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James 
Rodie 
  

Youth 

unemployment has 
risen to record highs 

leading to a stunted 

start in working life 

for millions of young 

people, and 

consigning school 
and university 

leavers to years of 

unstable and low 

paid work if they find 

any at all 

editorial 
Welcome to the latest issue of Challenge. As the ruling class offensive 
intensifies and workers are forced to fight back we’ve seen workers taking 

action in the postal service, across the railways and more unofficial 
walkouts in the prisons. Meanwhile the employers use the anti-trade 
union laws to their full effect, preventing strikes by the TSSA and RMT on 
minor legal technicalities. 

  

Meanwhile the economic crisis goes on. Youth unemployment has risen to record 
highs leading to a stunted start in working life for millions of young people, and 

consigning school and university leavers to years of unstable and low paid work if 

they find any at all. Of course, we at Challenge are a revolutionary bunch, and won't 
simply take this onslaught lying down. The recent Communist University of Britain, 

held at YCL and Party HQ in Croydon, showed a desire to fight back around 
progressive policies that can unite the working class to action. But of course in the 
words of Friedrich Engels (now posted around the London Underground) “an ounce 
of action is worth a tonne of theory” and so we'll need to get out there and build a 
movement around the People’s Charter for a progressive Britain. 

In this spirit, YCL General Secretary Joanne Stevenson launches a complementary 
document in the form of the YCL’s Youth Charter (pp. 28-29), a list of demands that 
seeks to place the problems young people face back on the table. Outside of Britain 

Maya Llamazares emphasises the achievement of 60 years of Revolution in China and 
50 years in Cuba and suggests ways we can take revolution forward in Britain (pp. 9- 
10). As the capitalist onslaught continues it is worth remembering that another 

world is possible and we have the shining example of Cuba having survived 50 years 

of attempted imperialist intervention and the trauma of the loss of the Soviet Union 
and the Eastern Bloc. Matt Brierley examines the blockade and shows the extent of 

international opposition to the failed policy of strangulation (pp. 17-18). 

This issue also sees fresh contributions to the recent debates on religion as Tim 
Gulliver examines what we can learn from ancient Roman materialist philosophy (pp. 

19-20) and yet another piece on alienation this time by former YCL General 
Secretary Gawain Little (pp. 26-28). We also have two contributions on how we 
deal with the growing fascist menace, as Marc Livingstone reports back from the 

recent anti-Scottish Defence League protest in Glasgow (pp. 12-13) and George 
Waterhouse analyses some of the deficiencies in the way we combat fascism in 
Britain (p. 16) 

Alongside these we have our regular features Book @ Bedtime (p. 31), Back 2 Basics 
explores armed struggle (p. 32) Marianne Rodie vents her spleen on some more of 
the latest single releases (p. 24), cartoon corner (p. 25) and you can read some more 
fantastic poems in poetry corner, particularly one by one of our youngest 
contributors, Emily Goodall (p. 11). We also continue our tour around the British 

regions with a look at how Yorkshiremen communicate (p. 21) 

And if you’ve been moved to write a response to any of the articles in this issue and 
want to send in your own articles or letters for publication for Challenge then please 
do 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, CRO IBD, we look forward to hearing from you. 

Yours in Comradeship, 
James Rodie 
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abour showed 
potential signs of 
turning the tide on 

its electoral woes after 
winning the Glasgow North 
East by election on the 12th 
November. Labour candidate 

Willie Bain managed 60% of 
the votes in the seat vacated 
by former House of 
Commons Speaker Michael 
Martin. 
The 12,231 votes put Bain 

more than 8,000 clear of the 
SNP’s David Kerr on 4,120 
votes. Yet the 33.2% turnout 
was the lowest in Scottish by 
-election history. 
The victorious Bain still 

managed to describe the 
result as a “resounding 
victory” for the Labour 
Party, saying people “have 
sent a resounding No to 
Alex Salmond and his 
treatment of our great city 

and a resounding No to 

o 

Pet 
‘our local voice. 

David Cameron.” 

Cameron’s candidate, Ruth 
Davidson, was a mere 62 
votes ahead of the BNP 
candidate on 5.2% and 4.9% 
and the Liberal Democrats 
were knocked into sixth by 
Tommy Sheridan standing for 
Solidarity. 
YCL General Secretary 

Joanne Stevenson wasn’t 
quite so impressed , “Victory 
here is hardly prophetic of 
general election success. This 
is an absolute Labour 
heartland territory and 
failure to secure a result 
here would have knocked 
the Labour Party back to the 
1700s. Still, well done, Willie, 

let's see if you can hold onto 
the seat next year!” 
Mr Bain insisted that it was 

‘game on’ for the Labour 
Party going into the general 
election, with a massive 
boost for Gordon Brown. 

        

Joblessness jus 
gets worse 

  

n the News is 
sorry to bring yet 
more miserable 

news for Britain’s young 
workers as official youth 

employment figures hit a 
record high of 19.8%. UK 

economist Alan Clarke 
described this as “pleasant 
news”, as the figures are 
actually slightly better than 
forecast. Still this will 
come as little relief to the 
two and half million young 

people consigned to the 
scrap heap. 
And it won't just be the 

young that suffer: the 
international Organisation 

for Economic Co- 
operation and 
Development predicted 

that overall unemployment 
in Britain is likely to reach 
a peak of around 9.5% in 
2011, long after figures will 
show that Britain is 
officially out of recession. 
It also warned that 
“substantive” measures 
will be needed to prevent 
further damage to the 

labour market as a result 
in the massive increases in 
youth and long-term 
unemployment. Official 
unemployment currently 
stands at 7.8% 
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and even imprison trade 
unionists found guilty of 

‘unofficial action’. The 
response from the movement 
was intense. The TUC refused 
to sign up to the courts, there 
was a 100, 000 strong 

demonstration to 'Kill the Bill’ 
and the TUC general secretary 
at the time Vic Feather warned 

‘as soon as the first trade 
unionist is imprisoned, all hell 

will break loose’. 

This prospect became a 
reality in 1972 when 5 London 
dockers were arrested and 
imprisoned for unofficial strike 
action. This resulted in a 

number of rolling strikes 
followed by a march on 
Pentonville prison. This forced 
the government to release the 
dockers, or the Pentonville 5 

as they became known. 
In 1972 the National Union 

of Mineworkers went on their 
first strike since 1926. The 
miners had gone right down 
the pay league despite the hard 
working conditions and the 
exodus of workers from the 
industry. The union went on 
strike for improved pay and 
conditions. Many of the 

features of this strike included 
‘flying pickets’, whereby 

striking picketed another pit 
and the iconic ‘Battle of Saltley 
Gate’ Coal Depot. This was 
when the workers of 
Birmingham came to the 

miners’ aid to shut down the 
depot in a beautiful display of 
solidarity. The miners won this 
dispute, but found themselves 
sliding down the pay league 
again only one year later. The 

NUM first went on an over- 
time ban and then on an all out 

strike. What is significant 
about this strike is the 
solidarity given to the miners 
from other unions, notably the 
electricians union. The resolve 

of the workers forced Heath 
to call a general election, using 
the slogan 'Who governs 
Britain?’, the government or 
the unions. Regardless of who 

really did govern Britain, it was 
clear that the Tories certainly 
did not and Labour was 

84/85 MINERS’ STRIKE 

elected to power. 
For the ruling classes, this 

period was no doubt 
instructive. The strategy 
employed by the nice, wishy- 
washy (that is by Tory 
standards) 'One Nation’ Tories 
had failed. The unions could 
not be held down by simply 

introducing legislation. They 
needed to be smashed. The 
most advanced sections of the 
working class, namely the 
miners, needed to be singled 

out and brutally broken in 
order to beat down the rest of 
the movement. The miners. 
were the head and they 
needed to be decapitated to 
allow the dismemberment of 

the restiof the body. 
Plans were being made while 

the Tories were in opposition 
about how to deal with the 
miners specifically. Nicolas 
Ridley wrote the Ridley Plan in 
1977 as a strategy to smash 

the NUM. He detailed the 
exact methods that were 
actually utilised during the 
strike seven years later. The 
plans included the stock piling 
of coal, the equipping and 
training of a large mobile 
police force with no 
connection to mining 
communities and the use of un 
-unionised lorry drivers. The 

Labour government also 
‘unwittingly’ helped the Tories. 
They introduced the methods 
of the market into the 
nationalised coal industry, by 
incentive schemes linking pit 

output to increased pay. This 
did not take into account that 
some pits had more favourable 

geological conditions, so a pit 
did not produce more coal 
because the workers worked 
harder, but because the coal 

was easier to get at and 
therefore the work was easier. 
This laid the ground to 

undermine the unity present in 
the industry and created the 
conditions for the formation of 

the Democratic Union of 
Mineworkers- the scab union. 

The tactics employed by the 
Thatcher government were 
truly brutal. Whole villages 

were put under a quasi-military 

occupation with spies, 
wreckers and agent 

provocateurs. The NUM were 
slandered in the press as being 
‘The Enemy Within’, selfish, 

unreasonable and destructive. 
The miners felt the full brunt 

of the state apparatus, 
employed with safety catches 
off. It brutally and clearly 
demonstrates the 
incorrectness of the Social- 
Democratic belief in the 
‘neutrality of the state’, and 

reinforces the argument of 
revolutionaries that the state is 
a tool utilised by the ruling 
classes to oppress the working 
class. Every attempt was made 

to split the miners, with 
unprecedented assistance given 
to scabs who were driven into 
pits in busses with iron bars 
just so that they could sit in » 
the canteen for a couple of © 
hours only to leave again. They 
understood that although they 
could not work, this was _ 
symbolic of individual self 
interest against collective 
struggle, 

But the unity of the local 
communities was solid. — 
Women Against Pit Closures 
mobilised the wives and family 
members against the attack. 
Links were also made with 
black and lesbian and gay 

groups who also supported the 
miners. All across the country 
the miners’ received aid from 
communists, trade unionists 
and progressives who raised 
money and food to give to the 

miners. 
The strike also highlighted 

the link between imperialism 

abroad and neo-liberalism at 
home. At the same time as the 
miners were struggling for 

their jobs, the people of South 
Africa were fighting against a 
fascistic and racist apartheid 
regime. While democrats 
supported this struggle, 
Thatcher condemned Nelson 

Mandela as a ‘terrorist’. Ina 
particularly disgusting example 

of neo-colonial thinking, the 
government imported 45 
million tons of coal from South 

Africa in order to assist the 
attack on the NUM. This was a 

despicable act; on the one 
hand they accused the NUM of 
being the enemies of 
‘democracy’, yet on the other 

they were giving economic 

support to the racist apartheid 
regime and thus perpetuating 
barbarity abroad. 

The struggle of the miners is 

an inspiring story. | wish that 

more young people knew 
about it. Unfortunately, where 
they do know it, it is viewed as 

a piece of history like the 
Battle of Hastings or Henry 
Vill and his wives. ‘Struggle’ has 
been individualised to the 
point of banality. Political 
commentators have noted that 
the miners were defeated in 
the same year.as Live Aid. 

They say that as one form of 
_ struggle that is collective and 

~ trade union orientated died, 

another more individualistic 
and democratic was born. So 

_ instead of unions and mass 
campaigns, we have charity 

concerts, wristbands and 
Bono. This nonsense is nought 
but a distraction and catharsis 
to replace struggle. The 
workers scored victories in 

the past through class struggle, 
and it is by this method that 
we will win back our rights and 
secure the advancement 
towards socialism and 
communism. 

The strike should be seen by 
young people as an example of 
the level of struggle that is 
required if we are to win back 
our hard-won rights. It 

continues to be a shining and 
beautiful example of solidarity, 
community and bravery by 
hundreds of thousands of 

workers. We need this kind of 
strength and determination in 
the struggles that we face 
today and we will face in the 

near future. The torch has 
been handed to us by that 
generation, we cannot drop it 
now or else the future will be 

a wasteland, the graveyard of 

hope. We have nothing to 
lose, we have a world to win. 

  8  



Socialism 
OUR FUTURE IS SOCIALISM 

our futu 
With the deepening of the capitalist economic crisis and the intensification of 

the ruling class offensive Maya Llamazares asserts that the future for our 

generation is a Socialist one. 
“In a capitalist society an 

individual lives in an invisible 

cage that gives you limits to 

nora Lema cla moe 

These were the words of 

Ernesto Che Guevara. It’s 

strange how people with 

socialist minds are able to give 

evidence to narrow minded 

people of how capitalism has 

exploited the working class. It 

is now seen that the capitalist 

system brings you more 

CoTSaU a Leman ne Maar amano tc) 

CelgorUeRe) ea el en 

economic crisis has caused 

many people to tighten their 

belts, and people have 

eCee) Me] RMX Re AL UL) 

their money, yet in socialist 

countries like Cuba they don’t 
have to live with the burden 

of the economic crisis. We 

have to understand that 

everyone is living through this 

economic war, yet people in 

Britain loose their homes 

more easily than those in 

socialist countries. It is rather 

ironic that Capitalism has 

come under a blockade of its 

own, well at least for most of 

us. It is being threatened by 

socialism more than ever and 

the whole system has proved 

that it is not worth the paper 

it is written on. We therefore 

must look at China and to 

take the phrase used by 

infamous American president 

Harry Truman “There will be 

a Domino Effect.” So look out 

Capitalism: HERE WE COME! 

