
45th YCL Congress 
Marxism & religion 
Drug classification debate 
Political Football 

PLUS 

FEB/MAR 10 

£1.50 £1.50 

in the 
dock? 



2 

editorial 
Welcome to the latest issue of Challenge. As you might have noticed there 
have been a couple of changes, firstly we have had to put the cover price up. 
This is not because we lack beer money but to help us fund the move to a 
larger and better produced format. Secondly thanks to the increasing number 
of contributors we’ve been able to move to a bi-monthly format. That means 
there’s an extra two issues per year for those of you who aren’t good at 
maths. 
 
So thanks to all those comrades who have dedicated their time and energies over the past 
year to write articles, reviews, submitted ideas, cartoons, poems helped pull together the 
news stories, design and & and of course all those who have taken out subscriptions, sold 
and bought Challenge. We’re immensely proud of the work we’ve done to improve and 
further develop our magazine, but we want much more! 
 
We need you, yes you reading this editorial to take up the challenge (pun definitely 
intended) of not just reading the latest issue when it comes out but doing your bit for 
Britain’s Young Communists by getting in touch with us and applying whatever talents you 
have for Challenge. If you want 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 send us 
an article, a review, a contribution to an on-going discussion and we guarantee we’ll take 
any submissions seriously. Get in touch with us at challenge@ycl.org.uk or write to 
Challenge, YCL, Ruskin House, 23 Coombe Road, Croydon, CR0 1BD, we look forward 
to hearing from you.  
 
But much more importantly we need every Challenge reader to spread the word, order 
some copies from the YCL website or office and take them into your school, college, 
university, workplace, community and/or youth centre, get a few friends or comrades 
together and organise a Challenge sale in your town centre. Its no good having a regular 
magazine if we don’t make full use of it as a means of debate, organisation and agitation 
amongst Britain’s youth. 
 
On top of all the latest news and views there’s a special 12 page pull-out in this issue with 
all of the resolutions from the up-coming 45th YCL Congress (p17-28). The debate on 
the compatibility (or not) of Marxism & Religion in the pages of Challenge, shows no sign 
of abating. Former editor Ben Chacko adds his voice to the discussion (p13-15). Following 
on from Liz Davies’ article on drug classification in the last issue, Frances McKay (p32-33) 
looks at the science behind the issue. 
 
In this issue’s cover stories, with Blair appearing before the Chilcot Inquiry into the Iraq 
war, Joanne Stevenson (p8-9) and Bernadette Wang  (p10-12) look at the backdrop to 
this latest attempt at government whitewashing (expect a full analysis of the inquiry in the 
next issue). 
 
We’re also kicking off a new semi-regular feature this issue, Jo Steal (p7 & 40) gives you 
all you need to know to take forward the struggles against SATs and academies in your 
local community. With more football clubs facing an uncertain future thanks to the 
growing commercialisation of the ‘beautiful game’, George Waterhouse looks at the 
growing  opposition to this trend, the growth of fan-owned clubs and the relationship 
between socialism and football (p34-35). 
 
With the inclusion of the Congress resolutions, several regular features have had to make 
way, rest assured they will all return next issue. However we still have the latest in the 
Back 2 Basics series(p38), Book @ Bedtime (p36-37), Music Reviews (p16) a book review 
of one of the launch titles for new publisher Manifesto Press (p39) and much, much more. 
 
Yours in Comradeship, 
James Rodie 
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NEWS  

in the news 
 

igures show that the 
number of people 
unemployed has 

fallen from 7.9% to 7.8%, 
meaning there are 
450,000 more people in 
work than predicted. 
     This decrease has come 
about in part by the 
increased number of part 
time and temporary jobs 
available over the Christmas 
period, as such it is highly 
likely that unemployment 
figures will rise again. 
     Further, the rate of 
employment, that is the 
number of people actually in 
work, has also fallen by 0.1%, 
meaning the drop in 
claimants is not due to 
finding jobs. 
     Youth unemployment has 
also seen a slight decrease. 
The institute for Public Policy 
Research has claimed that as 
many as 48% of black 16-24 
year olds are unemployed, 
compared with 20% of white 
youths 

F 

he government 
announced 
massive funding 

cuts to university places 
across England.  
     In a December letter to 
the Higher Education 
Funding Council for 
England Business Secretary 
Peter Mandelson revealed 
that universities across 
England will be expected to 
make £263 million 
“efficiency savings”. 
     The move was widely 
condemned by lecturers 
and students, with 
University and College 
Union general secretary 
Sally Hunt calling the 
decision a “kick in the 
teeth”.. 
     The decision will lead 
to thousands of students 
being turned away from 
university, despite years of 
government pressure for 
increased student numbers 
and a nominal support for 
increasing access.  
     The funding cuts will 
also seriously effect the 
quality of education 
received by students who 
do get in with reductions 
in the numbers of teachers 

and lecturers likely to 
create the largest class 
sizes in Europe. UCU has 
already identified more 
than 6,000 jobs at risk and 
estimates that with the 
fresh cuts this could rise to 
14,000. In addition, the 
cuts could cause as many 
as 30 universities to close 
altogether, while more may 
have to cut courses 
available and close 

departments. 
     The British 
government’s decision to 
drastically cut funding puts 
them at odds with the rest 
of Europe. In Germany and 
France education funding 
has been ring-fenced, with 
the realisation that 
education presents a sound 
investment in the future of 
the national economy. 

T Unemploy-
ment falls? 

University funding 
slashed by government 
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hat’s right folks, 
the Prime 
Minister hath 

spoken and we are now 
out of the recession. 
     In reality, we are not 
yet even officially out of 
recession, with the tiny 
0.1% economic growth 
(before the recession 
growth was around 2%) 
coming in just one quarter 
not enough to move us 
officially out of recession. 
Further, the celebration of 
increased spending in a 
period that includes 
Christmas does not seem 
all that meaningful. 
     Yet even if this turns 
out not to be a blip and 
‘economic recovery’ 
continues, the crisis will 
carry on in the form of 
mass redundancies and 
increased joblessness. 
With both parties already 
planning and carrying out 
savage cuts amongst public 
sector workers and even 
more coming after the 
election. It is fairly clear 
that there is a greater 
ruling class offensive to 
come even if official figures 
show growth. 
     In addition to public 
sector job cuts there are 

set to be further 
redundancies and pay cuts 
across the private sector 
The Chartered Institute of 
Personnel and 
Development predict that 
unemployment will peak in 
late 2010, with official 
unemployment potentially 
reaching more than 3 
million if the Tories are 
elected. 
     And unemployment 
and pay freezes will 
continue at high levels for 
a number of years—after 
the Great Depression in 
1929 the economy came 
out of recession in 1933, 
yet unemployment was 
still a mass phenomenon 
most of Britain (for 
example unemployment in 
Wales was still at 26% in 
1938) 
     If all of this seems 
familiar readers may 
remember Ben 
Stevenson’s article in the 
Autumn 09 issue of 
Challenge. It’s well worth a 
look back for a deeper 
understanding of the 
nature of capitalist 
economic crisis and its 
impact on the working 
class after the crisis has 
officially ended.  

T 

n earthquake with 
magnitude 7.0 MW 
hit Haiti on the 

12th January killing more 
than 150,000 people. 
     The earthquake has caused 
a humanitarian disaster with 
aid flooding in from around the 
world to the small island 
nation.  
     Haiti was the first 
Caribbean country to gain 
independence in 1804 after 
large scale slave revolts. More 
recently a military coup saw 
the overthrow of the first 
democratically elected 
president, Jean-Bertrand 
Aristide, with significant 
clampdowns on democratic 
activity since. 
     Many Haitian community 
activists and Latin American 
leaders have criticised the 
“militarisation of aid” 
comparing the deluge of 
American military personnel to 
that of a military takeover. The 
US military has virtually 
overtaken what Haitian 
infrastructure still exists, yet 
aid is still reportedly being 
delivered haphazardly. 
     In contrast to US aid 
progressive countries in Latin 
America and the Caribbean 
have sent teams of doctors and 
nurses and medicines. For 
instance, there are over 1,000 
Cuban doctors in Haiti, many 
of which were already there 
before the earthquake. In 
addition, 400 Haitians have 
graduated from Cuba’s medical 
academies. 
     Venezuela also cancelled  
all of the debt Haiti had run up 
under its Petrocaribe initiative, 
which allows members to 
purchase cheap oil. The action 
forced the IMF to also support 
a reduction of Haiti’s 
international loans after initially 
refusing to consider any debt 
cancelation, as well as giving 
Haiti a $100m loan rather than 
aid. 

A 

vo Morales has 
secured a second 
term as president 
of Bolivia in 

December. 
     The socialist president 
won another four-year term 
with 64% of the vote as well 
as his Party Movement 
Towards Socialism (MAS) 
gaining 2/3 majorities in both 
the Chamber of Deputies and 
Senate. 
     His nearest challenger, 
Manfred Reyes Villa got a 
mere 26% of the vote. 
     In order to run for re-
election constitutional 
amendments had to be made 
in January of 2009, with 61% 
of voters supporting the 
abolition of term limits. 

E It’s the 
economy, stupid! 

Earthquake 
rocks Haiti 
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NEWS  

he YCL 
welcomed the 
legalisation of 

the Czech Communist 
Youth Union on 
Wednesday 27th 
January. The KSM was 
banned in 2007 for its 
support of collective 
ownership of the means 
of production – private 
property being 
enshrined in the Czech 
Republic’s constitution. 
     “The decision by the 
Municipal Court of Prague 
is a fantastic result for 
democratic forces in the 
Czech Republic,” said YCL 
International Secretary 
Charlie May, “at a time 
where we are seeing a 
huge anti-communist 
backlash across Europe – 
with the banning of the 
Red Star in Hungary, fresh 
bans and the possibility of 
fines for the possession of 
communist symbols in 
Poland, the desecration of 
the graves of partisans in 
the Baltic States and the 
attempted equation of the 
‘crimes of communism’ 
with Nazism and fascism – 
comes as a welcome 
development.” 
YCL General Secretary 
Joanne Stevenson 

congratulated the KSM on 
its legalisation, “the 
fantastic work of the KSM 
operating under conditions 
of illegality is truly 
impressive, continuing to 
work amongst the youth 
and winning them to a 
revolutionary outlook. The 
revoking of the ban on the 
KSM shows the strength of 
this campaigning. We 
should also congratulate 
the tireless work of the 
representatives of the 
Communist Party of 
Bohemia and Moravia 
(KSCM) in the Czech 
Parliament that has led to 
raising awareness of this 
within the Czech 
Republic.” 
     In addition to the work 

of communists within the 
Czech Republic the 
campaign against the ban 
attracted the support of 
thousands of progressives 
and democrats across the 
world. “The mobilisation 
against this crass attack on 
the democratic rights of 
the Czech people across 
Britain, Europe and the 
world undoubtedly pushed 
the hand of the Czech 
courts in the struggle for 
the recognition of this 
legitimate youth 
organisation,” added 
Charlie May, “The revoking 
of this ban shows the 
importance of international 
solidarity in fighting against 
anti-democratic and anti-
communist attacks.” 

