
of policies from the one on offer 
by the neo-liberal consensus 
represented by the Tories, 
LibDems and New Labour, an 
alternative economic strategy 
which places sustained 
investment in the productive 
economy, public sector house 
building, the co-operative sector 
to sustain demand and guarantee 
decent employment for millions 
of people. A strategy which takes 
back into public ownership the 
transport, energy & other utility 
companies and removes the 
presence of market forces from 
health, education and other 
areas of the public sector. Which 
forces the government to take all 

the major banks into public 
ownership, instead of writing a 
blank cheque from the taxpayer 
to guarantee the speculators & 
fat cats super-profits and 
ridiculous bonuses.  The embryo 
of this alternative economic 
strategy is contained within the 
Peoples Charter, now that the 
TUC has begrudgingly endorsed 
the Charter it is urgent that we 
use it to deepen political and 
class consciousness in this 
country by mobilising millions of 
workers in support of the 
Charter. Young people as those 
who have been worst hit by the 
recession need to placed at the 
forefront of this struggle. 
Whatever the outcome of the 
general election the ruling class 
is tooling up for a scrap we need 
to make sure that unlike in the 
1980s, this time the working 
class does not face defeat. 
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Bernadette Wang reports on the goings on at this years TUC 
conference in Liverpool 

Industrial Diary Industrial Diary   

Most of us walking everyday to 
Liverpool’s showpiece 
conference centre on the 
waterfront told each other 
how nice it was now. Not bad 
for £146 million! “Hasn’t 
Liverpool changed?”, we told 
each other. Yes - there used to 
be 30,000 workers beavering 
away on the quaint cobbles 
that played such havoc with 
our heels.   
   It’s a case study in itself of 
how our world has changed. 
But hasn’t the world 
discovered some problems 
with the notion that property 
development generates wealth? 
It doesn’t - the labour of 
workers makes wealth. Don’t 
start me on the notion that 
trickle-down spreads wealth.  
   You could be forgiven for 
thinking that the week might 
be summed up by one simple 
image. A much-bandaged Basil 
Fawlty made a come-back, as 
he bestrode the platform on 
behalf of Bren…sorry, the 
General Council, repeatedly 

screeching: “Don’t mention the 
class war!!” Mention of politics, 
unless it was to observe that 
the Tories would be bad for 
working people, was highly 
sensitive throughout.  
   In contrast, this year’s 
Institute for Employment Rights 
fringe took the issues head on. 
The fringe was so massive that 
it made congress at its worst 
look small – you know, when 
undeclared coffee breaks save 
us from the slumberous pull of 
middle-aged Circadian rhythms.  
   For many at the IER fringe, a 
flash of revelation came that has 
remained as a light echo before 
their eyes ever since, as they 
heard a remarkable speech.  
Perhaps the cobbles of the old 
dock even perked up as a 
clarion call came from a union 
leader who, as a young man, had 
once walked across them every 
day of his working life.  
   Perhaps many, who have 
become jaded and used to 
hearing competing sterilities of 
either overly tactical or overly 

strategic arguments may have 
hoped for more kicking over 
the traces. The TUC General 
Secretary might have wished for 
a more sepia tinted rendition.  
   It was Len McCluskey of 
Unite who told the IER that he 
was proud that his union was 
poised to support the People’s 
Charter. And he began to 
elaborate a serious strategy for 
taking this forward.  
 
   “Solidarity runs through our 
veins. As Frederick Engels 
pointed out so long ago but not 
so far from here, no power on 
earth can halt a united working 
class. We need to build a 
common narrative between 
unions, working together to 
fight for working people in 
every community, in such a way 
that they become ready to be 
there for us, too. We can make 
laws ineffective, inoperable. We 
need not be cavalier but we can 
use our street cred. We can be 
canny.  
   In the process, we should 

Mention of 
politics, unless 
it was to 
observe that 
the Tories 
would be bad 
for working 
people, was 
highly sensitive 
throughout.  
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seek to regain the loyalty of the 
whole working class. Only then 
can we turn that common front 
of mutual loyalty into power. 
Let’s breathe life into the trades 
councils. Support every local 
campaign. Politics hasn’t failed but 
politicians have. Building a popular 
movement out of struggle can 
revive enthusiasm. Maybe this is 
the only way we can test whether 
we can reclaim for our class the 
organs of labour? Unity of the 
whole of the left in popular and 
mass struggle is the only thing can 
make a difference.  
   The People’s Charter has the 
potential to rally millions behind 
progressive policies. Giving 
confidence to people to make 
choices will enable them to 
determine the next steps. 
Working people will pay for the 
costs of the crisis, in the form of 
closures and cut backs if we do 
not build a movement of mass 
resistance.” 
  