PES Rae 

take this opportunity to 
educate people and to bring 

more people into our 

ideology, we must 

mobilise now and campaign 

alongside the broad left, let’s 

logo Laan mee) eRe (alma el eel} 

Piece UR ol C Lema Le 

can overcome capitalism! 

We all should know by now 

that if we do not mobilise 

today, we will stay behind 

tomorrow. Because as 

Communists we need to 

AeA soc ar I) 

among us every day, we need 

to be communists in the 21* 

Century. Let’s overcome the 

dark past and prove anti- 

communist propaganda is full 

of out and out lies, created by 

the state monopoly capitalist 

driven media. Only 

ery Ne: LM ROA) 

better economic system, 

LeXetacolme cel ectelola Me Lae eM oclacslg 

NYE Wael NLT 

MARL caren mena Ked a (er 

Teele) Mel Mee CE LLe| 

why people stopped trusting 

this ideology, that’s why 

we've got to show the 

Cet eel MOU: melo} 

which has proven that 

socialism is a viable 

alternative, that can have a 

thriving economy, but this can 

ole ag eo ual ym col ale \u ary 

societies in capitalism are 

blindfolded and haven’t been 

able to see that socialism can 

give you more opportunities 

Tame 
Brae ie elon 

by fooling people. People in 

Sele sam Cm olen 

able to recognize this, as 

Diem oM ese Maal 

fares aol cel) 

feo aol Lg 

   



  

behind that mask is the face of 

oppression, exploitation and 

indoctrination. For example, 

the bourgeois media portray 

Barrack Obama as a saviour for 

the working class but in reality 

he is just the smiling face of 
capitalism. Life under capitalism 
becomes harder and harder for 

every generation that comes 
along. One day you are able to 

have full education until 

university and the next day 

education will cost you blood 

and sweat. This means that in a 

few years time the next 
generation will not be able to 

achieve its full potential and 

only those few with rich 

parents will be able to survive 

in society. 

That’s why it is NOW that 

we need to set up targets that 

we can achieve to move 

forward to success, and these 

are: 
Education, we must educate 

the youth in left wing ideology 

in order to have a generation 

that cannot be mislead, we 

must show young people what 

communism is, not just show 

the advantages of it, but also 

point out and analyse the 

historical problems in 

constructing socialism. We 

have to set up an example 

where every idea in the history 

of communism makes a 

contribution to understanding 

what a successful socialist 

society could be. We need to 
make sure that every 

communist can argue and put 
forward their views, we must 

teach members to accept 
people from different religious 

and sexual backgrounds and we 

must make party members full 
time communists, just like 

Lenin said, “You must eat, 
drink and sleep like a 

revolutionary”. 

Trade Unions, we need to 

work within Unions in order to 

gain popularity with every 

worker, we've got to organise 

ourselves and mobilise to 

successfully bring workers and 

trade unionists into the Party, 

communists within unions need 

to push forward the People’s 

® 

UR FUTURE IS SOCIALISM 

Charter and make sure that 

other union members know 

that this is our initiative in 
order to show our allies in the 

movement what our role is and 

what our path to socialism is 

about. 

Getting involved in 

demonstrations is a vital part of 

a political organisation, as 

Communists we must show 

our support towards social 

issues we are fighting for, we 

also need to demonstrate our 

support to the cause and show 

a Marxist-Leninist perspective, 

because from this we can gain 

recognition that we're not just 

a Party that can talk the talk 

but that can also walk the walk. 

And to do this we can draw 

our attention to “Women”, we 

all know that women still get 

paid less than men even in 

trade unions, so as communists 

we need to take this further to 

highlight the point where 
women need to be part of the 

system we are fighting for. Yet 

from this we also need to 

highlight another issue: we 

need to bring more women 

into the movement, because 

one question we all need to ask 

ourselves today is, where are 

the young female comrades? 

We've got to organise a 

movement that can attract 
young women, we need to 
show that in our party women 

can easily take the lead just like 

men, because our organisation 
is based on women and men 

fighting together, but right now 

men seem to be the only ones 

that are working towards 

socialism in this Party. So 

comrades just as we show the 

diversity we have within the 

Party we also have to show the 

equality between men and 

women. 
Communism does have a 

future, but unless we don’t 

realise and do something about 
the various issues I’ve 

mentioned, then we will never 

develop into a real Communist 

Party or in other words we will 

never be the leading the 

Communist Party and Young 

Communist League that Lenin 
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wing ideology 
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a generation 

that cannot be 
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must show 

young people 

what 

communism is, 

not just the 
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but also point 

out the 

historical 

problems in 

constructing 

socialism 

  

wanted us to be. 

We must remember our 

comrades from abroad, anyone 

who can remember footage of 

the 60" anniversary of the 
Socialist revolution in China 

would see the wonders that 

socialism has done for a nation 

that barely had anything to live 

on. Although mistakes have 

been made in China, this nation 

is still on a path to socialism 

domestically, regionally and 

internationally, to the point 

where the Capitalist world has 

given up on invading China 

with their indoctrination. As 
we all know China is 

progressing day by day to 

achieve its nation’s potential. 

Of course it is extremely 

important to remember our 
friends in Latin America and 

this starts with the Cubans. 

We have recently celebrated 

the 50” anniversary of the 
Cuban Revolution and it is 

extremely important that we 

continue to campaign against 

not just the trade blockade on 

Cuba but also the media 

blockade which was disgusting 

during a time in which the 

success of the Revolution was 

being celebrated, only to be 

knocked down even by ‘lefty’ 

newspaper The Guardian. We 

also have a new shining star in 
Latin America and that is 

Venezuela, we must work 
through solidarity movements 

to help create a more positive 

view of Venezuela and the 

Chavez government which is 

hard to find in daily 
newspapers other than the 

Morning Star. Chavez in 
Venezuela has been and will 

continue to be an important 
influence on the spread of 

socialism throughout Latin 

America. 

With the recent postal strike 
it is clear that capitalism is on 

the attack, it is crucial that we 
intervene at this time. If we do 

not, | fear that the word 

socialism won't even exist in 

Britain in the near future. So 

let’s get the Red Flag flying high 

and let’s unite and fight 
together.



    
     

   

Heroes 
by Emily Goodall (age | !) 

Who are the heroes that walk our land? 
ls it the people who just sit there? Or stand? 
Is it the people who fight for their lives? 
Or is it the people who just can survive? 

Is it the rich people, who think they are the 
best? 
Or is it the people who can’t even rest? 

| think it’s the people, who think there’s a 
\| chance, 

The people who believe, they're better than 
pants. 

Pictures by my Country 
by Scott Kristoffer Ripley 

| remember staring at the photograph 
that the journalist had taken in Al-Hillah 
on the circus of sands we call the East 

which we enjoy disturbing with our feet. 

It was in colour and showed the body 
of an indistinguishable man or little boy 
with a bare torso and his penis exposed 
like an unabashed, chewed up intestine. 

| remember that his legs were akimbo 

in drawn ligaments of lace and his face 
looked as those pushed-in buttons do 
ona red leather sofa, or a trodden peach. 

A bomb from a jet-fighter 
only ever seems to leave one thing alone 
and hands in every image have survived, 

with palms as open as when they left 
the womb - predestined for brontide orbs. 

senator for the Chilean Communist Party. His outspoken condemnation of Chile’s 
exploitation by US corporations and the banning of the Chilean CP meant he spent years 

in exile. He died just two weeks after the CIA sponsored coup by the fascist General 
Pinochet on September | 1, 1973 which overthrew the popular socialist government 
Salvador Allende. His funeral became a mass protest against the Pinochet regime 

with mourners chanting “Companero Pablo Neruda!” “Presente!” “Ahora y siempre! 

  POETRY CORNER 

Poetry Corner 
Right, comrade, it’s the hour 

of the garden 
by Pablo Neruda 

Right, comrade, it’s the hour of the garden 
and the hour up in arms, each day 

follows from flower or blood: 
our time surrenders us to an obligation 
to water the jasmines 

’ or bleed to death in a dark street: 

virtue or pain blows off 
into frozen realms, into hissing embers, 
and there never was a choice: 
heaven’s roads, 
once the by-ways of saints, 
are jammed now with experts. 

Already the horses have vanished. 

Heroes hop around like toads, 

mirrors live out emptinesses 

because the party is happening somewhere else, 
wherever we aren’t invited 
and fights frame themselves in doorjambs. 

That’s why this is the last call, 
the tenth clear 
ringing of my bell: 
to the garden, comrade, to the pale lily, 
to the apple tree, to the intransigent carnation, 
to the fragrance of lemon blossoms, 
and then to the ultimatums of war. 

    

    
   

              

    

Ours is a lank country 
and on the naked edge of 
her knife 
our frail flag burns. 

Send us your poems for consideration for the next issue of Challenge to 
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Defending England? 
Given the amount of media attention the ‘English Defence League’ has received, 

Challenge readers would be forgiven for thinking that they we're a mass movement of 

unreconstructed racists & fascists. YCL Scottish Organiser Marc Livingstone charts the ‘rise’ of 

this far-right organisation and reports on their attempts to establish a section in Scotland 

2009 has seen some worrying 
developments in the far right of 
British politics, with the BNP’s 
Euro election gains, their 

highest ever vote in Scotland at 
the Glasgow North East by- 
election, and the apparent 
attempts to bolster and 
legitimise the fascist party in 
some sections of the media, 
particularly Nick Griffin's 

appearance on Question Time. 
We have also witnessed the 

return of Combat 18-style, 
Nazi-saluting skinhead thugs to 
the streets of Britain, in the 
form of the so-called English 
Defence League (EDL), a 
coalition of football hooligans, 
neo-Nazis and other violent 
racist groups, who organise on 
the internet, along with their 
Scottish and Welsh variants 
(the SDL and WDL 
respectively). 

During the Summer the SDL 
and WDL had held 

lslamophobic “demonstrations” 
in the guise of “opposing 
Islamic extremism” in several 

major cities, often near 

Mosques. The demos had been 
met with violent opposition 
from anti-fascists and elements 
of the Muslim community, 

appalled that the local 
authorities were failing to 
protect them from violent 
racists. In Luton, the EDL were 
allowed to hold marches on 
five consecutive weekends 
before they were eventually 
confronted by Muslim youths. 
Community groups had 
opposed a direct confrontation, 
saying that this played into the 
hands of the EDL, allowing 

them to portray the skirmishes 
as “race riots”, but given that 
the police and council had 
completely failed to protect the 
Muslim community, it is entirely 

reasonable that some chose to 
protect themselves. 
Towards the end of the 

Summer we received reports 
that the EDL/SDL were 
planning a demonstration 
outside the central mosque in 
Glasgow on Saturday | 4th 

November. The position of the 
YCL was that all pressure had 
to be put on Glasgow City 
Council and the police to 
prohibit the march from taking 

place, using anti-racist 
legislation or even public order 
legislation (given that the latter 
is frequently deployed against 
demonstrations of the left). If 
the march was to be allowed to 
take place, then it would have 

to be confronted, and not just 

by members of the community 
under attack, but by all those 

who opposed racism, that is, 

the vast majority of the city’s 
inhabitants. 

Searchlight intelligence 
suggested that the far right 

have been attempting to exploit 
sectarian divisions in the west 
of Scotland and build support 
amongst reactionary elements 
of protestant communities. It 
may surprise comrades south 
of the border that in the 21st 
century, areas of Glasgow, 

Lanarkshire and Ayrshire are 
still identified as “protestant 

areas” or “catholic areas”; that 
sectarian violence, including 
murder is a regular occurrence 
and people still ask you what 
school you went to with the 
intention of finding out whether 
it has “Saint” in the name or 
not. Much of this finds 
expression in football matches 
between the “Old Firm” Celtic 
and Rangers, both of whom 
Possess many violent and 
reactionary hooligans amongst 
their fans, but given that 
Rangers supporters wave 
Union Jacks, and sing Rule 
Britannia, they are seen as 

more likely far-right 
sympathisers than the IRA- 
supporting, tricolour-waving 
elements on the other side. 
Recently Rangers fans have 
been seen giving Nazi salutes 
and racially abusing their own 
player, Maurice Edu. Given that 
Glasgow also has some of the 
worst levels of deprivation in 
Western Europe, there would 
be extremely dangerous 
consequences of any 
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penetration by the far right. 
This was the context in which 

the SDL demo was to take 
place. 