T 
KSM ban finally overturned! 

Poetry Poetry Poetry 
CornerCornerCorner   

 
 

The Man Who 
Owns My 
Passport 
Tim Gulliver 

 
 
 
 

Don’t judge me 
I didn’t come here for 

handouts, 
For your welfare. 

I came here to be safe. 
  
 

You killed my father 
You killed husband 
You killed my sons. 

  
 

At night I cry myself to 
sleep 

And dream of life 
Before your War on 

Terror. 
The man who holds my 
passport has raped me 

twelve times. 
The dream’s all gone. 

 
 
 

Send us your poems for 
consideration for the next 

issue of Challenge to 
challenge@ycl.org.uk 

Victory for Victory for 
centrecentre--
right in right in 
ChileChile  

residential elections 
in Chile saw multi-
millionaire 

Sebastian Pinera take 52% 
of the vote in the second 
round run-off against the 
centre-left Christian 
Democrat candidate 
Eduardo Frei Ruiz-Tagle 
on 48%. 
     The result is a significant 
setback for the left, being the 
first time the right have won 
an election since 1958. 

     The Communist Party’s 
candidate, Jorge Arrate, gained 
6% in the first round to 
Pinera’s 44%, Frei’s 30% and 
independent centre-left 
candidate Marco Enríquez-
Ominami’s 20%. 
     Incumbent president 
Socialist Party president, 
Michelle Bachelet, who could 
not stand due to term limits, 
will leave office with high 
approval ratings due to her 
progressive social policies. 

P 
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DisDis  SATSAT  isfied?isfied?  
As the debate around SATs heats up, with the unions trying to get rid of them 
and the government fighting them tooth and nail every step of the way, Jo 
Steal looks at how to organise an anti-SATs campaign in your area. 

The Knowledge 
What are SATs?  We don't have to tell you – 
you had to do the damn things!  They are 45min 
tests which assess a narrow range of skills in Eng-
lish and maths and then pronounce judgement on 
years of education. 
Haven't the government abolished them?  
The government did indeed get rid of SATs at KS3, 
deciding it was unreasonable to make 14-year-olds 
do them.  Apparently, it's perfectly reasonable to 
make 7- and 11-year-olds do them, though! 
What are they for?  Bizarrely, not assessing your 
learning.  Most secondary schools do their own 
tests as they feel KS2 SATs are unreliable (they 
could be right, with the latest research showing 
that up to 23% of students are given the wrong 
level).  However, they are used to compare 
schools in New Labour's free market utopia. 

Campaign Strategy 
Unfortunately, the powers that be 
aren't that interested in listening to 
what teachers and students have to say 
about SATs.  However, parents are seen 
as a key interest group, so building 
alliances will be important here.  In doing 
this, though, it is important to remember what 
you bring to the campaign – first hand experience of 
doing the tests yourself.  It is also important to remember that there is 
now a lot of evidence showing that SATs are now inaccurate and distort 
the curriculum and that teacher assessment is far more reliable.  Try to 
make use of this.  No-one will expect you to be an expert but it is worth 
being armed with the facts. 
Finally, remember that whilst SATs are only being used in primary schools, 
they impact on the whole educations system.  This means it is crucial to 
have students of all ages involved in the campaign.  Just because you've 
already done them doesn't mean you can't be part of getting rid of them. 

What you can do 
Anti-SATs group – 
Why not get an anti-
SATs group set up in 
your school?  
Everyone did them in 
primary school and 
knows the damage 
they do to the education 
system as a whole.  This could also be an opportunity to 
discuss wider issues about the kind of education system 
you would like to see. 
Links with unions – This is a great campaign to build links 
with local trades unions as the National Union of Teachers and the 
National Association of Headteachers will be making it the focus of 
their work over the next few months.  Try contacting your local 
association to see if they would be willing to work together as part of 
a broad local alliance involving parents and governors too.  If you have 
already got these other groups on board, even better. 
Street stalls – Winning over public opinion is an important part of 
this campaign so it might be worth running some street stalls with 
information about the damage SATs do and the alternatives available.  
It is important to give people something to do like signing a petition 
(NUT/NAHT have produced one) or writing a letter (you could have 
draft letters on the stall for people to sign and send).  Also, make sure 
you get people's contact details so you can let them know what is 
happening with the campaign. 
Public meeting – Another possibility is to organise a public meeting 
on SATs.  You could invite speakers from the YCL, teachers' unions, 
student groups and/or parent associations.  Make sure you plan well in 
advance to leave time to confirm speakers and publicise the meeting. 

Useful Links 
NUT – www.teachers.org.uk 
NAHT – www.naht.org.uk 
National Governors Association – www.nga.org.uk 
YCL – www.ycl.org.uk 
 
Remember – you can contact the YCL national 
office if you need any help with drafting press 
releases, leaflets, etc.  And don't forget to let us 
know how it goes.  Good luck and happy 
campaigning! 

Be Creative! 
Try to think of 
creative ways of 
raising the issue.  
Anything from 
handing out anti-
SATs balloons to 
burning mock 
SATs papers.  
Just make sure 
its something 
that will get 
attention from 
the media and 
the public. 
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COVER  S TORY  

AATT  HHEAVENEAVEN’’SS    
PPEARLYEARLY  GGATESATES  

With the ongoing Chilcot Inquiry into the Iraq War ‘examining’ the 
Government’s actions, YCL General Secretary Joanne Stevenson 
has a look at the shady world of politics, 

So, Anthony Charles Lynton 
Blair is to appear before the 
Chilcot inquiry. Where is a 
good sharp guillotine when 
you want one? Chief spin 
doctor, Alastair Campbell (aka 
Malcom Tucker) has also 
revealed that Blair made 
secret pledge to Bush long 
before Parliament was asked 
about war, whilst Campbell 
now names Gordon Brown as 
a “key figure” in the whole 
affair. Government ex-
ministers and ministers line up 
to say `it wasn’t me’!  
     Before he tried working 
for a living, Campbell busked 
around the world with a set of 
bagpipes. Honest! The former 
Director of Communications 
for the Government first 
entered the world of  
"journalism" as a writer of 
pornographic articles on 
various sexual exploits in 
Forum magazine. He 
specialised in pieces with titles 
such as "His Wife Surprises 
Him by Showing Up at His 

Hotel in Sexy Undies, and 
"Nothing Excited Him More 
Than Seeing His Wife Get It 
On With His Best Friend", or 
"And They Thought Bringing 
the Wives Would Spoil Their 
Just-Guys Weekend" or … 
sorry, I just can’t go on with 
this farrago.  You couldn’t 
make it up. 
     Malcolm Tucker is a 
fictional character played by 
the wonderfully shouty and 
profane Peter Capaldi in the 
BBC satire “The Thick of It”. (I 
expect in real life Peter is a 
luvvy.) Campb…sorry, Tucker, 
who name rhymes with his 
favourite `political’ word, crisis
-manages government PR, 
using smears or threats of 
violence to achieve his ends.  
     So, Gordon Brown, 
paymaster general of the Iraq 
war, will now give evidence 
before the general election on 
his role in the war to answer 
allegations made by a stream 
of witnesses. Even though Sir 
John Chilcot ruled that no 

cabinet minister should be 
cross-examined before the 
election if they would have to 
face questions about actions in 
their current role, Brown 
wants to clear the air. 
     Official inquiries, or 
“whitewashes” as they are 
technically known, are all the 
rage it seems. Now we hear 
that medical records relating 
to the death of government 
weapons inspector Dr David 
Kelly will remain classified for 
70 years. So, one or two of 
our younger readers might 
eventually discover what all 
the fuss was about – 
eventually. Happy reading in 
2073, then? 
     Kelly’s body was found in 
woods close to his 
Oxfordshire home in 2003, 
shortly after it emerged that 
he had been the source of a 
BBC report casting doubt on 
the government's claim that 
Iraq had weapons of mass 
destruction. The excuse to go 
to war, you’ll recall. Now it 

Official 
inquiries, or 
“whitewashes” 
as they are 
technically 
known, are all 
the rage 



comes out that Lord Hutton, 
who chaired the inquiry into 
Dr Kelly's death, has already 
decided we can’t know for 
ourselves whether the poor 
bloke bumped himself off or 
was `helped along’ by some 
spook. I mean ghost, of course.   
     The Iraq Inquiry, with its 
revelations of sheer dishonesty 
and cynicism is likely to be 
viewed by historians as yet 
unborn as the most farcical yet 
tragic affair yet carried out by 
any government. Who apart 
from Blair can be found to 
justify it now? And there’s a 
general election on the way. 
What can we expect from this, 
I wonder? I set to wondering 
about the old joke about the 
Pearly Gates of Heaven. You 
know the one: prominent 
politician has a heart attack and 
dies because Casualty is 
understaffed. Ha! Couldn’t get 
to his BUPA place in time.  
     He’s met by Saint Peter. 
"Before you settle in, I have 
orders from God.” (OK - Allah/ 
Jehova/Yaweh/Nirankar/ 
Bhagwan/Zhu/imaginary friend in 
the sky who doesn’t exist…look, I 
give up, just substitute your 
favourite god-like name, OK?) 
“Since the implementation of 
his new “Market Choices” 
policy,” St Peter (OK – any 
name from your heaven you 
fancy) goes on: “You have to 
spend one day in Hell and one 
day in Heaven and then choose 
your eternal home."  
     St. Peter escorts him to the 

lift and he goes down, down, 
down ...The doors open and 
he’s in the middle of a lush golf 
course. The sun’s shining. He 
dines on caviar and champagne. 
The Devil’s there …. (OK - 
whatever takes your fancy: 
Azazel/Satan/The Tempter/
Beelzebub/The Wicked One/
Prince of this World/Belial/The 
Dragon/The Old Serpent/Old 
Nick/imaginary enemy - who lives 
underground - of imaginary who 
lives in the sky).  
     “The Devil is there," says St 
Peter and hands him a tequila 
sunrise. "Drink and eat all you 
want,” he says. “Don’t worry 
about a thing; it just gets better 
and better from here."   
     They hang out with all the 
famous and rich people from 
the politician’s own now long 
past era. Rock stars, Big 
Brother contestants, Britain’s 
Got Talent judges, members of 
the House of Lords, 
businessmen and the like. The 
politician has a fabulous time. 
They all tell great stories about 
how they climbed on the backs 
of others, cut pay and 
pensions, made sick people 
work… all ‘hilarious’ jokes – to 
them.  
     They have such a great time 
that, before the politician 
realises it, it's time to go. The 
lift takes him back to Saint 
Peter, who says: “Now it's time 
to visit Heaven.”  So, for the 
next 24 hours the politician 
meets honest, modest, good-
natured people, who only 

care for others. Their big joy 
is working to make Heaven 
more comfortable for the 
newly dead to come.  None 
of these people were rich in 
life and no-one, not even the 
politician, is treated like 
someone special. Everyone is 
fairly and equally treated; 
they don’t have much but life 
is pleasant, if a bit quiet. 
     The day done, Saint Peter 
says, “It’s now time to 
choose where you are going 
to live for Eternity.”   
     "Well,” the politician says. 
“Heaven has been delightful 
but I really think I belong in 
Hell with my friends.”  
So he goes down, down, 
down, all the way to Hell. 
When the lift doors open, he 
is in the middle of a stinking 
wasteland. Rubbish and mess 
everywhere. Stench and 
burning rubble. All of his 
friends are smothered in 
excrement, dressed in rags 
and chained together. 
Endlessly stoking the furnaces 
of hell with rubbish, groaning 
and moaning all the time.   
The politician says: “I don't 
understand. Yesterday it was 

all lounging about eating 
caviar and drinking. 