  Maybe, just maybe, this could be 
the start of something big. 
Something that other parts of the 
venerable conference could not 
yet address, with perhaps the 
solitary exception of the trades 
councils motion on the 
unemployed and the People’s 
Charter composite motion itself.    
   The last day of the TUC saw 
the ever-present attempts to stop 
the congress ‘rocking the boat’. 
Despite a round-about attempt to 
destroy the RMT motion to get 
the TUC to support the People’s 
Charter, in the end Unite came 
around (although not without 

several tense Unite delegation 
meetings) by insisting that it must 
be used to change Labour’s 
policy. The strangest speech ever 
heard `supporting’ the amended 
motion saw congress at last on 
board.  
   In a flurry, delegates showed 
their determination to be as left-
wing as they were allowed to be 
by the platform. They gave 
vigorous support to Prison 
Officers in their battle over 
decent pay and conditions. An 
emergency motion to congress 
supported the calls for the POA 
to be a free and independent 
union against the government's 
backlash against the union which 
included threats of imprisonment, 
court actions and £500,000 fines. 
   Conference discussed 
education with delegates urging 
the government to expel the 
privateers from our schools and 
stop cuts in services and jobs. . 
   The TUC also demanded action 
from the government to tackle 
violence against women. Calls 
were made for Britain to stop 
avoiding its UN obligations to 
develop a national strategy as 
delegates were shocked to hear 
that two women a week are 
murdered by a past or present 
partner. There was additionally 
the disturbing revelation that a 
victim of violence will endure, on 
average, 35 attacks before calling 
the police. 
   On the international agenda 
congress called for British 
government support for the 
progressive, socialistic 
government in Venezuela. 
   In time honoured tradition 
there was the usual banter 
between the platform and the 
media with The Guardian's 
reporter spilling the "truth" that 
Brendan Barber and the general 
council were actually planning less 
of a winter of discontent but 
more a summer of fun.   
In a landmark decision, Britain’s 
unions voted overwhelmingly to 
build a mass boycott movement, 
disinvestment and sanctions on 
Israel for a negotiated settlement 
based on justice for Palestinians. 
A motion submitted by the 
firegighters had been subject to 
intense pressure and a ludicrous 
wrecking motion supposedly 

amending it but actually 
twisting the text into a `plague 
on both your houses’ 
approach, as if the Palestinians 
were the cause of the violence 
against them. A draft General 
Council statement went back 
and forth, and was also 
adopted but could not stop the 
mood. 
   This was culmination of a 
wave of motions passed at 
union conferences this year, 
following outrage at Israel’s 
brutal war on Gaza, and 
reflects the massive growth in 
support for Palestinian rights. 
Thankfully the TU friends of 
Israel which had for years 
consistently fought to 
undermine the work of PSC 
and to lessen the crimes 
committed by the Israeli 
government against the 
Palestinian people have finally 
lost all credibility in the 
movement. Now a mass 
campaign to boycott Israeli 
goods, especially agricultural 
products that have been 
produced in illegal Israeli 
settlements in the Palestinian 
West Bank will ensue.  
   People’s Charter, boycott 
Israel, shift the movement into 
a mass campaigning mode. It’s 
not a revolution but it beats 
simply waiting for the train 
wreck that is coming at the 
general election; a slight 
change of course that could 
give hope to millions. Now we 
need to see unions move on to 
the offensive in defending their 
members against the attacks 
that are rising that seek to 
make workers pay for the 
crisis.  
   Perhaps we have seen the 
planting of the seeds of a new 
approach for the TUC – or at 
least the general council – to 
stop just talking the talk. There 
is a chance here for the trade 
union movement to start 
fighting again. As we used to 
say: Agitation, education, 
organisation. It’s not rocket 
science just using your brain – 
maybe not even entirely new - 
but the conception is in the 
here and now and it all bears 
thinking about. We could call it 
“intelligent militancy”! 