In the lead up, two coalitions 
were formed to oppose the 
SDL. One, Scotland United, 
comprising Trade Unions, 

community/faith groups and 
various Left organisations, 

favoured a peaceful 
demonstration in order to 
avoid the clashes which had 
been seen at previous demos 
during the year; the other the 
Glasgow Anti Fascist Alliance, 
comprising Ultra Left groups 
who favoured a direct 
confrontation with the fascists. 
When it was announced that 
the council had banned the SDL 
from assembling outside the 

mosque, the YCL took the 
decision to participate in the 
broad-based, peaceful 

demonstration. 
On the Saturday around a 

dozen YCLers joined the Party 
contingent and made our way 
to the assembly point at 
Glasgow Green. There was a 
massive police presence, with 
more officers and vehicles than 
I've ever seen in the city. We 

were stopped twice on the 
way, asked to unfurl the YCL 

banner and had our names 
taken, despite having made it 
clear that we were on our way 
to a peaceful protest. When we 
asked why we were giving our 

names, we received an 
inadequate (and somewhat 
tautological) response that 
“We're just gathering people’s 
names that are in the area”. 

At the assembly point, we 

heard about fifteen speakers, 
many of them establishment 
figures offering the same 
platitudes about “Scotland’s 
proud history of anti-racism 
[sic]” etc. When Annabel 
Goldie of the Scottish Tories 
took the platform, she was 
greeted by a chorus of boos 
and catcalls. While Goldie’s anti 
-fascist credentials are highly 
dubious, | felt it was the wrong 

time to challenge her, given 
that we wanted the broadest 
possible coalition to oppose the 

SDL. 
At this point, rumours that 

the SDL were on Sauchiehall 
Street started to fly round the 
crowd, and there was a surge 
of (mainly) Anarchists and 
SWP. After an emergency 
debate, the YCL voted 

unanimously to maintain 
discipline and remain with the 
peaceful demo (though in our 
hearts we would have 
preferred to go and fight the 
fascists than to listen to one 
more second of Annable 
Goldie). In hindsight, it is clear 

that we took the correct 
position. 

Only 80 SDL turned up, and 
these were constantly hemmed 
in by the Police, before being 
eventually bussed out of the 
city. The Scotland United 

demonstration went off 
peacefully, with between 2,500 
and 3,000 people in attendance. 
Upon our return to George 
Square, we were castigated by 

THE EDL 

some ultra left activists who 
had boycotted the Scotland 
United demo because the 
platform had included 
representatives of the “racist 
state”, that it had been too 
“respectable” and that the 
STUC had failed to mobilise 
properly for it. To me, this 
seemed like typical ultra- 
leftism; “This isn’t exactly the 
way we would run it, so we'll 
have nothing to do with it”, 
tempered of course, with the 

disappointment that the fight 
they had been spoiling for had 
been prevented. 

Of course we can’t always 
expect to rely on the bourgeois 
state to oppose fascism, and 
the mainstream parties are 

partly responsible for any 
increase in the support for the 
far right. But where legal means 

can be used to prevent racist 
demos, they should be. The 

  
Battle of Cable Street (which 
many on the Ultra Left imagine 
they are re-creating when they 
chant Nazi scum off our streets 
and throw eggs) was only 
necessary because the 
authorities had allowed the 
fascists to march through the 
East End of London, in this 
case, the authorities responded 
to the pressure from the 
opponents of the SDL and took 
the right decision. Any hopes 
that the EDL/SDL had to make 
gains in Glasgow will have been 
dashed by the events of 
Saturday 14th November. 
However, the anti-fascist 

struggle must continue, Young 

Communists must play a 
leading role, and continue to 

participate in the broad 
movement in a non-sectarian 
fashion. 

 



DRUG CLASSIFICATION 

te STAN Wi she ton 

The sacking of Professor David Nutt from the 

government's Advisory Council on the Misuse of 

Drugs has provoked an intense debate on the 
relative harm and classification of illegal drugs in 

Britain. Socialist lawyer Liz Davies examines the 

arguments in the current debate and presents her 
view on how we should respond to the problems. 

If there's one thing that most 
politicians can be relied to 
do, it's to come over all 
authoritarian as soon as the 
word "drugs" is mentioned. 

Professor David Nutt 
found that out to his cost 

when he published the text 
of a lecture, given by him in 
July to an audience that 
included Home Office 
representatives, concluding 
that cannabis is mildly 
harmful but not nearly as 
harmful as alcohol or 
tobacco. 

Nutt's evidence is clearly 
set out in his paper and, 
frankly, his conclusion is 
unsurprising. 

Home Secretary Alan 
Johnson, on the other hand, 
didn't rely on any evidence. 
He just sacked Professor 
Nutt from his position as 
chairman of the Advisory 
Council on the Misuse of 
Drugs having "lost 
confidence" in him. 

When Johnson argues: 
"There are not many kids in 
my constituency in danger of 

falling off a horse - there are 
thousands at risk of being 
sucked into a world of 
hopeless despair through 
drug addiction," he engages in 
classic politicians’ scare- 
mongering. 

The phrase "hopeless 
despair through drug 
addiction" is worth analysing. 
It's unfortunate that Nutt 
chose horse-riding for his 
comparator with ecstasy, as 
it permits Johnson to portray 

Nutt as out of touch with 
most people. 

But Nutt's overall point is 
entirely sensible. There are 

some legal activities which 
society acknowledges there 
is a risk of injury to the user 
and to others but prefers to 
take the risk after having 
decreased it by regulation 

and supervision - not only 
horse-riding but cycling, 

Once illegality is 
out of the picture, 

the suggestion 
that cannabis use 
might lead to 

heroin addiction is 

no more valid 
than suggesting a 

drinker of 
camomile tea will 
get sucked into a 
heavy coffee 

addiction. 

this 

  

driving or travelling in a car, 
eating certain foods, sports 
and all sorts of other 
everyday activities come to 

mind. 
If legal activities are, in 

fact, more risky than the 
risks associated with some 
illegal drugs - cannabis and 
ecstasy - why do we ban 
those drugs? 

It's the fact that cannabis 

and ecstasy are illegal that 
allows Johnson his sleight of 

hand. 
Johnson implies that once 

a young person has 
succumbed to a joint, 
addiction to smack and 
crack cocaine will inevitably 

follow. 
That's nonsense, of 

course. What cannabis, 
ecstasy, heroin and crack 
cocaine have in common is 
that they are illegal, not that 
they all have the same level 
of risk of harm. 

But unlike Johnson, Nutt 
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has examined the evidence. 
He says that cannabis can be 
harmful to some people - 
there is a probable but weak 
causal link between 
psychotic illness and cannabis 
use, meaning some people 
are at a greater risk of having 
psychotic experiences if they 

indulge in cannabis. 
His research does not 

show a link between 
cannabis and schizophrenia 
despite popular belief that 
there is that link. 

Cannabis doesn't kill 
people, but alcohol does, as 
it fuels propensities for 
violence. Tobacco kills both 
smokers and non-smokers. 

It is perfectly rational and 
in accordance with the 
evidence to recognise that 
cannabis is less harmful than 
alcohol or tobacco. And it 
leads to the absurd situation 
that high-risk and low-risk 
drugs - heroin and crack 
cocaine, and cannabis and 
ecstasy - are banned, while 
medium-risk drugs such as 
alcohol and tobacco are not. 

So what's the most 
sensible way forward? 

Nutt recommends 
returning cannabis to class C 
from the present class B 
classification. The problem 
with this approach is that 
cannabis remains illegal but 
the police are less likely 

to prosecute 

someone for possession. 
However, the police retain 
the discretion to prosecute 

and this means that they can 
use that discretion to harass 
certain groups such as black 
people and young people. 

My view is that 
government policy on drugs 
should go much further than 
Nutt recommends. 

It seems to me obvious 
that all drugs, from the less 
risky to the most dangerous, 
should be decriminalised. 
Not because | don't think 
that heroin and crack 
cocaine are dangerous - as 
they obviously are - but 
because | don't see how 
criminalising an addiction can 
help. 

The principal argument 
against the decriminalisation 
of all drugs is that keeping 
class A drugs unlawful deters 
and prevents people from 
using them. That seems to 
ignore reality. Anyone who 
wants to find heroin or crack 
cocaine can, with a certain 
amount of effort. 

So what about the other 
arguments for illegality? 
Johnson's "risk of being 
sucked into a world of 
hopeless despair" is 
principally because drugs are 
illegal. 
Once illegality is out of the 

picture, the suggestion that 
cannabis use might lead to 

~ heroin 
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addiction is no more valid 

than suggesting a drinker of 
camomile tea will get sucked 
into a heavy coffee addiction. 

Decriminalisation would 

end the huge discretion 
currently enjoyed by the 
police to harass and 
criminalise someone who 

might have a joint or pill in 
his or her pocket. It would 
allow addicts who want help 
and treatment to seek that 
help openly without any fear 
that they will be treated as 
criminals. 

The legal supply of drugs 
would, quite simply, break 
-the link with organised 
crime. And it would probably 
keep prices down so that 
addicts felt less compulsion 
to commit crimes to pay for 
their habits. Indeed, open 
legal suppliers would be 
businesses paying taxes, 
responsible for paying and 
treating their employees 
properly and resolving 
differences through the 
courts like everyone else. 

Legalising the supply of 
drugs allows for regulation. 

There can be restrictions on 
where drugs can be sold, to 
whom, in what form and 
quantity, and plenty of advice 

available about the risks 
involved. Society would 
accept that the consumption 
of harmful drugs is risky but 
would prefer that , risk to 
be out in the     

open rather than part of a 
criminal underworld. 

The 19th century 
temperance movement was 
absolutely convinced that 
because alcohol is dangerous 
for drinkers and harms 
others it should be 
prohibited. 
Between 1920 and 1933 

during the prohibition-era in 
the United States gangsters 
flourished and alcohol 
consumption first decreased 
but then rose over the 
period. 

The risks associated with 
drinking alcohol increased 
because its illegality 

prevented regulation and it 
was often diluted with even 
more dangerous substances. 
Public resources were spent 
on closing down speakeasies 
rather than treating 
alcoholics. 
Nowadays we know far 

more about the risks of 
alcohol. But we prefer to 
publicise those risks and 

treat the consequences, 
rather than drive alcohol 

underground again. Shouldn't 
we start to take the same 
approach to other drugs? 

Liz Davies is a political activist, 

barrister and chairwoman of 

the Haldane Society of Socialist 
Lawyers and is writing in a 
personal capacity. This article 
originally appeared in the 
Morning Star on Thursday | 2th 
November.



RISE OF THE BNP 

Combating the BNP 
The BNP’s appearance on question time provoked an intense response but is the strategy for 

countering their growing influence working? George Waterhouse looks at how we can most 
effectively counter the fascist threat. 

Tae Molter ane 
economic crisis should 

automatically lead to an increase 
in support for the left. The 
XT STua Lay) Aico) o) ooo) MX Mod ay 

ice hia elm Celera god 

contradicts this point of view. 

Seem 
pressures that are feeding the 

BNP’s growth in support could 

easily be utilised to win support 
for the left. This will not happen 
due to some mechanical process, 
it needs to be fought for. By 

ECA Mel uate ove) telen|| 
conditions, the factors 
contributing to the rise of the 

BNP become apparent. 

Essentially these factors are the 

weakness of the Labour 
Rite ue R eels 

bourgeois politicians and the 

ideological supremacy of 

Cee Niel mnt ee ea Ce 
of the Berlin Wall. When we 

examine conditions that account 
for both the decline of the 

Lol mena Ce ma Maa) 
support for fascist parties in 

Britain, we see that the two are 
Taree) aaah —s 
Bee g oe le 

fascist campaign 

and struggle for 

socialism run 

Pete le 

each other; the 
solutions to the 

elma 

the fuel for the 

later. 
Ge comer a 

everyone is familiar 
with friends, family and 
workmates who not only 
sympathise with aspects of 
BNP policy, but 

wholeheartedly support the 

SINT NSE eM AZo kxe) 

for them. What better way for 
young communists to try to 

understand this, than by looking 
at the political experience 

of young people 

today? 

Many people of our generation 

have grown up in the shadow of 

huge defeats for our labour 

movement; the miner’s strike 
nie Me Camo 
systematic destruction of 
CTC Cae ay met A 

along with the unions who 

represented those who worked 

in it and their communities. By 

looking at the growth in support 
SoC ME Rc a AZ 
experienced this enforced 

industrial decline we can see that 

this is one of the main factors 

that have contributed to the 
growth in support for the BNP. 

Nevertheless, it is not just the 

weakness of the labour 
movement that provides the 

conditions for fascism to 

fTnoky oC nM ol ee yo) aT 
Nola day ee) AULA 
oN ero rele Ue ta 
oe VACA Rol met 
1) ea LC OE MS Zn cod 
of the failures of the Tory-New 
Labour-Lib Dem synthesis that 

Ie) TROL aT ool p< Col 
These conditions, together with 
eel 
Par aurea eae ete) 

Wie arate em RCo mt) 
Berlin wall, has contributed to 
the lack of socialist 

consciousness among people of 

our generation. It is constantly 

spouted from the news media 

EUR co mena estore 
communism was bad and is 

Cee Ce 

Tel ide trol tT) 

Icy moll 

Ecol gfe: 

a hen 

So MoS 

sometimes even said to be 

Me RUE n 

TNR cle Mol MUS) elie lao 
Meta oeee 

communism and win our 

SCO 1efo leo) i -1m ol Re (- aa Ke} 

combat the rise of fascism. The 
Cer aon Te elt) 
in this place before; the ‘end of 

history’ thesis that accompanied 
the fall of communism in Eastern 
Europe is merely part of a rich 

history of lies and 

Dele uC tele a mara td 

communist movement has 
EC y AML mcoMe(-c Ravine 

TMs come Used 

communism, a weak labour 

ieee Tem olla) Oy 

Lol gto) Lee emg 
growth in support for fascism, 

SMUT aC ata) RICE 

for the anti-fascist movement? 