Now everybody 
looks miserable. 
What’s going on?"  
The Devil smiles: 
“Ah, that’s politics 
for you. 
Yesterday, 
brother, we were 

campaigning; today 
you voted for us!
Isn’t democracy 

wonderful?" 
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The Chilcot Inquiry into the 
Iraq war is to resume at the 
end of January, the biggest 
event will be the grilling of 
Tony Blair, which has proved 
to be so popular that the 
inquiry team is launching a 
ballot for members of the 
public wishing to attend. A 
statement from inquiry 
officials confirmed that a third 
of seats are being reserved 
for families of British soldiers 
who died in Iraq. Blair caused 
controversy by stating that he 
would have invaded Iraq 
whether Saddam had weapons 
of Mass destruction or not. 
Alastair Campbell, Tony 
Blair's former 
communications director and 
chief spin-doctor, stated that 
Tony Blair wrote to President 
George W Bush in 2002, 
saying that "Britain would be 
there" to support Washington 
militarily in an attack on Iraq. 
Campbell defended the 
government's ‘dodgy’ dossier 
and denied that claims such as 

One criticism of 
media 
coverage of 
the Iraq war 
has been the 
inaccuracy of 
the portrayal of 
life for ordinary 
civilians living 
under the 
illegal 
occupation 

Iraq’s 45 minute weapons of 
mass destruction capability 
has been "sexed up". The 
questioning by the crème 
de la crème of Britain’s 
establishment will refer to 
classified government 
records; in the typical ‘war 
on terror’ spirit of 
transparency these will not 
be published.  
     Media coverage of the 
inquiry has been very 
critical of those who still 
defend the case for the 
invasion of Iraq. Reading the 
newspaper’s portrayal of 
opinions against the war 
being ‘common sense’, you 
could be forgiven for asking 
who in the press was 
actually in favour of the 
war. We need to refresh 
our memory and remind 
ourselves of how the 
bourgeois media covered 
the invasion of Iraq.  
Looking back it is apparent 
that the press recorded the 
invasion and subsequent 

occupation of Iraq in much 
the same way it is currently 
covering the war in 
Afghanistan.  
     Generally, the media’s 
performance could be seen 
to have legitimised the war 
by neglecting to question 
the, often dubious, 
arguments for the invasion. 
By and large, the more 
negative results of the war, 
such as the refugee crisis 
and general lawlessness, 
were underreported. 
Journalists were unable to 
detach themselves from 
military and government 
sources. Reports from 
journalists embedded within 
military units were the 
norm, such that we rarely 
saw the experience of the 
Iraqi victims of the invasion. 
     One criticism of media 
coverage of the Iraq war 
has been the coverage of 
life for civilians in Iraq. At a 
semantic level, civilian 
casualties were famously 

The Media &The Media &  
the Iraq Warthe Iraq War  

As the Chilcot Inquiry is set to resume the British media seems to 
have come all-out against the case for war. Bernadette Wang 

investigates this curious case of collective amnesia 
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termed ‘collateral damage’. 
Much as torture was framed 
as ‘abuse’, and the term 
‘foreign fighters’ was used 
solely to refer to resistance 
within Iraq and not the 
invading armies. The suffering 
of ordinary Iraqi civilians was 
downplayed if not ignored by 
the capitalist press. A Lancet 
study into the number of Iraqi 
civilian deaths published in 
October 2004 produced 
shocking results. The 
catastrophic invasion resulted 
in a civilian death toll that 
outnumbered “the combined 
effects of Saddam Hussein and 
sanctions” due to both direct 
(as a result of combat) and 
indirect factors associated 
with lawlessness and lack of 
infrastructure. However, 
deaths of civilians remained 
largely ignored, it barely 
registered in media reports, 
and then generally only if it 
could be attributed to 
insurgents. The vast majority 
of footage of Iraqi civilians 
that made the headlines back 
in London, were enthusiastic 
responses that welcomed the 
occupation troops handing 
out sweets to children, they 
was little coverage of Iraqi’s 
voicing their opposition to the 
invasion.  
     The media coverage of 
Operation Phantom Fury, that 
broke the siege of Fallujah in 
November 2004, provided an 
explicitly one-sided account. 
Beatings carried out on 
doctors and the attacks on 
ambulances by US forces 
were ignored. Newspaper’s 
explained that the offensive 
had shut down a major 
propaganda weapon for the 
militants, referring to Fallujah 
General Hospital. An 
objective account would have 
mentioned that US 
occupation forces refusal to 
allow the Red Crescent 
access to Fallujah, or at least 
pointed out that attacking 
hospitals and using white 
phosphorous contravenes the 
Geneva Convention. 
However, it seems that the 

press rarely holds 
contravention of the Geneva 
Convention against Britain, 
the USA or its allies, in the 
same way that it does the 
objects of imperialism.  This 
practice most recently 
displayed during the Israeli 
invasion of Gaza, where 
atrocities committed by 
Israeli troops were justified 
by the handful of inaccurate 
rocket attacks on Israeli 
civilians. While negative 
aspects of the war, such as 
the story of torture at Abu 
Ghraib, were broke by the 
mainstream media, it soon 
disappeared and the 
continuation of the practise 
of torturing prisoners was 
barely mentioned.  
     The central two lies that 
were the main justification 
for invading Iraq was the 
completely unfounded claim 
that Saddam Husain was 
linked to Al-Qaeda and the 
presence in Iraq of weapons 
of mass destruction 
(WMDs). Television 
audiences were told that 
Saddam Husain not only had 
knowledge of the terrorist 
attacks in America on 11th 
September 2001, but that he 
had directly participated in 
aiding the perpetrators of 
that atrocity. The fact that 
Saddam Husain was 

considered too secular by Al
-Qaeda escaped most news 
reports. Readers of 
newspapers were informed 
that Iraq had chemical, 
biological and even a 
programme to construct 
nuclear weaponry. Leading 
news organisations placed 
such great emphasis upon 
these two claims in the face 
of available information to 
the contrary that The New 
York Times and the 
Washington Post, two 
prestigious newspapers, 
later issued apologies to 
their readers for “having 
gotten so caught up in the 
inner workings of power in 
an administration 
determined to go to war 
that they lost focus on other 
values and other views”. 
While the US press was 
certainly more ‘gung ho’ in 
its reporting of the invasion 
of Iraq, the British press 
remained overwhelming pro
-war. While the Daily 
Mirror newspaper and BBC 
were very critical of the 
decision by the British 
government to join the war. 
Once the war started, anti-
war reporting, 
representative of public 
opinion, proved to be short 
lived. British news networks 
reproduced, rather than 

Television 
audiences in the 
US and Britain 
were told that 
Saddam Husain 
not only had 
knowledge of the 
terrorist attacks in 
America on 11th 
September 2001, 
but that he had 
directly 
participated in 
aiding the 
perpetrators  
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questioned, claims about 
weapons of mass destruction. 
The anti-war movement also 
began to suffer after the 
outbreak of combat 
operations, as the media fell 
back to a ‘back the troops’ 
position, press attention 
declined, and became 
increasingly unsympathetic to 
criticism. 
     Theories of the media 
during war include Lance 
Bennett’s indexing hypothesis. 
Bennett outlined his 
contention that journalists 
simply allow foreign policy 
elites to draw up the agenda, 
and frame stories of 
international issues to suit 
their own conclusions. This is, 
in part, “a result of 
‘transactional’ or ‘symbiotic’ 
relations between journalists 
and officials” Another 
communications scholar, 
Daniel, C. Hallin, who 
analysed media coverage of 
the Vietnam War, argued for 
the concept of the ‘Vietnam 
Effect’: that television footage 
of the conflict contributed to 
the conflict’s unpopularity. 
Hallin found that initially 
media coverage had been 
generally favourable towards 
the United States 
intervention, later, the media 
become more critical of 
aspects of the war, but never 
directly confronted whether 
the USA should have invaded 
Vietnam. Hallin stated that the 
media’s criticism of the 
employment of certain tactics 
were confined to the ‘sphere 
of legitimate controversy’ and 
merely reflected divisions 
within the elites back in 
Washington. These theories 
certainly correspond 
somewhat with the media 
coverage of the war in Iraq, in 
that it rarely left the ‘sphere 
of legitimate controversy’. 
Journalists ventured 
procedural criticism, 
discussing tactical mistakes 
instead of questioning the 
whole basis of the war at a 
substantive level. Despite the 
‘negative’ reports and images 

of carnage coming out of Iraq 
following the invasion, the 
relationship between the 
media and the government 
did not change. Essentially, 
the press indexed media 
coverage to elite debate that 
occurred in Washington, 
regurgitation replaced 
independent investigation and 
there was little objective 
questioning of the principal 
motivation behind the 
invasion. It was reported in 
much the same way that 
German press reported the 
battle of Stalingrad in the 
Nazi era. Criticism was 
limited to tactical choices, 
debate centred on what 
strategy we should adopt in 
the occupation of Iraq rather 
than whether we should have 
invaded Iraq in the first place.  
     The reporting of Iraq and 
now the Chilcot Inquiry 
betrays the role of the media 
under capitalism. Rather than 
being an independent organ 

of truth, representative of 
‘the public’ or ‘civil society’ it 
is the ideological arm of the 
state, itself an instrument of 
oppression on behalf of the 
ruling class. News coverage 
of the Chilcot Inquiry 
conveniently fails to 
acknowledge the manner in 
which the press covered the 
war in Iraq. Despite the 
negative picture being painted 
of the Iraq war, we cannot 
forget that similar reporting, 
is whitewashing the same 
levels of devastation created 
by the occupation of 
Afghanistan. Just as coverage 
of the Iraq invasion failed to 
report the negative aspects of 
the occupation, 
contemporary coverage of 
the occupation of Afghanistan 
ignores stories such as the 
heroin epidemic that has 
accompanied the dramatic 
rise in the production of 
opium since 2001.  
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As part of the ongoing debate over the compatibility of religious belief and 
Marxism, Ben Chacko argues that the religious can be perfectly good 
communists and it’s time for us to focus on the real enemy. 