Support for the 
People’s 
Charter, 
boycott Israel, 
shift the 
movement into 
a mass 
campaigning 
mode. It’s not a 
revolution but it 
beats simply 
waiting for the 
train wreck that 
is coming at 
the general 
election 
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Finding a complete history of the 
British Labour movement that 
doesn’t require you to have a 
PhD in British labour movement 
history is a more difficult task 
than you’d think. Thankfully Mary 
Davis’s book does just this 
without feeling like complex 
questions are being dumbed 
down. Comrade or Brother deals 
with the history of the British 
labour movement from 1789-
1951, starting with the effects of 
the French Revolution and ending 
with the fall of the post-war 
Labour Government. It presents 
an historical materialist analysis 
of the period, aimed at 
newcomers to the subject, 
particularly those who are active 
in the labour movement. 
   The key theme running 
through this book is the 
contradiction between the right 
wing and left wing elements – 
reformism and revolution. In the 
late 18th and 19th Centuries this 
contradiction was between the 
old craft unions and ‘new 
unionism’, by the 20th Century 
this was between the 
‘labourism’ (though often ‘class 
collaboration’ would be a more 
appropriate term) advocated by 
Kier Hardie amongst others and 
socialist and Communist 
elements within the Labour 
movement. 
   Davis splits the narrative into 
three sections: the first up to 
1850 deals with the industrial 
revolution and the massive socio-
economic changes brought about 

by the advent of industrial 
capitalism; the second, 1850-
1920, during the period of 
Britain’s world industrial 
dominance; and the third up until 
1951 (the defeat of the Atlee 
government) with the 
readjustments brought about the 
turbulent inter-war years and 
growing tensions between 
industrial and financial capital. 
Each section starts with an 
overview of the economic and 
political issues prevalent during 
the period before analysing other 
events and themes. 
   Davis explains the development 
of capitalism through its 
mercantile phase in the 17th 
century to the dominance 
brought about by industrialisation 
and the emergence of 
bourgeoisie and proletariat as the 
two primary classes in society. 
She also explains the extent to 
which this development was 
dependent on Britain’s colonies 
as both places to plunder for raw 
materials and as fresh markets 
for British goods. Yet the 
workers were not mere passive 
players in these changes and it 
was in the 1830s that the 
Chartist movement formed in 
reaction to the conditions of 
work and hours in the new 
factories and the hated Poor 
Laws. 
   Yet Chartism had not appeared 
from nowhere and Davis also 
explains the development of the 
various reform movements 
before Chartism, in which the 

bourgeoisie, holding economic 
but not political power, and the 
working class, with access to 
neither, were in temporary 
alliance. This combined struggle 
fell apart after the 1832 Reform 
Act, in which the bourgeoisie’s 
aims were met but the working 
class were left without the 
franchise. 
   The early development of 
industrial capitalism had largely 
been based on the cotton 
industry and it was only in the 
1940s that a second phase of 
industrialisation began as greater 
technological advancement and 
transport links allowed for 
greater industrial capacity. 
Comrade or Brother charts this 
second phase of industrialisation 
drawing out important themes, 
which resonate to this day, such 
as the geographical location of 
various industries – particularly 
specialised in the cotton 
industry in Lancashire, where 
whole towns would be 
dependent on particular 
industries, with catastrophic 
consequences during a 
recession. 
   In a sense the policy of class 
collaboration was an offshoot of 
having a ‘labour aristocracy’. 
These workers were more 
highly paid (usually, but not 
always, because of skill) and thus 
had better living conditions than 
their workmates. This meant 
that they had a greater stake in 
and more to gain from the 
system, splitting the working 

Understanding the history of the British labour movement and working class struggle is all too 
neglected part of life in Britain and very rarely is it addressed from a historical materialist perspective. 
Sylvia Jones looks at a book that comes highly recommended for Challenge readers ‘Comrade or 
Brother’ by Mary Davis. 
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class movement and dampening 
its revolutionary fervour. This 
greater level of skill also led to a 
protectionist attitude on the part 
of these workers. Where they 
formed unions they were of a 
craft nature, aiming at protecting 
existing conditions rather than 
forging better ones. Similarly, 
they saw their power as coming 
from their skill, as such in order 
to maintain their own power 
over their work they excluded 
less skilled workers. This 
naturally had the effect of helping 
the skilled at the expense of the 
unskilled.  
    In order to combat this 
situation a new breed of 
unionism emerged. At first these 
new unions had the same 
ideology as the craft unions, 
seeing the interests of labour and 
capital as one and the same – 
much the same as the notion of 
‘social partnership’ prevalent 
amongst many trade unions in 
the 1990s. It was not until the 
late 1880s that a meaningful new 
trade unionism emerged, seeking 
to include a variety of trades and 
skills. As a result the number of 
unionised workers increased 
from 750,000 in 1888 to 6.5 
million in 1918, faster than at any 
other point in history. The key 
difference between new and old 
unionism was that the new form 
relied on strength of numbers 
rather than scarcity of skill as the 
source of their strength, and 
thus, bargaining power. 
    While there were socialists 