Every person who has 
participated in any form of 
antifascist campaigning will be 
aware of the trend of over- 

zealous activists who blockade 

roads and scream “NAZI!” at 

any white, working class bloke 
SoMa CR MSE NZ Ce  T 

Cola arelolMel KM CoM Yo) 1K) 

antifascist campaigners from our 

oT Tee eM Ee Melle sta aya 

into the hands of the fascists 

SOME CE CMe aM odd 181d) 
SZ os 
Too long have the BNP been 

allowed to play the part of 
devoted patriots, 

supposedly the 

rN CSE Ue 

up for ‘British 
NZL eal 

BAT eK Ay 

communist Boris Ziherl stated in 

his book Communism and 

elu Toa eae Ma esol LB 
bourgeoisie attempted to 

Peltier MOON CEC 

indifferent and hostile towards 
Rie eo ol 
country and people, but, while 

the bourgeoisie sided with the 

ire aa Nr Celol ea aM ore La 

proved by their deeds that they 

NRRL Te) 

daughters of their nation. 
Progressives must stand up 
against the lies peddled by the 
BNP and display that we truly 

iso g ck Xa ol Ma Leo l Col mano 
fascists whose political 

Sole Te mae Cet aol 
NAM eg mM tet oltTy 

basis for our radicalism, going 

back to the Levellers, the 
Tolpuddle Martyrs and the 

Chartists. The more we start to 
contextualise our movement 
within the tradition of Thomas 
CUD Comer kee eae a 

Pollitt, the more the general 
Foe) eT MC ar Cae nT a=] Li 
eM eM US elem eel 

Goebbels, Himmler and Goering. 
It will only take us so far to ask 
the British electorate to vote for 
anyone apart from the BNP, we 

must provide the alternatives 

and fight the battle to win back 
those areas where the 

fascists have poisoned 

STAC aaa) 
Mola exe (a) 

EW Aer ma icy 

Ua al aol 

the People’s 

(eras 

provide 

the 
perfect 

vehicle for the 

left to offer a 
Pines e oT aCe) 

bourgeois politicians, which will 

in turn help to combat fascism. 
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US BLOCKADE 
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After nearly 50 years of the illegal economic blockade of Cuba by the US government 

South Wales CSC secretary and YCL press & communications officer Matt Brierley examines 

the background to the blockade and the scale of international condemnation. 

On Wednesday, 28" 
October, the United Nations 
voted overwhelmingly by 187 

votes to 3 to condemn the 
illegal and immoral US trade 
blockade on Cuba, the 18" 
year in a row it has done so. 
Despite support from Israel 
and the tiny Pacific Republic 
of Palau, the US stands alone 
in its adherence to a policy 
which smacks of Cold War 
rhetoric. 

It is 49 years since the 
blockade was put in place as a 
result of the socialist 
government's expropriation 
of foreign assets such as 
those of the despised United 
Fruit Company. Following the 
success of the Cuban 
Revolution in 1959, the 
government of Fidel Castro 

had sought to take back the 
power over its resources, 

and determine its own 
agenda, free from the limits 
imposed by US economic and 
political interests. This did 
not go down well with the 

It is 49 years since 

the blockade was 

putin place asa 

result of the 

socialist 

government's 

expropriation of 

foreign assets 

such as those of 
the despised 

United Fruit 

Company. 

  

ruling classes in the US, who 

saw Cuba as an unofficial 51* 
state, and Havana as being the 
playground of the rich elite. 
However, more importantly, 
they were aware of the impact 
that a socialist state in their 
own back yard could serve to 
other countries with similar 
aspirations. 

In order to ensure the 

hegemony of their interests, 
the US proceeded to place 
economic sanctions on the 
small island nation of || million 
people. It is rumoured that on 
the evening of 6" February, 
1962, Pierre Salinger, press 
secretary to the President of 
the United States, was asked by 
John F. Kennedy to acquire 
1000 Cuban cigars for his 
personal consumption. The 
following day, the relevance to 
this seemingly strange request 
became apparent. Kennedy 

signed into force an executive 
order extending the trade 
blockade of Cuba, in the hope 
of paralysing the economy, 

however this only led Castro 
to seek help from the Soviet 
Union which lasted up to the 

late ‘80s. 
Policies towards the 

blockade have varied through 
different administrations, but it 
has remained in place and in 
1992, after the collapse of the 

Soviet Union, the Bush 
government enacted the Cuban 
Democracy Act, known as the 
Torricelli Act, which forbids 
American companies, including 
subsidiaries abroad, from 
engaging in any trade with 
Cuba. Foreign ships using 
American ports were not 
allowed to travel to Cuban 
ports for a period of 180 days 
in the hope of causing an 
economic collapse. Foreign 
ships returning from Cuba 

were also interned. Moreover, 
it also forbade Cuban families 
living in the United States from 
sending any cash remittances 
to Cuba. 

As a consequence of the 
Torricelli Act, which cut all 

 



trade and technological links 

between Cuba and the US, Cuba 
has to look further afield for new 
sources of supplies and markets 
for exports. The country 
therefore incurs much greater 
transportation and freight costs 
which in turn aggravate its 
economic crisis. 

In 1996, the Torricelli Act was 

strengthened by the Helms- 
Burton Act that not only legalises 
all the prohibitions of the 
blockade but also calls for a 
more active interference in the 
internal functioning of the 
country to bring about 
destabilisation and promote 
‘regime change’. It also extends 
its remit to any transaction or 

business enterprise that may 
benefit the Cuban economy. This 
act calls for the submission of 
yearly reports on all aid, trade 

and ventures between Cuba and 
other countries, firms or 

individuals. As a result of this act, 
Hilton Hotels and Barclays Bank 
refuse to deal with Cuban 
customers worldwide for fear of 
being prosecuted under this law. 
These measures were made 

even more significant taking into 

account the state of the Cuban 
economy following the loss of 
85% of their trade with the 
Eastern Bloc countries post 
1989. Even before this disaster, 
life in Cuba was made difficult by 
the blockade, especially in the 

field of health where access to 
replacement parts in equipment 
has proved difficult, as 70% of 
companies that manufacture 
equipment and reagents for 
diagnostic purposes are US 
owned, as are the majority of 
pharmaceutical companies. 
Sometimes alternative medicines 
and treatment cannot be found 
or have to be imported from 
other parts of the world at far 
higher prices. 

Despite the resilience of the 
Cuban people, these laws still 
incur a huge burden on what is 
still classed as a developing 
nation by the UN. The prospects 
of ending the blockade within the 

US have been hampered by 
numerous issues, notably the 
strong Cuban American lobbyists 
in Miami who have played an 
important role in the election of 

US BLOCKADE 

a number of recent 
Presidents, notable George 
W. Bush, on the back of 
promises to increase 
sanctions. Despite a couple of 
positive actions by the new 
Obama administration, 
change has been purely 
superficial to date, and at its 
core, there is still the lack of 
recognition by the US of 
Cuban sovereignty when they 
refuse to talk to the 
government of Raul Castro 
without preconditions. This 
retains the arrogance and 
lack of respect shown by 
previous administrations, and 

until this changes, then there 
is little hope in moving the 
debate forward. 

However, as the UN vote 
has proved, international 
opinion on the blockade and 

_relations with Cuba are not 

~ generally in line with US 
policy. With the emergence 
of the Bolivarian movement 
in Latin America, the high 

profile case of the 5 Cuban 
Heroes (Miami 5), the 
unselfish internationalism of 

Cuban doctors in working 
abroad and the continuing 
work of Solidarity 
movements worldwide to 
highlight these issues, a 
movement has been created 
which offers a different 
perception to that peddled by 
the right wing media, both in 
North America and beyond. 

As advocates of socialism, | 
believe that it is important 
that we hold the Cuban 
experience up to as many 
people as we can. The Cuba 
Solidarity Campaign is an 
excellent vehicle for doing 
this and has a fine history of 
standing side to side with the 

people of Cuba. We must 
lobby our elected 
representatives to follow 
policies that help foster 
better relations and reject 
the aggressive stance as taken 
by the US, however much 
Barak Obama talks about 
‘change’. However, 
significantly, only by extra 
parliamentary activity can we 
hope to affect real change, as 
people begin to understand 

  

the relevance of Cuba's 
ongoing plight and potential. 
This year has already seen a 
record 248 MPs sign up to 
Early Day Motion 1171 
following constituency 
pressure, urging the Foreign 
Secretary, David Miliband MP, 
to visit Cuba to help develop 
better relations. 
The Cuban experience has 

many positive examples that 
can be utilised to champion 
the socialist cause. The health 
and education systems have 
been well publicised but in 
addition, the burgeoning field 
of sustainable agriculture 
(90% of all food produced in 
Cuba is organic), science and 
social security all offer 
revolutionary examples of 
how a centrally planned, 
socialist state can benefit 
working people. | would urge 
all Young Communists to join 
up with the campaign to bring 
pressure to bear on those 
who wish to see this fantastic 
example hindered in such a 
callous way. 
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MARXISM & RELIGION 

  

Continuing the debate about Marxism & Religion, Tim Gulliver looks at what, if 

anything, the early Roman philosophical materialists have to say about the 
nature of the universe 

“All right... all right... but apart 

from better sanitation and 

medicine and education and 

irrigation and public health and 

roads and a freshwater system 

and baths and public order... 

what have the Romans done 

for us?” — The People’s Front 
of Judea. Or was it the Judean 

People’s Front? Or the 

Popular Front? 

Despite the introduction, 
this article is not about the 
fractured left in the Life of 

Brian. It is about philosophy, 
and good hard-working Roman 

philosophy at that (apologies to 

any Graecophiles). 
With the recent discussions 

on religion, atheism and 

Marxism in Challenge it seems 

appropriate to look at some of 
the founding fathers of 

materialist philosophy and see 
what we can learn from 
ancient discussions on the 
nature of the mind, soul, gods 

and universe. 

In the first-century BC the 

Roman poet and philosopher 

Titus Lucretius Carus 

(Lucretius) wrote De Rerum 

Natura (DRN) “On the Nature 
of the Universe”. In this 7,400 

line didactic poem Lucretius 

builds upon the philosophies of 

Epicurus and Democritus, 

proclaiming to his audience 

that: nil igitur mors est ad nos 

neque pertinet hilum “therefore 

death is nothing to us, nor 

does it matter at all” and that: 
quare religio pedibus subiecta 
vicissim opteritur, nos exaequat 

victoria caelo “wherefore 
religion is in turn trampled 
down beneath the feet of men, 
and man’s victory makes us 

equal to the heavens”. 
What led Lucretius to these 

radical thoughts? What can we 
learn from his philosophy and 

that of Epicurus? 
Epicurean philosophy is often 

interpreted as the quest for 
pleasure. Critics equate this 

witha hedonistic pursuit of 

pleasurable experiences to the 
detriment of all else in life. You 
may ask, “If pleasure is the 
most important thing in life, 
why should | go to work, or do 
anything that is not 

pleasurable?” While this may 

the greatest 

obstacle to 

happiness as the 

suffering caused 

by the fear of the 

unknown, of 

death and of the 

gods. Only once 

these irrational 

fears have been 

banished can 

humans be free to 

live their lives. 

  

hold true to some extent, 

further reading teaches us 

that it is not the transitory, 

kinetic, pleasures of the body 

that are important. Lucretius 

gives the example: Once our 

thirst is quenched, drinking 

more water does not bring us 
any more pleasure. 

Rather it is katastematic 

pleasure, the happiness of 

contentment and freedom 
from pain, which is important. 

In DRN Lucretius identifies 
the greatest obstacle to 
happiness as the suffering 

caused by the fear of the 
unknown, of death and of the 

gods. Only once these 

irrational fears have been 

banished can humans be free 

to live their lives. We should 
seek to remove suffering 
caused not only by illness or 

financial hardship, but also, 
through philosophy, all false 

superstitions about the world. 
Only then will we reach 
ataraxia, true happiness. 

Once we accept our own 
mortality we no longer need 
to fear heaven, hell, god or 
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MARXISM & RELIGION 

the afterlife; we are instead able 
to right the wrongs of the 

world around us. 

The central arguments of the 

poem are the proofs of the 
mortality of the soul. Lucretius 

gives thirty examples of how the 

soul is mortal. These range 

from the cutting off of limbs in 

battle, chopping worms in half 

and the appearance of maggots 

in dead bodies; to epilepsy, the 

death of Socrates and a rather 
strange account of the wrong 
souls being born into the wrong 

bodies of animals. By far the 

most important is the revelation 

that the soul is made of atoms. 
Two thousand years before 

Einstein, Lucretius argued that 

the universe is made of 

indestructible atoms. While we 
now know that atoms are made 

of protons, electrons and 
neutrons (and even quarks), 
Lucretian philosophy still holds 

true. Everything is made of the 

same tiny bits of stuff. The 

universe is merely a 
combination of these particles 

within the void. Just as these 

particles come together to form 

a page in Challenge, so too do 
they come together to form 

your body, your brain, and the 

electronic interactions that give 

you consciousness. Your soul is 

the interaction of these particles 

within your body. It then 

follows that just as your body is 
broken up in death, so too is 

your soul. 