Over the past year, Challenge has 
printed three very thought 
provoking articles on the 
compatibility (or not) of religious 
beliefs with Marxism. This is a 
question I consider important for 
a number of reasons and since 
my own understanding of the 
problem differs from any of those 
given, I am unable to resist 
wading into this debate. 
     Very briefly, the debate began 
in the Summer 2009 edition of 
Challenge in which Scott 
Kristoffer Ripley pointed out that 
Marx’s analysis of religion (“the 
cry of the oppressed creature, 
the heart of a heartless world, 
the soul of soulless conditions. . 
.it is the opium of the people”) 
was directed largely at the social 
and political role of organised 
religion, not on the question of 
the existence of God or the 
supernatural as such; that 
significant sections of the Bible 
(and in particular, descriptions of 
the lives of the early apostles) 

seem to advocate a form of 
communism; and on the effect of 
Liberation Theology in Latin 
America, where religious figures 
have embraced the class struggle 
and fought for the rights of the 
dispossessed. Then, in Autumn 
2009, James Rodie countered 
that this might be so, but that 
belief in the supernatural was 
incompatible with materialism, 
which is of course the basis of 
Marxist thought, so that while the 
religious might on occasion be 
fellow travellers they could not 
be considered proper Marxists; 
and also that religion 
“overwhelmingly acts as a yoke. 
The promise of a better life in the 
beyond convincing the worker 
that a life of endless toil in the 
here and now is perfectly 
legitimate.” Most recently, in the 
Winter 2009 Challenge, Tim 
Gulliver attacked the issue from a 
more existential perspective and 
quotes Lucretius to the effect 
that “the greatest obstacle to 

happiness [is] the suffering 
caused by the unknown, of 
death and of the gods”.  
     My purpose here is to take 
issue with the two most recent 
articles. I do not believe that 
religion is key to suffering in 
the world; I do not believe that 
religious belief ordinarily 
prevents workers from taking 
action against their oppressors 
(the IRA, anyone? Hezbollah?); 
I do not even believe that 
religion is incompatible with 
materialism. 
     To take the first point: both 
Kristoffer Ripley and Rodie 
mention in their articles the 
crimes of religion over the 
years – the Crusades and 
other religious wars, the 
persecution of followers of 
other religions or none, the 
oppression of women. All of 
these are extremely important 
points. But as a Marxist I do 
not consider religion to be 
responsible for them. Our 

It suits the 
bourgeoisie 
to dismiss 
fighting in 
Palestine as a 
religious 
conflict, but 
the primary 
causes are 
economic 
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analysis on ‘religious conflicts’ in the 
modern world makes this clear. It 
suits liberals or neocons to dismiss 
the fighting in Palestine, for example, 
as due to religious causes – either the 
God-given right of the Jews to their 
promised land leading them to steal it 
from the Palestinians, or, according to 
the right, the fanatical intolerance of 
Muslims seeking to destroy the infidel. 
In fact, of course, the struggle is 
political and economic. This is a form 
of imperialism, with a settler state 
conquering land and then attempting 
to crush the former inhabitants. 
Religion is certainly used ideologically 
to back up the positions of both sides, 
but it did not cause the problem. Nor 
were the Troubles in Ireland much to 
do with the Catholic – Protestant 
divide. The same is true of historical 
religious wars; religion has been used 
as a smokescreen for expansion, for 
imperialism, and for persecution, but 
the true causes of such events have 
always been economic. 
     The same goes for the oppression 
of women – as Engels makes clear in 
The Origins of the Family, Private 
Property and the State, the oppression 
of women, and the institution of 
marriage, go back to the time when 
human communities first began to 
produce a surplus and divided into 
classes. In most places the division of 
labour resulted in male ownership of 
property; and marriage followed the 
need for men to be sure their 
offspring were really theirs, because 
they needed to pass on that property. 
Religion has certainly been used as a 
malign ideological weapon bolstering 
these historical injustices but it has 
never been the cause of them. 
     Tim Gulliver argues that “the 
primary cause of suffering is the fear 
of the unknown”, after Lucretius. This 
may be so for a comfortably off 
Roman gentleman. In fact, the primary 
causes of suffering around the world 
are hunger, thirst, cold, disease and 
violence. It is surely these which we 
should concentrate our fire upon, and 
not religion? He asserts that it is 
religion which has taught us to fear 
death (a sentiment similar to that of 
the Atheist Bus Campaign, with their 
slogan ‘There’s probably no God – so 
stop worrying and enjoy your life.’) 
But all animals fear death. This is why 
antelopes run away when lions attack 
them. This is why few people 
contemplate suicide when faced with 
slightly unpleasant tasks, such as doing 

the washing up. People, unlike 
most animals, have an 
understanding of their own 
mortality; and it is plausible to 
suggest that religion emerged as 
a response to our fear of death; 
but to say that it is the major 
cause of that fear seems 
nonsensical.  
     To address the second 
question: that religion acts as a 
yoke. Here we get to Marx’s 
depiction of it as ‘the opium of 
the people’, a solace which 
prevents people from taking 
action. Certainly it has been 
used in this way in the past, but 
even apart from the sterling 
example of the Liberation 
Theologians, there are 
countless cases of religion 
acting as a spur on people to 
challenge injustice – whether 
that was Savonarola with his 
Bonfire of the Vanities, Keir 
Hardie whose activism was 
inspired by Jesus’s Sermon on 
the Mount, or, to take a more 
exotic example, the Boxers in 
nineteenth century China 
whose Buddhist faith roused 
them to attack the imperialist 
‘foreign devils’ who were 
plundering their country.  
     More problematically, there 
is the specific issue within 
Christianity of the central 
concept of forgiveness and ‘turn 
the other cheek’. This would 

appear to be a direct injunction 
to workers not to strike back 
at their oppressors. However, 
it is a question dealt with by the 
Dominican friar (and Marxist) 
Herbert McCabe in his essay 
The Class Struggle and Christian 
Love. McCabe is writing to 
convince Christians that they 
should engage in the class 
struggle, not to convince 
Communists that they should 
let them, so his argument need 
not be gone into in too much 
detail. However, he reiterates 
the important point that the 
class struggle is part of the 
capitalist process and is going 
on all the time while the 
capitalist mode of production 
(in his words, “the most 
sophisticated system of mass 
violence the world has known”) 
remains dominant. Christians, 
he points out, cannot ‘opt out’ 
of the class struggle on the 
grounds of ‘love thy neighbour’. 
The only way to end the war is 
to win it – to proceed to a 
socialist society. McCabe 
further argues that, in line with 
the Catholic tradition that one 
cannot be reconciled with God 
until one is reconciled with 
one’s fellow man, the 
establishment of socialism and 
communism is in fact a 
prerequisite for the coming of 
the Kingdom of God, a far cry 
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from urging people to wait for 
divine salvation. Atheists may 
scoff at this belief that 
communism is simply a 
stepping stone to the divine 
Kingdom, but Marxists are all 
about action, and if we are all 
struggling for the socialist 
revolution, what difference 
does it make if some of us are 
also looking to a future beyond 
it? 
     On to the question of 
materialism: Rodie states that 
“though a materialist cannot 
say for certain that nothing 
exists on any plane other than 
the material one, we must 
assert that nothing of 
consequence exists, that is 
nothing with which we can 
interact and on which we can 
base any kind of analysis.” But, 
since the theologian Thomas 
Aquinas injected a healthy dose 
of Aristotelianism into Catholic 
thinking, the Church has in fact 
leaned to the materialist side 
of the long running idealist-
materialist divide (this is only 
true of Catholic theology; 
Orthodox and most Protestant 
theology remains firmly 
idealist.) It rests on an 
appreciation that we live in a 
material world and are 

capitalism – is in any way 
progressive. Its hierarchy are 
profoundly reactionary and as 
has been noted it acts to 
suppress any progressive 
movements that emerge from 
its grassroots, such as 
Liberation Theology. My 
argument is merely that the 
basis of Catholic theology is 
quite compatible with 
materialism.  
     Well, and what is the 
point of all this, you ask? 
Surely this is a personal 
matter, and not worth raising 
in the pages of Challenge? 
Rodie says that “we should 
not abstain from trying to rid 
workers of [religion’s] malign 
influence.” I counter that the 
influence is not necessarily 
malign, and that we can end 
up doing far more harm than 
good by such agitation, 
alienating many who would 
otherwise support the 
communist movement. 
Socialists and the Church 
have usually been on opposite 
sides in the struggles of the 
last two centuries, partly due 
to the status of the Church 
historically as a major 
landowner, and the resistance 
of a politically dominant 
hierarchy to secularism. But it 
is also undeniably true that 
anti-religious agitation has 
driven many working class 
people away from our cause, 
especially in countries with a 
strong religious tradition, 
such as Italy, or countries 
where religion has been 
associated with the national 
identity (such as Poland, 
where Catholicism was a 
source of pride in the face of 
long oppression by 
Protestant Prussians and 
Orthodox Russians.) I am 
arguing this because I believe 
very strongly that our quarrel 
is with capitalism, not 
religion, and that there are 
huge numbers of religious 
people around the world 
who should be encouraged to 
join our struggle, not as 
‘fellow travellers’ in a ‘broad 
church’, but as Marxists. The 
battle between religion and 
Marxism must end. 
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the ‘Big Bang’ 

material beings, and that our 
knowledge is based on our 
observation of this material 
world, and thus can agree with 
Lenin on the definition of 
‘matter’ (“For the sole 
property of matter with whose 
recognition philosophical 
materialism is bound up is the 
property of being an objective 
reality, of existing outside the 
mind” – Materialism and 
Empirio-Criticism.) Of course, 
Thomist theology is not 
fundamentally materialist, since 
it posits God, not matter, as 
the basic reality. But if the only 
way God interacts physically 
with the world is in being a 
primeval cause, this no more 
interferes with a materialist 
approach in practice than does 
belief in the ‘Big Bang’. The 
Catholic Church nowadays 
even recognises evolution. Our 
analysis and our action are 
based on the world we live in 
and from this standpoint we 
can be good Marxists and 
Christians at the same time.  
     This is not, of course, to 
imply that the Catholic Church 
– a wily and worldly political 
organisation which has 
survived through slave based 
empires, feudalism, and 
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Music Reviews 
Marianne Rodie once again casts her discerning eye over some of the latest 
releases 

Owl City – Fireflies 
The fact that, as I type, this song is at number one in the charts evidences that all music 
buying Britons must be stupid. The breathless, exaggerated Americanised moaning over 
a strained over-produced electronica tune that was so prominent in the charts 3 years 
ago with bands such as Hellogoodbye and Plain White Tees who clawed their talentless 
way to the top 10 is miserably back again. This twee nonsense will be lapped up by 
fresher students everywhere and branded as ‘quirky, yet deep’. Lyrics such as “I’d 
rather stay awake when I’m asleep” frankly just make me wish I was asleep. 