active in the unions this was 
rarely in a concerted way, in fact 
socialist groups – even with the 
birth of the Labour Party – were 
largely small, disorganised, 
propagandist outfits rather than 
meaningful agitators for the 
working class. As such there was 
no class conscious organisation 
giving political and ideological 
leadership in struggles, until the 
birth of the Communist Party in 
1920 which provided a Marxist-
Leninist analysis and prominent 
leadership in a wide range of 
arenas of struggle. The weakness 
and small size of Marxist groups 
meant that while they had 
influence far beyond their size, 
‘parliamentary socialism’ quickly 
became ‘reformism’, which in 
turn stamped its mark at most 
levels of the movement. 
    The Marxist groups prior to 
the CP’s formation were often 
further hampered by being 
overly dogmatic and holding false 
positions. These ranged from an 
ultra-leftist syndicalist position 
eschewing all parliamentary 
practice to the bizarre position 
held by the Social Democratic 
Federation that strikes were a 
waste of time, based as they 
were on the mistaken belief that 
workers could make any gains 
under capitalism. Such blatant 
falsehoods meant that these 
groups failed to grow, rather 
than winning workers to 
socialism through struggle, they 
believed only in education classes 
and pamphlets. While these 

groups did later modify their 
positions – many of their 
members did indeed make up the 
cadreship of the newly formed 
Communist Party – they lost 
much time concentrating on the 
political over the economic and 
agitating for false positions. Davis 
goes on to deal with the 
formation of the Labour Party, 
showing how it quickly slipped 
into an advocate of reformism. 
Labour Party structure was made 
up of affiliated organisations, 
such as, inter alia, the SDF, 
Independent Labour Party and 
Labour Representation 
Committee. This meant that a 
great many different currents of 
thought were represented, but 
as it drifted further to the right 
the SDF disaffiliated, weakening 
the socialist current. 
    Perhaps the most important 
theme of the interwar period 
was fascism. This played a role 
both at  home and abroad, as 
workers went from fighting 
Mosley’s Blackshirts at the 
infamous battle of Cable St in 
London’s East End, to Franco in 
Spain and then onto Hitler in 
Nazi Germany. Davis explores 
the themes of fascism and anti-
fascism, as well as the labour 
movement’s and Communist 
Party’s response to them, which 
resonates today. 
    As well as a general history of 
the labour movement, Comrade 
or Brother also reminds us of the 
workers that are often 
overlooked in history books: 

women (despite making up half 
the workforce) and ethnic 
minorities (which have been 
present in significant numbers in 
Britain well before the 1950s). 
Inclusion of these groups means 
that the book is more critical 
than many, pointing out the 
failings of the labour movement 
to tackle issues relating to 
gender and race, and often 
supporting racist and sexist 
policies because of misguided 
ways in which they looked after 
their members’ interests. 
Comrade or Brother goes a 
significant way in redressing the 
balance as far these workers are 
concerned. 
    Overall, Mary Davis has 
written an essential book for 
Challenge readers who want to 
get to grips with the history of 
the labour movement and British 
working class struggle. Her book 
has no undue reverence for 
some of the movement’s 
pioneers and is quick to point 
out failings, particularly regarding 
attitudes to women and black 
workers. Though predominantly 
for the newcomer to this branch 
of history, ‘experts’ may also find 
the analysis refreshing, and the 
emphasis on forgotten aspects 
may indeed come as a surprise 
even to the most experienced 
‘students of history’. For readers 
wishing to find out more there 
are further reading lists at the 
end of each chapter of this book 
as well as a comprehensive 
bibliography. 
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...The youth wing of the Communist Party 
The YCL aims to build support among young people for 
the Communist Party's programme, Britain's Road to 
Socialism and to increase young people's involvement in 
politics. The YCL is autonomous and decides its own 
activities and priorities. 
 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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