When devoid of sense and 
thought, a dead person cannot 

miss being alive. Do you fear 

that time before you were 

born? No, because you were 

not alive to experience it. Just 

as you do not fear the time 

before you existed, you should 
not fear the time when you 

return to not existing. 

Lenin reiterated this view of 
the soul in his critique of 

idealism “Materialism and 

Empirio-Criticism”. Lenin 

famously remarks that to deny 

the material existence of the 

soul and sensation would lead 

us to believe that, “Sensation, 

then, exists without ‘substance’ 

i.e., thought exists without 

brain! Are there really 

Only religion 

teaches us to 

fear death. 

Only religion 

justifies the 

evils of this 

world by 

promising a 

better afterlife. 

Only the 

superstitions of 

religion teach 

us to fear that 

which does 

not exist. 

  
philosophers capable of 
defending this brainless 
philosophy?” 

Once the mortality of 

the soul has been accepted 

as true, we are able to 

draw the following 

conclusions. Only religion 
teaches us to fear death. 

Only religion justifies the 

evils of this world by 
promising a better afterlife. 

Only the superstitions of 

religion teach us to fear 

that which does not exist. 

How is this applicable or 

relevant to us as Marxists? 

No one is able to disagree 

with the Christian tenet of 
“love thy neighbour”. 

While an atheist | am not 
going to deny the right of a 
person to his or her own 

beliefs. The problem arises 

when these beliefs are 

based upon lies, and these 
lies in turn have negative 

impacts on the lives of 

others. More important 

still are the practices and 

traditions of religious 

orders that have 

developed outside of holy 

texts to form states and 

  

doctrines of their own. 

One only has to look at 
the rise of creationalism in 

the United States; the 

oppression of women in 

strict Islamic states; 

persecution of 
homosexuals; female 
circumcision; marital rape; 

religious genocide. Horrific 

practices are not the 

proviso of the religious, 

but religion is often used 
to justify them. 

The creation of a better, 

more equal world, must be 

based on reason and truth. 

We, not just as Marxists 

but also as humans, must 

do all we can to stand up 
and protect what is proven 

to be true. Epicurus, in a 

letter to Herodotus wrote, 

“Falsehood and error lie in 
the addition of opinion”. 

When opinion and 

superstition stand in the 

way of progress we must 
all rise to the defence of 

reason! 
And the roads. Don’t 

forget the roads! 
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Thanks for all your 

supportive comments on my last 
column on regional dialects. 
Well, | think they were meant to 
be that but since | spake Yim-Yam 

(see Challenge Autumn 09), | was 
niwer too sure what some of 
them strange comments were. 

This time, although the Black 
Country is paradise, | think I'd 
find somewhere slightly off- 
centre from that. Grudgingly, | 

concede that the biggest county 

in England is Yorkshire. So, as | 

once heard Arthur Scargill speak 

on the radio, | think | must be an 
expert on Tyke. Yes, that's what 

they call that strange sound that 
Monty Python uses when they do 

that famous sketch. You 
remember that one: "We lived in 
a hole in t' road, ate gravel” .... 

and ... "Trouble at t' Mill. One of t' 

crossbeam's gone out of skew on t' 
treadle." 

More impressively, Tyke has its 

roots in ancient languages, such 

as Old English and Old Norse. 
There are even Dialect Societies 

      

fl 

REGIO   

Ay up, 
00-er 

  

mf 
Sue Andrews continues her celebration of the diversity of language 

this time turning her eye to the largest county in England 
that promote it. A kind of 
L'Académie Yorcaise. They need it 

because you can forget the 

debate between the Peoples’ 

Front of Judea and the Popular 

Peoples' Fr... you know what | 

mean. Look, let's just say that 

Yorkies are so fractious that 

many Tyke words are only used 
in specific areas of the county. I'm 
told that there is one particular 
word used only in a small village 

between Barnsley and 
Huddersfield but I'm too shy to 
tell you what it is. 

Leeds accents tend to be very 

deep and gruff, even if you're gay. 
But take care when you hear the 

higher pitched voice associated 

with Pontefract and Castleford, 
since Rugby League is very 
popular in those parts. Only a 
stone’s throw from there, in 
Wakefield, to fit in you need to 
adopt a much lower pitch and 

use much longer, drawn out 
vowels. (I said ‘vowels’, cloth 
ears!) "No" in Pontefract sounds 

like "Noh", whereas in Wakefield 

Tyke Phrasebook 
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it’s more like "Nerr". Don’t start 
me on "dee" for "thee" and "da" for 
"thou". You have to be really 
careful, you know, since a "floo-er" 
is a “flower” - a term of affection in 
the northern and eastern part of 

_ Yorkie-bar-land but a “floor” in the 

western parts. “Darling, my 
wonderful floor, just pass me the 

tomato sauce, will you?" certainly has 
a bit of a ring to it. 

The reason for this is that the 
east is influenced by the Danish 

language, whereas the west leans 

to Icelandic, with a bit of Norman 

and Saxon bastardisation (whoops, 

careful!). So the difference is all 

due to the Vikings. Them that 
survived the rape and pillage must 

have been pretty hard because this 

shows up when saying the simple 
word ‘father’. You’re a westerner 
if you say ‘fatther,' which is quite 
hard. Whereas people from the 

north and east of Yorkshire 

pronounce it much softer; as in, 
‘feyther,' or 'faather'. Presumably, 

they'd used up all their 

testosterone in raping an...no, | 

won't go there. 
Forget political ideology; which 

side of the ‘baff' versus ‘bahff' 

divide are you on? It 

almost defines class in 

most northern English 

accents. Apparently, that's 

ied ig something else altogether, 

SUN to do with the Great Vowel 
Elena Shift - no, not a bodily 

function but a by-product of 

Lalla tee] peasant wars some seven 

centuries ago. Anyway, 

lll Yorkshire speakers all use 
ulelele\a the short ‘a’ in words like 

iv=)|feq) bath and grass. As is well 
known, posh people like 

actors say ‘baaath' when 

they're off-set but, when they 
get to appear in a lucrative East 

eee! Enders part, they jump at the 
(lyin chance to say "baaaaafff"! 

And..."soooortid", whatever that 

means. 

Most Yorkies are so hard they 
MEMS don't pronounce the ‘r' in that 

word: they say "had" for ‘hard’, 

whereas southern softies say it 

proper...er, improper. If you are 

from the ‘saath’ (the way they'd 
say it) and want to pretend to be 
someone who can denounce 

softies from the ‘sahth' (they way 
they'd say it), you'll have to learn 
the glottal-stop. No, it's not a 
dance, pay attention! 
Suppose you want to tell 

someone that you heard a loud 

noise during the night? Or to use 
the correct terminology: "There 
was a reeytt bang in the night." 
Using the right (reeytt) spelling, 

someone from Yorkshire will say: 

"Ther worra reeytt bang in t' neyt." 
Except that you don't really say 

the "t'" of "t'neyt". It stays silent but 
your throat tightens up inside as a 

sort of pause before you say "t". 

Imagine you’re about to barf (no, 
not have a bath but about to 

vomit). What's happening is that 

part of your larynx tenses to mark 

a missing sound. Some languages 

use this so much that they have a 

letter of the alphabet for it, we 

just have the Tykes. 

So, you're going up t’north for a 
family holiday visiting relatives and 

should now be ready to try out a 

few phrases — there’s a list of Tyke 
words below for you to begin 

feeding in to conversation. Forget 

trying to order “dos cervaza, por 

favor’, try asking after Auntie Joan’s 

state of health and you might get, 

“Oh, she's reeytt badly” thrown 
back at you. Take care not to say 

“doing badly at what?”, or your 
Uncle Arthur might threaten to 

“give you a good braying" [beating]. 
If he does threaten this, you 

shouldn’t shriek in best Californian 

-ese, “OmiGod!” but “Eeh, by gum”. 

This might establish that you're 
not “back'ard at comin’ forr'ad” [a 

pushy person] and only then will 

your relatives allow you to “put 

wood in t’ole [shut the door]. | 
can’t help you if they decide you 

couldn't “manage a set of fat 
bobbies” [do anything right], your 

probably a “nesh” [cold, unfeeling] 
southerner anyway! 
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All good Science-Fiction is 
replete with subtext and 

allegorical references to 

contemporary political and 

social issues. Far from being 
the work of pure imagination 

and fantasy it is always a 
reflection of its time. Whether 
it’s; Invasion of the 
Bodysnatchers which has been 

interpreted as both as a 

reflection of anti-communist 
cold war hysteria ‘reds under 

the bed’ to a scathing attack on 
McCarthyism; HG Wells’ The 

Time Machine (where the class 

divisions in society lead to the 

evolution of two separate 
species); or Robert Heinlein’s 

celebration of a militaristic, 
jingoistic, pseudo-fascist future 

society in Starship Troopers 
(which of course was given an 
ironic slant for the screen by 

Paul Verhoeven-along with his 

usual dose of gratuitous 
nudity). 

For Marxists the fact that a 
particular aspect of culture 
reflects the ideas and tensions 

present within the class 

struggle is hardly a revelation 

i 

yet for a genre which in the 
main deals with our vision of 

humanity’s future, it is a 

particularly potent 

battleground for these ideas. 
Whilst it’s true that the vast 
majority of culture is shaped by 
the dominate ideology of the 

time, i.e. the ideology of the 

ruling class, not every idea is a 
reflection of it and combined 

with a materialist view of 
history it is very easy to see 

how the ideas present within 
this genre are a reflection of 
those that predominate in the 

class struggle in any given 
period. 

This use of science fiction as 

an allegory for the political and 

social ideas that emerge from 
the class struggle in every 
epoch is not even a ‘modern’ 
development. Arguably one of 

the first popular science fiction 
novels Mary Shelley’s 
Frankenstein was inspired both 

by the politics of the French 

revolution (her parents were 

after all the radical philosopher 
William Godwin and the 
famous feminist Mary 

For Marxists 

the fact that 

a particular 

aspect of 

culture 

reflects the 

ideas and 

tensions 

present within 
the class 

struggle is 
hardly a 

revelation 

  

Woolstonecraft) and the 

alienation caused by 

industrialisation and the rising to 
prominence of the capitalist 

mode of production. 

Whilst science fiction of the 

early 20 century was almost 
certainly dominated by the 
politics and ideology of the 
ruling class, the potential for 

exploring the themes prevalent 

in contemporary society was 
not fully seized upon by Marxists 

until the beginnings of popular 
front politics. The broad front 

Politics of the 1930's and ‘40's, 
particularly in the US inspired 

many forays into the field. 
Indeed Isaac Asimov was 
particularly close to this 

movement and certainly his 

early work, some of the more 
famous novels in his Foundation 

and Galactic Empire series are 
clearly prefaced on a slightly 

distorted version of historical 
materialism. Indeed most of 

Asimov's work is directed 

towards highlighting the 

disordered nature of capitalist 
society by portraying an equally 

disordered human empire of the 

 



future. 
Although there are some 

clear examples of classic 

Socialist Sci-Fi that emerged 
from the Soviet Union prior to 

the 1960's, including Aleksey 

Tolstoy’s classic Aelita (where 
a Red Army officer travels to 
Mars to help inspire a 

revolution), it wasn’t until the 
1960's when the potential for 

making use of a genre 

primarily concerned with the 
future for humanity and 

. therefore represented a 
potent weapon in the 

ideological battleground for 

socialist and communist ideas, 
was seized upon. After all any 

society that is sufficiently 
technologically advanced to 

have perfected inter-stellar 
travel would have to have 
resolved the contradictions 

posed by the dominance of a 
capitalist mode of production. 

The Noon series by Arkady 

and Boris Strutgasky is set in a 
future society where the 

struggle for socialism has 

triumphed and human beings 
have advanced to a fully 

  

communist global society. 