Plan B – Stay Too Long 
Now I realise when a new release has been proclaimed Record of the Week by the 
musical irritants that are Fearne Cotton and Zane Lowe, the said single will not 
normally stimulate the sort of visible excitement that I found all over my music-weary 
features when listening to this for the first time. Stay Too Long by Plan B is a smile 
inducing, soulful, Rage Against The Machine-esque, cockney rap pick-and-mix that 
completely works. After my ears have been lumbered with the bland diet of wet 
cabbage and overdone mange tout they often resort to, Plan B gorge themselves on a 
big gooey chocolate fudge cake instead. 

Morning After Dark – Timbaland ft SoShy and Nelly Furtado 
There is absolutely no doubt that Timbaland is an accomplished producer and has 
hammered out classic songs including ‘The way I Are’ and ‘Give it to Me’ that feature 
as a given on any good R&B compilation. The Morning After Dark is the latest in a long 
line of catchy Nelly Furtado collaborations, but surely you would have thought 
someone out there would have introduced him to a more modern formula? These days 
audiences look for the crunk and gritty influences that have filtered their way into the 
mainstream. As an admirer of Timbaland, I hoped to listen to a progression in his 
signature style, not the safe option to sticking to what worked two years ago. SoShy 
adds nothing special. And Timbaland sounds a bit like Cher, which is never good. 

Glee Cast – Don’t Stop Believing 
Geek? Check. Ethnic minority? Check. Second ethnic minority to mask the first one 
being just a token? Check. Overly camp gay boy? Check. Wheelchair user? Check. 
Obese one? Check. That’s all the stereotypes covered then. The Glee Cast version of 
the Journey ‘classic’ is aspirational twaddle. It comes as no surprise that such a shallow 
song has been plucked from where-are-they-now? territory for release by a 
programme that has been manufactured purely to churn out feelgood hit after hit. 
Even though the Journey original may be four and a half minutes of air-guitar-
provoking, lighter-raising, hair-spraying soft rock, at least it has more depth than the 
Glee Cast’s clean cut, goody-two-shoes, smiling happiness we will no doubt have to 
endure for many months to come. 
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We won’t pay for the capitalist crisis! We’ll defeat the Ruling 
Class Offensive! Our future is Socialism! 

March 6 2010  Ruskin House, London 

Capitalist Economic Crisis 
Our last Congress was held at a 
time when Britain and the rest of 
the world were on the brink of an 
economic downturn which would 
result in a sustained period of 
capitalist economic crisis. The YCL 
had long understood this to be on 
the cards, since the increasing 
financialisation of the economy, the 
reliance on credit and the building 
up of individual and government 
debt, the attempts to continually 
‘free-up’ additional capital by the 
privatisation and marketisation of 
public services were all tactics 
utilised by the New Labour 
government to postpone the 
inevitable downturn. The 44th 
Congress of the YCL successfully 
characterised New Labour’s 
economic ‘strategy’ as short-termist 
and asserted that these policies 
were unsustainable in the long-run. 
The Congress correctly asserted 
that without a fundamental change 
in economic priorities, we would 
experience a deep and sustained 

the central 
cause for the 
current crisis 
was the 
cyclical 
boom and 
bust nature of 
capitalism 
brought 
about by 
over 
production 

crisis. Despite the collapse of 
confidence in the US sub-prime 
mortgages and other debt-based 
speculation and derivatives being 
viewed as the trigger for this 
downturn, the central cause for 
the current crisis was the cyclical 
boom and bust nature of 
capitalism brought about by over 
production.  
     The interconnectedness of 
the interests of finance capital 
and those of the government has 
entirely shaped not just the run-
up to the crisis but also the 
response to it. The increasing 
reliance on the ‘financialisation’ 
of the British economy, whilst at 
the same time allowing 
productive industry to slip into 
practical non-existence has 
severely limited the recovery. So 
far New Labour’s response to 
the crisis has been to pledge 
more than £1,350 billion to the 
failed bankers and spivs in the 
city as well as releasing nearly 

£200 billion through the policy 
of quantitative easing and other 
initiatives to prop up the money 
markets and restart speculation. 
This is starkly contrasted with a 
continued decline in the 
productive economy, with 
investment, manufacturing 
output and employment in these 
sectors all recording massive 
declines on top of figures that 
already represented historic 
lows. 
     These periodic crises, 
however, do not adversely affect 
capitalists: in capitalist countries 
it is always the working class that 
suffer. Young people have been 
particularly hard hit by the crisis 
and the subsequent recession. 
The consequence of the chaos 
that has ensued has seen 
thousands of people being 
displaced from employment in 
the Britain, and this has affected 
young workers in particular. 
Even going by the official figures, 
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fundamental shift in the balance 
of class forces in favour of the 
working class.  
     At the same time however 
there continues to be increasing 
challenges to imperialism’s 
interests which offer a challenge 
to US economic hegemony. 
Whilst the character of this 
challenge is not as definitively 
anti-imperialist as the Socialist 
bloc of Eastern Europe and the 
Soviet Union was, there is a 
strong anti-imperialist current 
within it. The rise of the BRICS 
(Brazil, Russia, India, China and 
South Africa) countries has 
meant that imperialist 
hegemony, which flourished in 
the aftermath of the breaking up 
of the Soviet Union, is now 
beginning to stutter in the face 
of economic recession and a 
significant competition from 
these countries. 
     In Latin America the 
continued election of a 
succession of left, popular, and 
anti-imperialist governments has 
led to a strengthening of regional 
economic ties (through the 
creation of ALBA – the 
Bolivarian Alliance for the 
Americas) and a direct challenge 
to US imperialism’s economic 
hegemony in that continent 
(through support for socialist 
Cuba, mutual defence 
agreements and the re-
nationalising of energy industry 
and other basic public services). 

However, as we 
have seen with 
the ousting of 
progressive 
President Manuel 
Zelaya in 
Honduras the 
possibility of these 
successes being 
overturned cannot 
be underestimated. 
The continued 
support from 

unemployment is creeping up the 3 
million mark, and nearly a third of 
all young people are currently 
unemployed. The true figure is 
likely to be much higher than this, 
the current rate of employment 
stands at just 72.4%, representing 
the highest level of unemployment 
since the 1930s. 
     Nothing has been done to 
address the fundamental imbalance 
of the British and US economies, in 
particular, which have ensured that 
this period of crisis is particularly 
accentuated. The massive levels of 
debt taken on by the US 
government, which is likely to 
result in a severe depreciation of 
the dollar, doesn’t just affect the 
US domestic economy, since the 
Bretton Woods agreement and the 
US domination of international 
trade mean it is going to severely 
affect economies across the globe. 
     Unfortunately, the reaction of 
the government has been what 
Communist Party general secretary 
Rob Griffiths characterised as, 
‘Socialism for the Rich’. Instead of 
using the banks’ money to help the 
people, we are seeing the people’s 
money going into helping the 
banks. Whilst the government has 
ploughed resources into propping 
up finance capital, the trade deficit, 
that already is the highest in the 
industrialised world, is increasing 
with underinvestment and job 
losses in manufacturing. In order to 
pay for the crisis, the answer 
would appear to be stacking up in 
favour of reduced public 
expenditure, which will only harm 
those who require public services 
most – the poor and vulnerable, 
whilst once more attacking public 
sector workers to foot the bill. 
Cuts will come, but their severity 
will probably be determined by the 
winners of the upcoming General 
Election.  
     Young Communists must work 
in mass organisations where 
possible to put the argument 
across that capitalism is failing this 
country, and indeed, the world. 
This forms part of the Alternative 
Economic Strategy to raise 
consciousness amongst the 
working class for active 
participation in extra parliamentary 
struggle. It is vital that Young 
Communists aim to understand the 
effects of the crisis through 
participation in these movements, 
and working in partnership with 
allies to put across the arguments.  
     The People’s Charter will be an 

important campaigning tool in 
deepening consciousness and 
raising the level of class struggle 
within British society, for the need 
to develop a fairer society based 
on the needs of the many as 
opposed to the wants of a few. 
This method will have the effect of 
reaching those outside of the 
Labour movement.  
 
Imperialist Onslaught  
Perhaps one of the biggest changes 
in international politics since our 
last congress has been the ousting 
of the extreme-right Bush 
government in the USA. To what 
extent this represents a critical 
shift so far remains to be seen, 
whilst attempts to introduce health 
reform and developing a ‘softer’ 
approach internationally - softening 
the restrictions on US citizens 
travelling to Cuba, withdrawing 
troops from Iraq - than the 
unilateralism typified by George 
Bush’s tenure, the Obama 
administration has demonstrated 
that it will continue to assert US 
imperialist hegemony 
internationally and that very little 
domestic reform in the interests of 
the working class, peace & labour 
movements that propelled him to 
power, will be pursued.  
     The imperialist offensive in 
Afghanistan continues with no end 
in sight, Israeli settlers continue to 
flaunt international law in the 
occupied territories of Palestine. 
And the arrogant stance taken 
against Cuba continues to manifest 
itself in the illegal trade blockade 
and other economic 
restrictions. 
Added to this 
the recent 
inaction in 
dealing with the 
Honduran coup 
suggests that real 
change will not 
occur in the 
US without 
a much 
more 
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working class and progressive 
forces internationally is still vital 
to the continuing advance of left 
and anti-imperialist forces in 
Latin America. The YCL has an 
important role to play in 
developing practical solidarity 
with progressive movements 
across Latin America and 
supporting broad initiatives 
where they exist.  For this 
reason, the YCL will continue to 
fully support the work of the 
Cuba Solidarity Campaign and 
Venezuela Solidarity Campaign. 
The YCL will also seek to 
develop its work in solidarity 
with Colombian progressive 
forces, specifically the 
Colombian Communist Youth 
(JUCO), and with the British-
based solidarity campaign Justice 
for Colombia. 
     In Africa too there are signs 
of the rejection of imposition of 
neo-liberal and neo-colonial 
policies. The ousting of former 
South African president Thabo 
Mbeki and his fellow neo-liberal 
compradors of the “Black 
Bourgeoisie” from the leadership 
of the ANC and their 
replacement by genuine popular, 
progressive and left members 
including President Jacob Zuma 
and many members of the South 
African Communist Party, have 
opened up the possibilities of a 
strategic shift that may have 
regional or continental 
implications.  
     British imperialism’s interests 
in Africa did not vanish after the 
defeat of colonial rule through 
the successful national liberation 
struggles in the latter half of the 
20th Century. It has merely 
mutated into an equally 
exploitative and rapacious neo-
colonialist power broker that 
maintains it interests through 
massive levels of economic 
control. British capital is still the 
largest source of foreign and 
direct investment in sub-Saharan 
Africa. The YCL must strengthen 
our links with communists in 
South Africa and the Sudan in 
particular, and other African 
communist, left and anti-
imperialist forces across the 
continent. Crucially, we must 
continue to highlight British 
imperialism’s neo-colonial role in 
Africa and other corners of the 
globe by campaigning against 
military and economic measures 
taken against left, progressive 