Although the series bears a lot 
of resemblance to the future 

society presented in Star Trek 

it is an altogether more 
materialist vision than the 

technocratic utopian view of 
the future present in 

Roddenberry’s work. 
Of course the defeats 

suffered by the working class 
during the 1980's and 1990's 

and the slow recovery of the 
communist movement 
internationally, coupled with 

the way in which intervention 
in the cultural sphere by 

Marxists was manipulated by 

Euro-Communists, have left us 
with precious few examples of 

genuine Socialist Sci-Fi to 
combat the largely dystopian 
future portrayed. In fact the 

current penchant for science- 
fiction re-makes, reboots and 

re-imaginings has not just 
added new bells and whistles 

to Sci-Fi classics but have (with 

a few notable exceptions) 
been a complete subversion of 

the ideology presented in the 
original which if not explicitly 

LTURE 

Marxist are at least 
Socialistic. Nowhere in the 
new Star Trek film do we 

have a reflection of the 

Utopian classless society 
present in Roddenberry’s 

original vision (or even its 
80's & 90’s TV spin-offs). 
Instead we're treated to 2 

hours of pimply teenagers 

jumping and running around 
like headless chickens and 

acting like they’re in an 

episode of the OC. Perhaps 

I'm being unfair and it will be 
further explored in future 
films however it’s far from 

the exception. 
Even more sinister is the 

new version of the 80’s 
classic V which only an idiot 

would dismiss as a by-the- 

numbers alien invasion story. 
The original mini-series 
opens with a dedication to 

resistance fighters past, 
present & future; its opening 

scene is set ina 
‘rebel’ (FMLN) camp in El 

Salvador where we see the 
heroic defence by the 

guerrillas and their slaughter 
by the US-supported 

government; an alien 
orchestrated conspiracy is 
presented in the bourgeois 

media as justification for the 
internment and ostracisation 

of all scientists; the main 
secondary characters include 
a Mexican gardener-cum- 
resistance fighter whose 

grandfather fought for 
Zapata, a priest who was in 
Umkhonto We Sizwe and a 
Holocaust survivor who 
begins the mass spray 

painting of V (for Victory) 
over the alien occupiers’ 

propaganda posters that 

bear a striking resemblance 

to Nazi posters used in 

occupied territories. In fact 

it’s at times almost crude in 

its portrayal of the reptilian 
invaders as Nazis (their 
emblem pictured below is 

obviously modelled on the 
swastika) and pulls no 

punches in exposing the 
collaboration of many of 

those in power with the 

occupying force and how 

they utilise the mechanisms 
of the state to suppress 

opposition. Yet the re- 
imagined series, currently 

airing on US television, has 
had its politics gutted and 
replaced with a political 
message that is more 
reminiscent of Pat 

Buchanon’s view of the 

world. This time the sinister 

reptilian invaders who come 

to profess peace, hope and 
change and tantalise the 

humans with such evil alien 
ideas as Universal Health 
Care. From Hitler to Obama 

| wouldn’t be surprised if in 
the next episode the aliens 

claim that humans are really 
descended from apes and 

that the earth isn’t 6,000 

years old. 
The commodification of 

culture is nothing new nor 

should we be particularly 
surprised that capitalist 

companies are in the main 

only interested in producing 
series which reinforce the 

ideology of the ruling class. 
But for an aspect of culture 

which has such a rich culture 

of Communist, Socialist and 
Progressive ideas surely its 

time for us to develop the 

next generation of Socialist 
Sci-Fi. 

   



  

  aaa 

Marianne Rodie 

Music Reviews 222.222. 
cent singles. 

Meet me Halfway - Black Eyed Peas 
| must say it has been nigh on impossible to put into words just how much | 
loathe this song. Instead | resort to trampling TVs, beating radios and slapping 

faces whenever | hear it. Yes, Will..Am is one of the best producers around in 
the music industry today, so why oh why does he produce such a projectile 
vomit-causing song? The lyrics are pointless (Hey girl wuz up, wuz up, wuz up, 
wuz up) and the tune predictable. The only thing | can find from the depths of 
my cranium to mention in favour of the third single they have released this year 
is that at least it isn’t as suicidally dreadful as “I’ve got a feeling”. Now that 
really was appalling. “Meet me halfway” is a whiny love story that seems to go 
on forever. All | can say is hopefully the astonishing success of the Black Eyed 
Peas will come to ‘the END’ very, very soon. 

  

Them Crooked Vultures — New Fang 
Well, they just sound like Queens of the Stone Age is the thought that 

ls plonked itself miserably into the middle of my consciousness when listening to 
CROOKED the long awaited and long whispered about new Homme/Paul-Jones/Grohl 

drat ecg project. It almost feels like they’ve spent so long trudging along the grapevine 
AU URES that they’d run out of steam by the time they’ve managed to reach their bated 

-breath public. There is nothing overtly wrong, | just feel they could be better. 
The heavy Homme influence on the record isn’t necessarily a bad thing, Rated 
R and Songs for the Deaf are both contemporary classics. However this 
record should be a deliciously raw sandwich of bluesy Zeppelin, rock and roll 
Foo Fighters and melodic Queens. Unfortunately it is more a big hunk of Josh 
Homme steak with a sloppy side salad of the other two, who are they again? 

3 words - Cheryl Cole 
Cheryl Cole truly has everything, Eyelashes that could charm a tarantula, 
cheekbones so sharp they could shave Ashley’s head and we know she can pack 
a punch, but what about her pipes? Well, prime time musical god himself Simon 

Cowell once said they were “a little bit pitchy” and as always he is right. She 
can’t really sing but in this second collaboration with Black Eyed Peas producer, 
writer, rapper and singer Will.l.Am she shines almost as much as her perfectly é 
polished Croydon facelift. In an interview chronicling the making of the video 
for their first alliance on the record “heartbreaker” Will.|.Am was found to 
reveal he didn’t really know who Cheryl was. She says she was hired to do a bit 
of street dancing in the video and (after hearing she was a singer) he asked if 
she could put some vocals on the song. This raises the question, why did this : 
second track come about? Cheryl’s mighty singing ability? Or her rise to A list 
status? | think I'll settle for the latter. Of course none of this matters for the ce 
simple fact that this song is actually quite good. Their voices work together like 
the slightly unpredictably joyous partnership of jam and peanut butter. “3 words” is essentially a love song that has a 
slightly sinister edge. The backbeat has an urgency that pumps through the song breathlessly while the vocals flow 

dreamily over it. Wow, | actually lasted a whole review without mentioning what a national treasure we all think she is. 
Damn. 
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ALIENATION DEBATE 

Alienation 
ellelelic 

In what could prove to be the final word (for now) on the debate on the 
Marxist concept on Alienation in Challenge, Gawain Little argues that there is 
some value in its use when Marxist economics are used as its basis 

Having followed the debate on 
alienation that has taken place 
in the last four issues of 
Challenge, | find myself in the 
difficult position of agreeing fully 
with no-one. This is quite 
possibly due in large part to the 
confusion caused by the use of 
the term alienation to describe 
several different and distinct 

concepts, processes and 
phenomena both by 
contemporary Marxists and by 
Marx and Engels themselves. | 
shall begin, therefore by defining 

what | think alienation is not, 
specifically placing myself at 
odds with Nik Charlton 
(Challenge Winter 08/09, Spring 
09) and some aspects of the 
‘early Marx’, before discussing 
what, if anything, remains of 
use. 

Elaine Morgan has effectively 
put forward Althusser's 
argument about the danger of 
trying to explain Marx's thought 

(or anyone's thought for that 
matter) by looking at it through 
the prism of their early 
concepts. This idea of the 
unfolding seed or germ of truth 
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is profoundly unscientific and 
ahistorical and neglects the very 
fact that ideas change, develop, 
are improved and that, during 

this process, mistakes are made. 
Indeed, it smacks of the very 
dogmatism that Nick Charlton 
accuses others of in terms of 
Marx's thought. Althusser 
himself may have applied this 

concept mechanically in trying 
to fix the exact date (or at least 
period) of the “epistemological 
break” in Marx's thought which 
produced Marxism, but that 

doesn't make the concept itself 
any less true (Althusser himself 
was amply capable of making 
mistakes!). However, this in and 

of itself does not render all of 
Marx's early ideas false. It 
simply means that we should 
examine them in the light of his 

later work (and that of more 
recent Marxists) in order to 
evaluate their usefulness in 
explaining the real world 

around us. Further, that we 
must apply the methods of 
Marxism in this examination, 

taking into account the context 

in which they developed and 

the process of their 
development. 

The first and most full 
description of alienation in 
Marx's writing is in the 
Economic and Philosophical 
Manuscripts of 1844 (EPM). 
Here, Marx describes four 
types of alienation — alienation 
of human beings from the 

product of their labour; the 
alienation of the labour process 
which results in this; alienation 

from the 'species-being' of 
humanity which follows from 
this; alienation of the individual 
from fellow human beings which 
is implicit in the alienation from 
‘species-being'. The first two 
concepts Marx goes into in 
some detail whereas the latter 
two are added almost as a 
philosophical afterthought. 

From 1843 onwards, Marx 
moved away from the Hegelian 
philosophy of his youth and was 
trying, in progressive stages, to 

develop a materialist basis for 
his world view. Crucial to this 
was the study of economics he 
began in 1843 and which 
continued until his death. In the 

  
German Ideology (GI) Marx 
develops the idea of alienation 
in economic terms, looking at 
alienation through the division 
of labour and through the 
control of the process of labour 
by capital. This overlaps with 
both alienation of labour and 
alienation of the labour-process 
as described in EPM. In Gl, he 
refers to division of labour as 
the basic form of capitalism and 
the root of private property. 

His conception of alienation, 
then, rests heavily on the 
division of labour and the 
‘externalisation' or 
commodification of the 
products of labour. 

The next major appearance of 
alienation is in the Grundrisse, a 
series of notebooks written by 
Marx 1857-58 and looking 
specifically at money and capital. 
Here, alienation appears 
primarily as an economic 

concept (‘alienated labour’), 
although Marx does make a 
point of distinguishing 
‘alienation’ of labour from 
‘objectification’ (or 
‘externalisation’) of labour, with 

  

 



  

  

alienation following from a 
forced separation of the 
product of labour from the 
worker due to the nature of 
the labour process under 
capitalism. Marx also makes 
the point in the Grundrisse 
that, “production on the basis 
of exchange values 
[commodity production] ... 
produces not only the 
alienation of the individual 
from himself and from others, 

but also the universality and 
comprehensiveness of his 
relations and capacities. In 
earlier stages of development 
the single individual seems to 
be developed more fully, 
because he has not yet worked 
out his relationships in their 
fullness, or erected them as 

independent social powers and 
relations opposite himself. It is 
as ridiculous to yearn for a 
return to that original fullness 
as it is to believe that with this 
complete emptiness history 
has come to a 
standstill.” (p162). Alienation is 
recognised as an inevitable 
outcome of a necessary stage 
in the development of 
productive relations, which can 
be overcome only on the basis 
of further development of the 
mode of production and 
relations of production which 
accompany this. 

Finally, most of the concepts 
referred to as alienation occur 
renamed, revised or in altered 
form in Capital Volumes |, II 
and Ill. The most prominent 
of these is Commodity 
Fetishism, a term Marx uses to 
describe the way in which 
social relationships between 
people are masked by 
economic relationships 
between things under 
capitalism. These things seem 
to acquire a life of their own, 

leading to people feeling that 
heir lives are controlled by 
commodities and commodity 
exchange (‘the market’) rather 
than seeing the human 
relationships which underlie 
these — the real relations of 
production. However, the 
most important development 
is that, in Capital, Marx for the 
first time explains his 
economic thinking fully. He 

gives a clear analysis of the 
nature of capitalist production, 
beginning with its basic unit, 
the commodity. This is a 
development from earlier 
thinking where he began by 
analysing the division of labour 
as the most basic unit of 
capitalism. Similarly, the fully 
developed labour theory of 
value and Marxist theory of 
exploitation through the 
appropriation of surplus-value 
replace earlier conceptions of 
‘alienated labour' as the root 
of capitalism. 

Seen in this context, many of 
the early conceptions of 
alienation are indeed, as Elaine 
Morgan argues, superseded by 
a more fully developed 
economic analysis which puts 
the process of production 
itself at the centre of the 
analysis rather than talking 
about it through the medium 
of subjects whose alienation 
from their 'species-being' is 
used as a cipher for the 
process of exploitation itself. 
In particular, concepts of 
‘species-being' or human 
nature are disowned by Marx 
himself, who in the Manifesto 
of the Communist Party 
(1848) writes dismissively of 
“philosophers” and “would-be 
philosophers” who replace 
“criticism of the economic 
functions of money” with 
“Alienation of Humanity”, 
producing a literature which 
“ceased... to express the 
struggle of one class with the 
other” and reflected “not true 
requirements, but the 
requirements of truth; not the 
interests of the proletariat but 
the interests of Human 
Nature, of Man in general, who 
belongs to no class, has no 

reality, who exists only in the 
misty realm of philosophical 
fantasy.” 

This point is key. Analysing 
capitalism on the basis of the 
‘alienation’ of human beings 
from some essential 'species- 
being’ or true state and 
representing the progress of 
history as simply fulfilling the 
requirement for this state to 
be attained, and human nature 
to be regained, takes us into 
the realms of pure 
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philosophical nonsense, which 

has no basis in historical 
reality. What it completely 
neglects is the perspective of 
class struggle. Emancipation of 
the exploited is replaced by 
emancipation of ‘humanity’ and 
class struggle and the class 
perspective replaced with 

moral imperatives and a 
mystical necessity to 'become 
whole’. 