and anti-imperialist governments, 
opposing the attempts to 
establish AFRICOM and other 
NATO initiatives designed to 
preserve the interests of 
imperialism and for the complete 
withdrawal of all overseas British 
troops and bases. 
     In Europe, monopoly capital 
and the free market principles of 
the European Union have faced 
an unprecedented challenge by 
popular and working class forces. 
This however has been coupled 
with the most blatant 
demonstration of the European 
Union’s inherent neo-liberal 
character, through initiatives 
such as the Lisbon treaty. This 
open attempt to entrench free 
market economics in every 
aspect of public life within 
Europe has caused the greatest 
fight-back by sections of the 
organised working class in 
European countries in recent 
history. European capitalists 
continue their ‘fortress Europe’ 
policy which holds back the 
potential for international trade 
and the ability of European 
governments to work with 
progressive governments in the 
wider world. 
     The European Union not only 
entrenches the interests of state 
monopoly capital but it also 
actively pursues the interests of 
British, German and French 
monopolies overseas. Whilst 
these interests are on occasion 
in conflict with one another, the 
Lisbon treaty, which was forced 
through despite the rejection of 
the people of Ireland, France and 
the Netherlands has further 
developed this role through the 
creation of an armed wing - with 
its own military industrial 
complex - the EU rapid reaction 
force. Furthermore the Lisbon 
Treaty demands that member 
states “actively, unreservedly and 
loyally” support a single foreign 
military policy and ends the 
military neutrality of several EU 
states including Ireland, 
Denmark, Sweden and Austria. 
When viewed within the context 
of the expansion of NATO into 
Eastern Europe, which has 
continued alongside EU 
accession, it is clear that this is 
designed to impose the interests 
of the dominant imperialist 
countries, including Britain, on 
the rest of Europe and to utilise 
the EU to defend and extend 

these interests overseas. 
     The Young Communist 
League restates its 
characterisation of the European 
Union as an institution which 
solely represents the interests of 
state monopoly capital. It is 
designed to further the free-
market aspirations of the ruling 
classes of Europe. There can be 
no mistake, the European Union 
cannot be reformed from within 
and the YCL is in full support of 
British withdrawal from the EU. 
Furthermore the attempts to 
include sections of the left in the 
bodies of the European Union is 
nothing more than an attempt to 
further legitimise this neo-liberal 
capitalist enterprise in the eyes 
of the working class of Britain 
and the rest of Europe.  
     It is clear that on the 
international stage we are 
moving into a period of 
intensifying conflict. Whilst the 
balance of forces internationally 
makes it difficult to analyse what 
precise form this conflict will 
take, we can be sure that this 
challenge to imperialist 
hegemony will lead to an 
intensification of inter-imperialist 
conflict between the dominant 
imperialist countries on the one 
hand and potentially the growing 
strength of anti-imperialist and 
communist forces within 
imperialist countries on the 
other. Increasing economic co-
operation between the non-
imperialist BRICS countries and 
the increasing spread of anti-
imperialist and left governments 
in Africa, Latin America and Asia 
could lead to a shift in balance of 
forces internationally as 
significant as those bought about 
in 1917 and 1945.  
 
The Ruling Class 
Offensive 
The capitalist class’ response to 
the economic crisis is already 
underway. Whilst initial 
government response was to 
directly intervene to preserve 
the interests of finance capital 
with an unprecedented bail-out 
of the bankers and spivs in the 
city by committing £1,350 billion 
and counting, the question of 
how to cover this massive debt 
now arises. Without completely 
ruling out the possibility of a 
further recession in 2010, now 
that the initial decline has been 
arrested the strategy has turned 

to planning for an upsurge to 
come out of recession. The 
central plank of this strategy is 
precipitated on the objective 
that any resistance to the burden 
being placed squarely on the 
shoulders of the working class is 
broken. During previous 
offensives the working class was 
in a much better position to 
offer resistance as militancy, 
class-consciousness and class-
unity was much greater than at 
present. Workers in the Private 
Sector - where the labour 
movement is weakest - in the 
banking & finance sectors, retail 
& services and what’s left of 
Britain’s manufacturing have and 
are already experiencing massive 
job losses and an assault on 
wages & conditions whilst a 
major assault on the public 
sector is being held off on until 
after the general election. 
     Cuts, increasing privatisation 
and the introduction of higher 
charges for public transport, 
education and what little youth 
provisions exist will massively 
affect young people across the 
country. Whilst the true extent 
of cuts will not become known 
until after the general election 
government leaks have proved 
that some budgets will be cut by 
as much as 30%. The unstinting 
commitment to the Private 
Finance Initiative (PFI) will 
continue to draw massive 
resources away from what little 
is pledged to the public sector 
back into the finance sector and 
money markets. All of this 
further underlines that the neo-
liberal consensus of the past few 
decades is solely for the benefit 
of Britain’s ruling class. 
     Along with the seemingly 
increasing globalised and 
complex nature of economic 
relationships involved in modern 
capitalism, the distortions in the 
nature of class relationships 
presented in bourgeois culture 
have obscured the make-up of 
Britain’s ruling class today. 
Successive Tory and New 
Labour governments have 
entrenched state monopoly 
capitalism; in this regard the 
differences between them are 
tactical. Britain’s ruling class 
today make up a tiny percentage 
of the population; the controlling 
shareholders of the small 
number of monopolies that 
dominate the finance, retail, 



services sectors of the economy; 
the small number of press 
barons who control and own the 
overwhelming majority of all 
communication and information, 
in other words those in control 
of the means of production, 
distribution and exchange. 
Britain’s ruling class has also 
been able to rely on its 
advocates at the highest level of 
government and other sectors of 
the state to preserve and extend 
their interests. 
     That is not to assert that 
there is some kind of conspiracy 
where a few people meet in a 
smoke filled room to plot and 
scheme the destruction of the 
working class, the interests of 
the monopolies are entrenched, 
ideologically and economically, as 
the interests of the state. 
     In this the European Union 
plays a key role and the struggle 
against it has received a massive 
boost since our last Congress 
with the No2EU – Yes to 
democracy initiative. The 
political significance of this 
cannot be understated. Not only 
was this the first time that the 
working class were presented 
with an electoral force that 
advocated their interests over 
that of state monopoly capital 
typified by the EU, but this was 
also the first time that a national 
trade union played an active role 
in any electoral work other than 
largely uncritical support for 
Labour. If the initiative is to have 
any impact on building a left and 
popular opposition movement to 
the European Union then we 
must capitalise on the gains 

made during the election 

campaign. The YCL will work 
alongside the Party, RMT and all 
other forces opposed to the EU 
and in favour of working class 
solidarity to organise a 
conference to consider how to 
build such a movement. 
     At the same time the 
working class, those that have to 
sell their labour power in order 
to survive, has grown in size 
through the increasing 
proletarianisation of those in 
‘white collar’ jobs to the extent 
that they now make up more 
than 80% of the population. Yet 
the weakness of the organised 
labour movement means that 
presently only a tiny fraction of 
the true power of the working 
class can be brought to bear to 
resist the offensive. If the Ruling 
Class Offensive is to be defeated 
what is required is a united 
working class struggle to defend 
jobs, conditions and fight for the 
creation of decent work through 
investment in the productive 
economy. This industrial struggle 
must be linked to a political one 
based around key demands that 
would break the neo-liberal 
consensus. The People’s 
Charter, initiated by 
communists, represents the 
most likely initiative around 
which a movement can be built 
which draws in those sections of 
the working class, particularly 
young people, who are currently 
unorganised and unconnected to 
the labour movement.  Such a 
movement could play a key role 
in re-building the strength of the 
organised working class and 
developing class consciousness. 
Resistance to the policies of big 
business or central and local 
government is only effective 

where alternatives can be put 
forward.  
     That's why the policies in the 
People's Charter need to be 
projected on a mass scale, 
especially those advocating job 
creation through investment, 
public ownership of essential 
industries; higher wages, 
pensions and benefits; higher 
taxation of the rich and big 
business and the closure of tax 
havens; a drive to build public 
sector housing; extensive 
investment in non-nuclear 
renewable energy; opposition to 
the anti-trade union and other 
anti-democratic laws; and an end 
to British imperialist militarism 
and war. A movement around 
the charter has the potential to 
be, as the original Chartist 
movement was, a popular 
working class and people’s front 
which could ensure that the 
ruling class offensive is defeated, 
the working class doesn’t pay for 
the excesses of the parasitic 
relationship with US finance 
capital and that a political re-
alignment in favour of the 
working class in Britain can be 
bought about. 
 