So where does this leave us? 
It may be assumed that the 
logical outcome is the 
abandonment of alienation as a 
Marxist category as suggested 
by Elaine Morgan but this, | 
would argue, is premature. 
The objective reality which 
lead Marx to use the term 
alienation in respect of 
capitalist society still exists 
and, whilst Marx's later 

economic model explains 
effectively the basis of capitalist 
exploitation and some of its 
symptoms, such as commodity 
fetishism, it seems to me that 
there are still aspects of the 
system which could usefully be 
explained by a theory of 
alienation. These aspects stem 
from the basic contradiction 
between use-value and 
exchange-value and between 
the social (though not socialist) 
nature of production and the 
private (or individual) nature 
of appropriation. 

Capitalist production does, 
as Marx first outlined in EPM, 

involve the alienation of the 
product of labour, through a 
process of labour which is 
itself alienating, and, more 
broadly, through the process 
of competition both in the 
labour market and in the 
distribution of that small part 
of social production which is 
claimed by the working class, 
alienate each individual worker 
from the rest of the working 
class. Whilst the Marxist 
theory of exploitation fully 

Further Reading 

explains the first part of this, 
the alienation of labour, it only 
partially explains the impact of 
the latter two. 

Clearly, this needs to be 
looked at in the historical 
context of capitalist 
production and as a derivative 
of the process of production 
itself, not measured against 
some abstract concept of 
‘human nature’. However, the 
contradiction between a highly 
socialised system of 
production, where thousands 
of individual workers are 
required to co-operate to 
produce the basic means of 
survival most efficiently, and 

the experience of the 
individual worker of working, 
not for themselves, either 
individually or collectively, but 
essentially in order to produce 
a profit for someone else, 
whilst in competition with the 
rest of the working class, 
certainly leaves its mark on 
our society. Combine this with 
the fact (again recognised in 
EPM) that, the longer and 
harder the worker works and 
the more unbearable their 
conditions, the richer and 
more powerful the capitalist 
gets. Workers under 
capitalism are forced, by the 
very nature of the economic 
system to forge their own 
chains; to reproduce the very 
class relations which oppress 
them. 

An understanding of this 
could form the basis of a 
theory of alienation which, far 

from undermining our Marxist 
understanding of the economic 
basis of society, reinforces it 
through adding a detailed 
consideration of the alienating 
impact of the capitalist system 
of production on workers, 

individually and collectively. 
Such a theory should be set on 
the sound economic basis of 
fully developed Marxism. 

Refer to previous articles, in addition: 

Karl Marx Economic and Philosophical Manuscripts 
Marx & Engels — Grundrisse 

The German Ideology, 
Louis Althusser On Ideology 
M Cornforth Historical Materialism 
-D McLellan Marx Before Marxism 
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A Youth Charter? 
With the People’s Charter convention on November 21st, YCL general 

secretary Joanne Stevenson puts the case for a youth component to the | 
charter campaign. 

During the YCL’s recent Red 

Summer, our first residential 
training school for three 

decades, one of the practical 
exercises saw a proposal for a 
Youth Charter emerge. Like 
the Peoples’ Charter, it 
summarises the main 

progressive demands facing 
young people. Top of the list 
came “free decent education 
for all”. 

It’s no surprise that when 

the labour movement 
considers privatisation of 

secondary education, it tends 
to look at it either from a 
parent’s or a teacher’s 
perspective. Rarely are the 
views of those who are most 
affected by the shift to 
commercialisation in schools 

taken into account — school 
students themselves. The issue 

of Academies, the increase in 
religious schools, increasing 

competition in exams, the fight 
for top position in league 
tables are all key issues that 
affect the lives of all young 
people today. 

What do school students 
think? Like a lot of things, | 

suppose it all depends of who 
you are and what your 

background is. What’s certain 
is that students in inner-city 

comprehensives are angry and 
distrustful of an entire system 

that not only lets them down, 
but blames them in the 
process. There’s great 
resentment at the hypocrisy of 
the myth that everyone ina 
Position of power is trying 
their best, resources are being 
continuously pumped in, but 

schools are being dragged 
down by too many 

“troublesome’ pupils, 
encouraged by pushy parents. 

No wonder there’s a crisis of 
confidence in the teaching 
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profession. Many teachers 
realise that they’ve been given 

a management job and that is 
to baby-sit the majority of kids. 

It’s not ‘education, education, 
education’ that needs to be the 
mantra but ‘resources, 
resources, resources’! 
What really frustrates and 

annoys youngsters about this 
increase in competition is that 
when Ofsted comes to inspect 

the school they don’t look at, 

what Red Summer called the 
“real side of schools”. School 
‘managers’ are under so much 

pressure due to ‘competition’ 
that inspections are not 
inspections but a poorly-acted 
show that everyone pretends 
to buy into for a limited time. 

At the Red Summer sessions, 
we were rewarded with tale 

after tale of the tricks school 
managers get up to. Such as 
taking the disruptive and 
trouble-some kids out of 

school theme parks and other 
‘treats’! Other examples told 
of an almost laughable rush in 
the days preceding inspection 
to get displays up left, right, 
and centre. 

Clearly, the fundamental 
answer to Britain’s education 
crisis is two-fold. First to 
drastically increase funding and 
training to all teaching and 

support staff to massive boost 
the quality of provision and 

care in our schools. But, 
secondly, this will be a 
pointless endeavour unless we 
scrap elitism — ending public 
funding for all selective 
education, whatever its kind. 

It’s all well and good 

improving education standards 
but what is just as essential for 

youngsters is to make clear 
that all young people need 
decent work, with more 
funding for real 

All young 

people need 

decent work, 

with more 

funding for real 

apprenticeships, 

with guaranteed 

jobs after them. 

Not the current 

joke of a system 
where the 

largest provider 

of apprentices 

Tam ames 

McDonald's 

  

apprenticeships, with 

guaranteed jobs after them. 
Not the current joke of a 

system where the largest 
provider of apprentices in the 

UK is McDonald’s. 
We need plumbers and 

electricians, nurses and fire- 

fighters. I’d like to see tens of 
thousands of young people set 
to work on building sites right 

across the country this spring, 
building homes for people and 

learning a decent trade that 
they can be proud of. We 

need battalions of bricklayers 
not squaddies. 

Decent, sustainable 

employment with guaranteed 
human rights at work is a 
must for all young people, 
who rarely are lucky enough 

to work in a workplace that 
recognises a union let alone 

an actively unionised 
workplace. 
Another fundamental issue 

is, as one of our youngest Red 
Summer participants put it, 
that: “we all need a home”. 
Sometimes it does take the 
innocence, the simple 
humanity of a child to draw 

attention to what's right in 
front of us. 

More direct government 
investment in council housing 
is vital. We need urgently to 

end overcrowding, a major 
contribution to creating the 

unhappiest generation of 
children Britain has seen for 
two centuries. Domestic 
overcrowding often leads to 
young people leaving home 
before they are ready. We 

need more support for 
parents and families that face 
social and economic 
challenges. We should be 
helping them not condemning 

them as scroungers. 
This enforced collective 

  

   



accommodation for teenage 
mothers, as Gordon Brown 

announced will be seen as a 
punishment rather than 
assistance. All young people 
over 16 who need it should be 
able to rely on guaranteed 

social accommodation, without 
stigma, helping them to 

become independent, 
responsible adults. 

If young people don’t care 

about peace in the world who 
will? After all it is young people 
who are always sent to fight 
the wars! We say as ever: give 
peace a chance. Bring the 
troops home from Iraq, 
Afghanistan and all British 
bases overseas and let’s see 

the money put into providing 

decent jobs. Scrap Trident use 
the money for better youth 
services! Whilst we're at it, 
give more support and aid for 

those children and young 

people displaced by war, 
whatever their race, nationality 
or creed. And for peace 
sake, stop army 
recruitment in our 

schools. 
But the one aspect 

that continued to 
reappear at Red y 
Summer was the 
sheer anger at the 
way young people 

are     id . 
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demonised by the media and 

politicians. We constantly hear 
how we show our elders a lack 
of respect but what about 
respect for youth? It’s time to 
respect youth. It’s time to stop 
the negative media 

representation against young 
people. Many nice, intelligent 

and sensitive young people 
wear a hood. It doesn’t make 
them a hooligan. ‘Hoodies’ and 

“Yobs’. Remember Teddy 
Boys? Mods and Rockers? 
Beatniks? Even Hippies. Other 
generations wore their cultural 

identity loud and proud, why 
can’t we? 

Stop the needless negative . 
legal discrimination against 
young people that New Labour 

ushered in. ASBOs, in 

particular, have proven that 

they do not work as a 
deterrent. Kids are competing 
to get one as a status symbol! 
Who needs to collect cards, 

or postage stamps, when you 
can collect ASBOs?! The 

discriminatory use of stop 
and search is frankly 
down-right irritating. 

Why don’t they 
punish the big drug 
dealers not drug 

users? Why do young 
black men get sectioned 
on average five times 

more than their white 
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counter-parts? How many 80- 
year olds get searched? 

This lack of respect for 

youth is throughout society. 
Why is it that a 17-year old is 
adult enough to die for their 
country but is not mature 
enough to vote? We accept 

that some of the youth do 
sometimes do some anti-social 
things but so do 40-year olds! 

However, this is often related 
to the lack of places to go after 
school. You have to pay 

through the nose to be able to 
go to anything decent; a gym, a 
cinema, restaurants; where can 
we go? 

More investment is 
desperately in existing youth 

clubs as well opening up new 
facilities. They should all be 

free and open from 3.30- 8pm 
Mon-Fri and all-day on 
Saturday. Young people need 
to have somewhere to go 

without feeling that they’re a 
criminal. 

An entire generation has 
been made ready for the ever- 
expanding prison population. 
End the punitive and arbitrary 

approach to crime and focus 
instead on restorative justice. 

End the eye-catching focus on 
so-called anti-social behaviour 
and target real crime. As a few 

people have cleverly recalled 
of late, the German Marxist 
playwright, Bertolt Brecht had 

one of his characters say 
“Who is the greater 

criminal: he who robs a 
bank or he who 

R founds one?" But 
we would do 

better to 
_ recall 

that the man himself once said: 

“Because things are the way 
they are, things will not stay 
the way they are.” But, why!? 

Because revolutions need 

revolutionaries — doers, 
thinkers, inventors, agitators, 
and, yes, plodders! Activists in 

moments of crisis can help 

ideas to gather steam. Fighters 
for social change are a 
community of people 

dedicated to taking actions 
every day to help change the 
world for the better. And it 
needs changing for the better. 
The 1838 People’s Charter 
formally aimed for the vote for 

every man who was twenty- 
one years of age, “of sound 
mind”, and who had not been 

punished for crime. Yet it was 
also a "knife and fork, a bread 
and cheese question". The 

People’s Charter of 2009 can 
be the tool 
that 
galvanises 
every 
section of 

society in 
fighting for 
a fairer 
Britain, and 

young 
people will 
play their 

part in that, 
also. 
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With the continuing inertia of the student movement in Britain, James Rodie 

aa 

looks across to Greece at recent developments there. 

The problems of the British 
student movement are 
abundantly clear to anyone 
who takes even the most 
cursory interest in it (and you 
would be forgiven for 

abandoning any thought of 
looking at it again after such a 
glance). However, without 
wishing to elevate the events 
of 1968 to an unwarrantedly 
romantic and revolutionary 
level, we can clearly see that 
there can be considerable 
benefit in having a strong and 
political student movement. 

Increasingly a degree is the 
minimum requirement for all 
manner of jobs that a decade 

ago would be suitable for 
school leavers. As a result 
more and more young people 
will need to go to universities 
in order to find work. Clearly 
this means that university is 

not (nor has it been for some 
time) the sole preserve of 
society's privileged. Moreover, 
nor are all today’s students 
tomorrow’s bankers. 

Thus the ‘apoliticisation * of 
young people is a worrying 
phenomenon. There are 

around 2.3 million people in 
higher education in this 
country, yet their institutions 

and collective bodies are non- 
entities. The National Union of 
Students is more of a discount 
club than a political body, and 
despite the occasional 
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protestation about rising fees 
and teaching standards the 
NUS is so thoroughly under 
the control of the right that 
student politics is seen more as 
a stepping stone toa 

government position or 

lobbying firm. The only 
organised force against this in 
Britain is the ultra-left in its 
various guises. 

The Greek student 
movement shares a number of 
similarities with this. 
Universities’ and Technical 
Institutions’ NUS committees 
are virtually non-existent, 
where students have carried 
out mass action it has not 

caused any rearrangement in 
forces on campus or in society, 

through fees etc. barriers are 
put up to education for 
working class children and 
education is increasingly 
dictated by big business for its 
own interests. The Greek 
Young Communist League 
(KNE) puts this down to the 
failure of the political 
organisations of PASOK 
(centre left party) and New 
Democracy (centre right 
party), which has consistently 
failed to halt the decline of 
student activism and 
sometimes actively supported 
it. 

With this is mind KNE has 
set up the Students’ Militant 
Front (SMF) to reinvigorate the 

Greek progressive movement 
amongst students. KNE 
appealed to all students from 
poor and working class families 
to set up militant committees 
in their universities and 
technical institutions. The 
hugely successful founding 
conference saw more than 700 
students pack into an Athens 
lecture theatre on the 6th 
November who heard 
greetings from the World 
Federation of Democratic 
Youth and the Federation of 
University Students of Cuba. 