Our future is socialism 
Internationally Communists are 
once again on the advance. 
Communists are now in 
government in Cuba, China, 
Laos, Vietnam, DPRK, 
Venezuela, Bolivia, Nepal, 
Cyprus, Uruguay, South Africa, 
Belarus, Moldova, Brazil and Sri 
Lanka whilst communists enjoy 
the support of millions in 
countries like Japan, India 

and Russia.  
     In Britain, capitalism’s 
economic crisis presents 
Communists with both dangers 
and opportunities, whilst it is 
necessary to initially fight a rear-
guard action we cannot forget 
that our final objective is not a 
return to a limited social-
democratic programme which 
ultimately preserves capitalist 
state power and interests, but 
for the creation of a socialist 
Britain. Whilst the class struggle 
will intensify with the ruling class 
offensive, the YCL must be at 
the forefront of this struggle to 
draw the links between the 
economic and political interests 
of the working class and to resist 
the politics of opportunism, 
defeatism and collaboration that 
has represented the dominant 
trend in the labour movement 
for much of its history.  
     In the ideological sphere we 
must begin to make the 
arguments for a socialist society, 
which would end the endemic 
cyclical capitalist economic 
crises, would see wealth and 
resources turned to serve the 
interests of the working class in 
Britain and internationally, an 
end to imperialist wars, working 
class power in decision making is 
exercised on a daily basis, an end 
to racism, sexism and all other 
forms of discrimination. As part 
of this we must begin to in 
earnest re-build our strength, 
militancy and role as advocates 
of working class youth educating, 
organising and mobilising for the 
new form of society that is 
Socialism. 
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The ‘choice’ 
agenda, 
privatisation, 
the testing 
regime, league 
tables, 
selection by 
aptitude, 
streaming, local 
management 
of schools all 
serve to 
reinforce a 
market system  

Young people today have seen a 
succession of attacks on their 
education system under New 
Labour. This had been a 
continuation of a  gradualist 
assault on education, alongside 
increasing rhetoric that 
championed free market 
ideology, in the hope that 
working class people would not 
realise the extent of the damage 
being done and could hopefully 
be tricked into thinking that it 
would benefit them. 
     The process of marketisation 
and privatisation, first initiated by 
the Tories under Thatcher, has 
been accelerated in recent years, 
particularly in secondary 
education, through amongst 
other things, the introduction of 
Academies. This entire process 
has seen the education system 
gradually shift out of democratic 
control into the hands of big 
business and privateers.  
     Education provides the means 
through which collective 
knowledge and experience is 
passed down from generation to 
generation, enriching society and 
supporting progress.  However, 
under capitalism it also is a 
reflection of and acts to 
reproduce and enshrine class 
relations.  The capitalist 
Education system is one of the 
primary mechanisms that ensures 
the transmission of prevailing and 
dominant social, cultural and 
ideological beliefs reinforcing the 
status quo. 
     In contrast, the YCL is 
committed to a free, 
comprehensive, progressive, 
secular education available for all, 
from Early Years through to 
Further and Higher 
Education. 

Thus, the fight to counter the 
increasing privatisation and 
religious character of the British 
education system is one of the 
most important struggles waged 
by young people today. We 
reject the capitalist model of 
education as degenerative; only 
under socialism can humankind 
fulfil their true potential.  As 
Lenin said, education is essential 
to the revolutionary struggle, as 
“knowledge is a weapon in our 
struggle for emancipation”.  
     Education even in the state 
sector, under capitalism teaches 
people to know their place and 
prepare for it.  Since the 
introduction of universal 
education this function was 
preserved by the division of 
schools into Public schools (for 
creating the ruling class), 
Grammar (professional, 
managerial), Technical (skilled) 
and Secondary Modern (semi-
skilled/unskilled). This trend 
continues today through the 
current system of 'pathways at 
14', City Academies, Specialist 
Schools and the continued 
existence of public and grammar 
schools.  The 'choice' agenda, 
privatisation, the testing regime, 
league tables, selection by 
aptitude, streaming, local 
management of schools all serve 
to reinforce a market system 
which has at its root a fixed 
division mirroring the class 
division of wider society.  
 
League Tables 
Until this year, in addition 
to GCSEs and A-
Levels, 

children were assessed at the end of 
each Key Stage of school. This 
meant assessments in English, maths 
and science aged 7, 11 and 14. The 
arguments against this system are 
many, including the pressure it puts 
on the children, the extent to which 
it skews the curriculum in favour of 
the assessed subjects and towards 
easily measurable skills within those 
subjects, the unreliability of the 
assessments, and the pressure 
placed on teachers and schools 
through the publication of league 
tables.  
     When the ‘efficiency saving 
measures’ at ETS (the US privateer 
contracted to mark the papers) 
caused results to arrive months late 
and raised significant doubts as to 
the accuracy of marking, at the same 
time as Select Committee report 
which once again challenged the role 
of testing in schools, the 
government was forced to act. 
Its course of action, which 
seems odd at first, 
actually says a lot 
about the purposes 
of testing. The 
government 
chose to abolish 
SATs only for 14 
year olds, 
retaining them for 
7 and 11 year olds.  
The reason being 

that according 
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to the government it gives 
“parents the information they 
need to compare different 
schools, choose the right school 
for their child and then track 
their child’s progress" as well as 
providing the information on " 
the progress of every child and 
their school as a whole, without 
unnecessary burdens of 
bureaucracy" as well as allowing 
"the public to hold national and 
local Government and governing 
bodies to account for the 
performance of schools.” 
     As to the question of the 
parents perspective or in 
capitalist terminology "choice".  
Primary schools SATs skew the 
curriculum just as much (one 
could argue more) and put just 
as much pressure on teachers 
and schools. As far as the 
pressure placed on the children, 
what is considered an 
unacceptable level of pressure to 
put 14 year old under cannot 
possibly be justified for an 11 
year old, let alone a 7 year old. 
So what could the government’s 
thinking possibly be?  Surely 
teachers & Ofstead are capable 
of assessing more accurately the 
strengths and weakness of pupils 
& the school than a 45 minute 
test in only 3 subjects.  
     This is where we see the 
current testing regime for what 
it is – a crude form of market 
data to allow consumers to 
make an ‘informed’ choice 

between rival products. Each 
year, the papers produce ‘league 
tables’ of schools based on their 
results in national tests. 
Secondary schools are judged 
primarily on the basis of GCSE 
and A-Level results. However, 
there is no equivalent way of 
judging primary schools except 
through using SATs results. 
Removing SATs at primary 
school would take away a crucial 
foundation of the market system. 
The fact is that parents in reality 
have little choice, test results are 
effectively a league table of 
wealth, with schools in well off 
areas coming at the top and 
schools in deprived working 
class communities at the bottom.  
We have the system Thatcher 
spoke about in 1987, where 
“money flows to the good 
schools and the good 
headmasters”. In this context, 
the increasing move towards 
league tables is an essential 
component tie in clearly with the 
New Labour’s agenda of 
marketisation and 
commodification of education.  
 
Academies & Faith 
Schools 
The involvement of private 
finance in schools serves to 
allow the ruling class to pick and 
choose which skills it wants and 
which groups it wants to learn 
them. We are heading back 
towards the traditional capitalist 

educational model which 
preceded the welfare state - 
where, as Antonio Gramsci put 
it, "Each social group has its own 
type of school, intended to 
perpetuate a specific traditional 
function, ruling or subordinate."  
The New Labour government 
has pushed forward its 
academies programme in the 
face of opposition from teachers, 
parents and pupils. Schools 
Minister Ed Balls condemned 638 
schools for failing to reach an 
arbitrary target of 30 per cent 
grade C or above GCSEs, in 
spite of the fact that a third of 
the named schools were in the 
top 40 per cent of schools in the 
country. 
     The renewed influence and 
control exhibited by religious 
bodies which currently control 
approximately a third of our 
education system is dangerous.  
The control of the church is 
extremely damaging to our 
education system, allowing 
schools to be selective of pupils 
on the basis of religion, refusing 
pupils who they see as likely to 
be difficult. Moreover, they are 
damaging to society, where we 
are already seeing rising tensions 
between race and religion, 
segregation of our children on 
the basis of religion is extremely 
divisive.   
     Trust and foundation schools 
also present a real and rising 
threat to our education system. 

They work completely outside of 
any Local Authority control, and 
are run by an independent group 
of people, often people of a 
religious allegiance, who are able 
to set their own admissions 
policy. This is no less than a back 
door route to selective 
education. These attacks have 
seen the erosion of the quality of 
our education; the rise of the 
business culture in our schools is 
having a detrimental effect on 
our curriculum, pushing 
important subjects such as sex 
education and Personal, Social, 
Health & Citizenship Education 
(PSCHE) further and further 
down the agenda.  
 
Sex Education 
The government came up with 
new guidelines on sex education 
in schools in consultation with 
churches. Well that sounds like a 
good plan!  Primary school kids 
learn about human conception 
and birth as biological theories. 
But they get no information 
about periods, despite the fact 
that 10% of girls actually start 
menstruating before finishing 
primary school. Sex education is 
compulsory in secondary 
schools, but parents have the 
right to withdraw their kids from 
lessons. However the subject is 
restricted to the reproductive 
system (our 'bits'), how the 
foetus develops in the uterus, 
and the changes that come in 
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adolescence. Contraception, safe 
sex and access to local advice & 
treatment services are all things 
that are taught on an ad-hoc basis 
often within Religious Education 
classes.   
 
Tuition Fees & Student 
Debt 
The introduction of tuition fees in 
accordance with the General 
Agreement on Trade in Services 
(GATS), which asserted that 
government payment of tuition 
fees interfered with the right of 
private educational institutions to 
compete on an ‘even’ footing.  By 
providing a limited grant for a tiny 
number of students from 
extremely poor backgrounds, the 
government presented the move as 
an attack on more privileged 
students - making the middle 
classes pay for their education 
while continuing to provide it for 
free to those who could not afford 
it.   
     The Higher Education Funding 
Council for England has been 
charged with the task of devising 
market based funding formulae 
which encourage universities to 
compete for state funding. This 
process has been replicated at an 
institutional level within many 
universities, with departments 
having to compete in an internal 
market, attract sponsorship and 
show value for money in order to 
receive funding from the central 
university. Direct sponsorship of 
courses, departments and whole 
universities by British and US oil, 
mineral, pharmaceutical and 
biotechnology monopolies is 
actively encouraged by 
government. Universities are also 
being encouraged to engage as 
closely as possible with small and 
medium enterprises in their region, 
tailoring their research and 
teaching to the needs of private 
capital. This process continues 
unabated and has a huge effect in 
terms of distorting provision within 
higher education, both towards 
those subjects with a higher chance 
of sponsorship and a higher rate of 
return and within those subjects. 
     The YCL is determined to 
increase campaigning and 
deepening consciousness in favour 
of an education system in the 
interests of our class by in 
particular focussing on the 
following areas; 
 

Schools 
Academies, Faith schools & 

privatisations  
The dependence on 

examinations & increasing 
competition via league tables 

Sex education 
 

Further Education 
Diplomas are actually worthless, 

we desperately need worker 
based vocational training 

the current education system 
serves two purposes forcing us 
in to either Vocational vs. 
Academic route 

 

Higher Education  
Cancel student fees and 

placement freezes 
The cancel of student debt 
Fines for oversubscribed 

institutions 
 
Congress instructs the 
incoming EC to:  
Support the development of 

collective led education 
campaigns and develop the 
materials required to 
satisfactorily do so. 

Campaign on the issues 
highlighted above 

Organise collectives in all 
education institutions where we 
have members 

Continue to support communist 
student work within the NUS 
and the setting up of communist 
student societies in HE & FE 
institutions across the country. 

Increase central coordination to 
equip members to carry out 
work. Develop specific, targeted 
leaflets on above issues for each 
system 

Develop draft letters and other 
materials to send to schools 
offering to send a speaker for 
their citizenship/history classes 
on working class history/anti-
imperialism in conjunction with 
the CP 

Produce a detailed political 
analysis of the education system, 
focussing specifically on the joint 
processes of marketisation and 
privatisation and drawing on the 
work already done by the 
Party’s Education advisory. This 
analysis of educational 
developments in HE and FE 
must be tied in with an analysis 
of the school system.  For this 
reason, it’d be most effective for 
it to be produced by a collective 
working group of students in 
HE/FE and schools/sixth form. 