The Conference resolved 
the following: 

|. Abolition of the untimely 
separation into 

Universities and 
Technological Institutions. 
[The aim of the division 
was to cultivate “pseudo- 
confrontations between 
the students, dividing their 
common struggle”.] 

2. Immediate stop to the 
economic suffering of the 
poor and working families 
in order to educate its 
children. 

3. Non application of the 
Bologna directives. [An 
EU process that allows 
private universities to 
operate and otherwise 
attacks public education] 

4. Abolition of the private 
universities and colleges. 

    
5. No place for the 

companies and 
enterprises in the 
universities and faculties. 

6. Every effort of corrupting 
the meaning and 
subverting the University 
Asylum will stop. 

7. Research to serve the 
interest of the people 

8. Stable and full-time 
employment for every 
graduate, with proper 
working rights, on the 
subject of their studies. 

9. Measures for the support 
of immigrant students” 

This reinvigoration of class 
conscious and progressive 
student bodies is clearly to be 
welcomed in the struggles of 
the Greek proletariat. In 
Britain we must wage this 
struggle also, although our 
communist movement is not as 
strong as the Greek’s. The 
YCL urges all Communists and 
sympathisers to become 
involved in Communist 
Students (www.student- 
unity.org.uk), set up a society 
on your campus and join the 
fight for a better tomorrow. 

If you would like the read KNE’s 
full report of the foundation of 
the Student Militant Front (in 
English), please email 
challenge@ydl.org.uk 

 



A REVOLUTIONARY LIFE 
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John Green brings to life a big 
figure from the 19" century, who 
has long been neglected by 
biographers — Frederick Engels. 
Green argues that the socialist 
visionary, thinker, friend and co- 
author and general sidekick of Karl 
Marx has been unjustifiably 
ignored, given his adventurous and 
colourful life. 

Engel’s early life has an uncanny 
resemblance to that of Che 
Guevara! In his twenties he fought 
with a small band of revolutionary 
*guerrilleros’ in the wooded hills 
of southern Germany against the 
might of the Prussian Army. He 
was then hounded across Europe 
by the Prussian state, placed top 
of its most wanted list, charged 
with high treason, and harassed 
and spied upon. 

Like Che, Engels rejected a 
privileged background, espousing 
the cause of the poor and the 
oppressed. It may be difficult to 
imagine the similarity when one 
sees photographs of the older 
Engels, looking much more like a 
kindly old uncle, more Charles 
Dickens than the dashing Che. 

But the few youthful photos left 

to us, reveal a remarkable 
physical resemblance — the 
good looks, wispy beard 
and long hair. He was tall with 
a trim, athletic figure and he 
stares out at us with a similar 
confident and challenging look 
as does Che. Also, and let’s 

not dwell on it, we can be 
sure that Fred liked the ladies 
and they were never slow to 
reciprocate! 

Yet Engels became a leader 
of the world socialist 
movement and was a 

formidable thinker in his own 
right, as well as a renowned 
military expert. However, in 
order to financially support 
his close friend and 

collaborator Marx and the 
early Communist movement, 
he was, for many years, 

obliged to lead a double life — 
a respected businessman by 
day and a clandestine 
revolutionary by night. Having 
to play the part, he found 
himself involved in the local 
country sports of his business 
contacts, such as fox hunting, 
but consoled himself by telling 
Marx that it was excellent 
practice for cavalry charging 
come the revolution! 

From the mid-1850s 
onwards, as the undisputed 
leader, alongside Marx, of the 
growing revolutionary 
movement in Europe, he was 
responsible for setting up 
groups of militant workers 
and intellectuals right across 
the continent. They may not 
have had e-mail but they 
surely made the most of the 
post, the stagecoach, the train 
and the ferry. Engels was 
especially good at this task 
since he spoke several 
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Freidrich Engels is often the forgotten ‘founding father’ of scientific socialism, 
John Green’s biography paints a colourful and accurate portrayal of his life 
and contribution to the revolutionary movement, Claudia Hill reviews. 

languages like a native and had 
a working knowledge of 26! 
But, unlike Marx, he was very 
much a ‘man of action’ as well 
as an intellectual. 

Green’s book is an attempt 
to reveal the man from the 
layers of later myth. Engels is 

given real flesh and blood in 
this story of his life, 
interwoven into the 
tumultuous politics of the 
period, revealing the people 
he met and examining his 
unique relationship with 
Marx. Engels was an avid 
correspondent, and his letters 

are utilised to the full by 
Green, using his own 

translations from German. 
The anecdotes and analysis 

combines to convince the 
reader of the argument that 
Engels was the kind of man 
you'd like to spend a night in 
the pub with, having a good 
rant. In fact, Karl and Fred (or 

to use their mutual nicknames 
for each other - ‘The Moor’ 
and ‘The General’), in their 
younger days, were fond of 
nothing else like pub-crawling 
through Soho, throwing the 
odd stone at street gas lamps 
along the way! 

More fulsomely, Green 
argues that both Engels and 
Marx were the first to 
demonstrate the key role of 
economics and class in the 
historical process — 
something most historians 
take for granted today. In 
doing so, they also provided 
the tools for succeeding 
generations to comprehend 
their own place in history. 
Engels has also bequeathed us 
an array of fascinating 

writings, especially on science. 

In the final chapter, Green 
examines Engels’s lasting 
legacy and rightly urges us to 
take him more seriously as, 
essentially, the co-founder 
with Marx of Communism. 

Just one quibble, though it 
may not bother others, 

Green writes everything in a 
present tense (so, Engels 
“goes to Paris’ rather than 
*went’). Some readers may 
find this adds to the pace, 
others may feel it a tad 

affected. But this attempt at a 
pacy style may merely relate 
to John Green’s own personal 
history, which suggests he is a 
very visual writer. Maybe 
younger readers will find his 
style attractive? 

Green studied film and 
television at the German 
national film school in 

Potsdam-Babelsberg and then 
spent two decades working as 
a documentary cameraman 
and director, filming liberation 
struggles in Africa and Latin 
America in the seventies and 
eighties, as well as covering 
political events in the USA 
and Europe. He was a 
national trade union official 
for a number of years and is 
now a freelance writer and 
journalist. Well worth asking 
Santa to put this in your 
stocking — just make sure the 
General isn’t waiting in there! 

Engels: A Revolutionary life is 
currently available for Challenge 
readers for just £8 (RRP £9.99) 
+£2 p&p . Limited copies 
available. Send cheque/PO 
payable to YCL to the usual 
address 
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To what extent does Marxism 
advocate the use of violence in 
pursuing political aims; 
specifically, when does class 
struggle become armed 
struggle? 
Communism is certainly not a 

pacifist ideology. Throughout 
history, Communist Parties, and 
organisations in which 
Communists have played a 
leading role, have resorted to 
armed struggle, either in self- 
defence or in order to further 
revolutionary aims. Examples 

include socialist revolutions, 
national liberation struggles and 
anti-imperialist wars of national 
defence. Indeed, violent struggle 
has often played a key role in 
social transformation, far pre- 
dating Communist influence. 
Some would even argue that 
violence itself is necessary for 
revolutionary change. 

In his introduction to Virtue 
and Terror, a collection of 
writing by Robespierre, Slavoj 
Zizek talks about the concept 
of ‘divine violence’. This he 
illustrates by referring to the 
revolutionary Terror of France 
1792-94, the Red Terror of 
Russia 1919 and “the panic in 
Rio de Janeiro when crowds 
descended from the favelas into 
the rich part of the city and 

started looting 
and burning 

Part 16: 
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supermarkets” as examples. In 
his later book Violence he argues 
that violence is the key to 
revolution; that no revolution, 
nor revolutionary, can be 

sustained without violence. In 
this, he appeals again to 
Robespierre - “Peoples do not 
judge in the same way as courts 
of law; they do not hand down 
sentences, they throw 
thunderbolts; they do not 
condemn kings, they drop them 
back into the void; and this 
justice is worth just as much as 
that of the courts” - and to Che 
Guevara - “Hatred is an 
element of struggle; relentless 
hatred of the enemy that impels 
us over and beyond the natural 
limitations of man and 
transforms us into effective, 
violent, selective, and cold 
killing machines.” - and closes 
with an “endorsement of 
emancipatory violence”, 
declaring that “[i]f one means 
by violence a radical upheaval of 
the basic social relations, then, 
crazy and tasteless as it may 
sound, the problem with 
historical monsters who 
slaughtered millions was that 
they were not violent enough. 
Sometimes doing nothing is the 
most violent thing to do.” 

In spite of his entertaining 
literary acrobatics and 
somewhat cavalier attitude 

towards definitions, 
there are some 
serious flaws in 
this approach. 
Primarily, in 

   

focusing exclusively on the role 
of violence in transforming social 
relations (or even redefining 
violence as such a 
transformation), Zizek neglects 
the basis of such a 
transformation itself. This is to 
be found in the changing 
economic basis of society and 
the classes engaged in this. 

It may seem excessive to 
spend so long on the views of 
someone who, it cannot be 
denied, occupies an extreme 
Position on the spectrum of 
Marxist thought. One good 
reason for doing this is the way 
in which Zizek’s idolisation of 
‘divine violence’ is reminiscent of 
the approach of Debray and 
others in the ‘New Left’ of the 
1960s and 1970s towards the 
lessons of the Cuban Revolution. 
Debray argued that the guerrilla 
fighter had effectively replaced 
the working class. in playing a 
leading role in revolutionary 
transformation and that the 
Communist Parties had become 
redundant through their 

prioritisation of political above 
armed struggle. 
However, there is another 

reason to focus so much on an 
extreme position. Zizek’s 
mistakes may well point the way 
to the crucial aspect of the 
question. That is that 
revolutions are made, and social 
relations changed, by classes, not 
just their most advanced 
sections. The key question for 
Marxists is not one of ‘divine 
violence’ or a small select group 
of armed revolutionaries 
inspiring the backward masses 
through their heroic actions. It 
is a question of the organic link 
between those carrying out the 
armed struggle and the mass of 
ordinary people whose active 
support will be necessary to win. 

As Enrique Lister, Communist 
General in the Spanish Civil 
War, put it, “[g]uerrilla units 
were a. vital necessity at the 
time and they played a 

  

tremendous role. But the 
guerrillas alone could not deliver 
Spain from Franco. The 
overthrow of the dictatorship 
necessitated the participation of 
the people on a mass scale... In 
organising a guerrilla movement 
one should never confuse 
popular sympathy with popular 
support; these are two different 
things. In Spain the guerrillas 
enjoyed the sympathy of the 
people who regarded them as 
heroes. But the sympathy did 
not go beyond that. It never 
became the active and massive 
support for the guerrilla 
operations that was essential 
and on which the guerrillas had 
counted.” 

Similarly, Lenin argued that, 
“insurrection must rely not 
upon conspiracy and not upon a 
party, but upon the advanced 
class... Insurrection must rely 
upon a revolutionary upsurge of 
the people.” He also stressed 
that guerrilla warfare should not 
be elevated above other forms 
of struggle. “The party of the 
proletariat,” he wrote, “can 
never regard guerrilla warfare as 
the only, or even the chief, 
method of struggle... this 
method must be subordinated 
to other methods... must be 
commensurate with the chief 
methods of warfare.” 
None of this is to suggest that 

armed struggle should not be 
used as a tactic ina 
revolutionary situation. Indeed, 
it is difficult to imagine a 
revolution in which armed 
struggle does not play a role, 
whether in Britain or elsewhere. 
“Armed struggle is a necessity, 
as the final step in the 
overthrow of imperialism, not 
because of the illegal character 
of the Party, but because of the 
nature of imperialism 
itself.” (Philippine Communist 
Party). However, it must be 
remembered that armed 
struggle is precisely this — a 
tactic. 

  

  

Further Reading 
W J Pomeroy (ed.) - Guerrilla Warfare and Marxism 
J Slovo—Prospects for Armed Struggle in South Africa 

Mao Tse-Tung—Strategic Problems in the Anti-Japanese 

eT arem Adele 

Che Guevara—Guerilla Warfare: a Method 

S Zizek—Violence 
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* Cuba’s internationalism 
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* Socialism in action   
Challenge Viva Cuba special issue just £1.50 (inc p&p—cheques/PO payable to YCL). 

Challenge, YCL Ruskin House, 23 Coombe Rd, London CRO 1BD 
Order online at www.ycl.org.uk 

   



  WHAT WE STAND FOR 

What we stand for G iii 
The Young Communist League was formed in 1921 as the youth wing of the Communist Party. The YCL has a long and 

proud history in the struggle for Socialism amongst young people in Britain and most of the broad based progressive youth 
organisations that exist today owe their existence to the initiatives and work of the YCL. The YCL has always and continues 

to play a vital role in the struggles for peace, against racism and fascism, for gender equality, and all other popular 
struggles that involve young people across Britain. 

The Young Communist League is... 
eee 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. 

e«eDemocratic 
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. 

eeeCommunist 
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. 

«eRevolutionary 
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. 
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If you’re under 29 and want to join the YCL write to the address below or visit 
FFs our website. If you want to subscribe to Challenge then fill in this form & send to. 
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