What is it? 
Congress is the main decision making body of the 
Young Communist League. At least once every two 
years Young Communists from across Britain gather 
together to decide the policy and priorities for the 
coming two years. It also elects an Executive 
Committee (EC) to help ensure that the decisions 
taken at Congress are put into action. Nearly 
everything we do as an organisation is determined 
by decisions taken at Congress and its a crucial part 
of our internal democracy. If you’re a YCL member 
you should have an opinion as to what we should be 
doing & saying as an organisation, Congress is the 
opportunity for you to express this and play a role 
in shaping the YCL’s policy & priorities. 
 

How do you decide the policy & priorities? 
The outgoing EC submits draft resolutions which 
YCL regions/nations and collectives are able to 
submit amendments to. Every amendment is voted 
on by Congress and then the amended resolution as 
a whole is voted on. In addition to the EC 
resolutions, regions/nations and collectives are 
encouraged to submit their own resolutions on any 
subject not already covered, which are again voted 
on and if successful become policy. 
 

Are there any other discussions other than 
on resolutions and amendments? 
Congress commissions are also held during 
Congress to discuss, get ideas, feedback and submit 
proposals to the Congress on specific areas of 
campaigning or policy. This year there will be two 
Congress commissions on combating fascism and on 
the 17th World Festival of Youth & Students. 
 

How can I get involved? 
The first port of call is the regional pre-congress 
discussion meetings where comrades discuss 
amendments to the EC draft resolutions, their own 
resolutions and nominations to the Executive 
Committee. If you get in contact with your regional/
national organiser they’ll be able to give you details 
of any pre-congress meetings near where you are. If 
you’re a YCL member then we want you to attend 
Congress on March 6th @ Ruskin House, and take 
part in the discussions fully. If you can’t make it to 
Congress then its doubly important that you try and 
make it along to a pre-congress meeting as one of 
the main responsibilities of YCL membership is to 
play a role in our internal democracy. If you’re not a 
YCL member but you want to see what its all about 
then get in touch with the YCL office and come 
along to the Congress  
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45TH YCL CONGRESS 

wages and conditions in 
unionised work places. It should 
also be noted that union density 
amongst those under 20 is 
about half that of older workers. 
Yet when unions are prepared 
to fight for them, the activists 
are drawn from those under 
40.The problem is that young 
people do not see joining a 
union as a natural step when the 
first enter the world of work. 
     There is a fundamental 
problem that we must seek to 
confront, young workers in this 
type of economic relationship 
are not automatically 
conditioned to responding to 
attacks in a militant and 
collective way. The ideological 
offensive of capitalism, the 
worship of ‘individualism’ and 
the weakness of the labour 
movement to respond to what 
has been a seismic shift in the 
nature of work and the makeup 
of the British economy 
(although the nature of 
productive relationships under 
capitalism remain fundamentally 
the same), has only served to 
exasperate this problem.  
     When young people start a 

job they would accept the 
pay, hours and conditions 
as part of the course. 
And when things 
become intolerable they 
may simply quit the job 
and do something else 
rather than fight back. 
The notion of 

organising collective 
resistance and fighting 
back is rarely even 
considered as a realistic 
possibility.  
     Responsibility must 
lie with the unions 

themselves for not fully 
engaging with young people; 
for not understanding that 
the future of the movement 
depends upon their 
incorporation. This is due 
to their slow response to 
the change in the 

The Young Communist League 
has a long and proud history of 
engagement in industrial work 
within the British labour 
movement. Nevertheless, the 
pressure of other areas of 
campaigning and activity and the 
small number of YCL cadres has 
meant that the in the recent 
period we have failed to mobilise 
the millions of young workers in 
Britain, on whose political 
development the Communist, 
labour and trade union 
movement depends. Trade 
unionism is despite setbacks, still 
a significant force within British 
society and therefore an historic 
opportunity lies before Britain’s 
young communists and our allies, 
to rebuild the British labour 
movement as a progressive and 
increasingly socialist force within 
society. 
 

Socialism for the Rich 
The current economic crises had 
long been predicted by 
Communists and its arrival 
serves as a vindication of our 
characterisation of capitalism as 
an inherently unstable system . 
The boom and bust nature of 
capitalism caused by cyclical 
crises of over-production has 
once again brought further 
misery to millions of working 
people. The response of the 
‘new Labour’ government has 
been to redistribute wealth away 
from the working class and into 
the hands of big business. The 
response of the ruling classes can 
be described as ‘Socialism for the 
Rich’, whereby billions of pounds 
of public money has been handed 
over, condition free, to the 
already filthy rich capitalists who 
caused the crises in the first 
place. All three of the main 
political parties have, in the run 
up to the forthcoming  election, 
have been engaged in a bidding 
war over which of them will 
introduce the harshest cuts to 
public services. Defending against 
these attacks will be one of the 

most important tasks of the 
labour movement in the coming 
period.It is the young who have 
been particularly hit by the 
recession: of the 2.5 million 
unemployed, 18% are between 
18-24, which includes a rise of 
5.3% since the onset of the 
crises, more than any other age 
group. The official figures for 
registered Jobseekers Allowance 
in April 2009 was 1.5 million-the 
highest since 1997. Most 
predictions are that real 
unemployment will pass 3.25 
million by the end of 2010.   
 

Precarious work – The issue 
of our time 
However, these predictions do 
not take into account the 
amount of young people in 
precarious employment. Since 
the 1980s, the nature of work 
has changed dramatically with 
the decline in manufacturing and 
the vicious Tory anti-union laws. 
Those lucky enough to have a 
job will find themselves in part-
time, temporary, zero-hours, 
insecure jobs. Gone are the days 
of a ‘Job for Life’, now we live in 
a time where bosses can demand 
what they want from their 
employees and get rid of them 
at will. This puts these 
workers in an extremely 
weak and vulnerable 
position, making it 
extremely difficult for 
them to fight back.  Very 
few part time workers 
are in a union at all: in 
fact the proportion of 
unionised full time 
workers is 50% higher 
than part-time workers.  
     This is due to the fact 
that they have little power, and 
that the movement is structured 
only to concentrate on trade 
unions’ own members and not 
to fight for precarious 
workers. In fact, there is often 
prejudice against these 
workers because employers 
use them to undercut 

Since the 1980s, 
the nature of work 
has changed 
dramatically with 
the decline in 
manufacturing and 
the vicious Tory 
anti-union laws. 
Those lucky 
enough to have a 
job will find 
themselves in part-
time, temporary, 
zero-hours, 
insecure jobs. 

Draft Executive Committee  
Young Workers Resolution 
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economy and nature of work 
where workers are no longer 
able to have decent, stable work 
near to where they live. Work 
today is greatly dislocated, with 
workers fragmented from one 
another and their communities. 
Unions need to adapt to this 
change, but unfortunately they 
remain focused on work-places, 
instead they should be focused 
on working people. What is now 
required is a pro-active 
approach towards the 
recruitment and involvement of 
young and precarious workers. 
Unions can ill-afford to sit back 
and hope that these people will 
come to them. The ruling class 
offensive is already under way 
and preparations for a fight back 
must begin now. Unless young 
people are brought into the 
struggle immediately, there will 
be no new generation of militant 
trade unionists to take up the 
fight in the future. 
     The key industrial priorities 
for young workers will be 
determined throughout the 
movement as a whole but it is 
first and foremost the YCL 
congress which is the arena in 
which the Marxist contribution 
to this debate will be 
formulated. 
 

The primary tasks of the YCL in 
this arena of struggle can be 
summarised as the following: 
Co-ordinate and direct the 

YCL’s cadres in their work in 
existing structures, in 
particular the Youth 
structure in the trade union 
movement, with appropriate 

co-ordination 
with 
Party 

structures 
Promote trade union 

membership and active 
industrial organisation 
amongst Britain’s young 
workers by reasserting the 
role of unions in class conflict 

Work with our allies to re-
orientate the British trade 
union movement to take into 
account the needs, conditions 
and nature of work in Britain 
for the youth - particularly in 
relation to ‘precarity’ 

To work as the Marxist youth 
organisation of the British 
labour movement to raise the 
level of political 
consciousness of Britain’s 
young workers 

To build the Peoples’ Charter 
in the labour movement 
inside communities, with the 
focus on the trade unions. 

 

The immediate need of young 
people must be to end those 
policies and structures within 
society which discriminate 
directly against the interests of 
young workers. Ending the 
division between different 
sections of the working class is 
the key to forging a united 
working class. In the course of 
political struggle to end these 
divisions a revolutionary class 
consciousness can be built which 
is necessary for the overthrow 
of the capitalist system, the only 
possible solution to working 
class exploitation. 
 

The immediate needs of the 
Youth are to: 
End the difference in age 

rates for young people. We 
must campaign for a 
minimum wage of 
half median male 

earnings, rising to two thirds 
over time for all workers 

Fight for full trade union 
rights and equal working 
conditions for all workers 
from day one 

Fight for descent, stable jobs 
for all young people 

Mobilise the fullest resistance 
to the forthcoming attacks on 
our public services 

Call for a massive programme 
of training and apprentiships 

Call for the repeal of all anti-
trade union laws as the only 
way to ensure decent pay, a 
safe workplace and the full 
development of both 
workers’ rights and 
democratic rights in general 

Oppose the criminalisation of 
young people 

 

There can be no doubt that the 
current generation of young 
workers are the key to building 
a stronger trade union 
movement, particularly in the so 
called ‘newer industries’ and 
sectors of the economy where 
traditional trade union 
organisation is practically non-
existent. So called peripheral 
work is now the mainstay for 
young people in particular, more 
than a fifth of the total 
workforce are employed in this 
way. Part-time, temporary, 
agency and insecure 
employment of all kinds cannot 
be solved by simply applying 
limited pressure on New Labour 
to implement European Union 
directives that offer no real 
challenge to the drive to 
develop a US-style flexible 
labour market. 

     It is in this context, the 
YCL’s main focus will be on 
what is the main `industrial’ 
issue of our time – that of 
Decent Work. The YCL 
will fully support the 

Peoples’ Charter, building 
support in the trade unions, 
workplaces and communities. 

The Peoples’ Charter 
represents the best 

opportunity to 
unite working 

people around 
a common set 
of goals 
around 
which 
unity can 
be 

established 
     Trade unions in general need 
activists to recruit and organise 
but the engagement of large 
numbers of young workers with 
Marxist ideas through the YCL 
can help alter the balance of 
power within trade unions and 
greatly enhance the potential of 
developing a new generation of 
industrial cadres. Ultimately as 
the number of organised 
Marxists within the trade union 
movement grows it will be able 
to remove the shackles of 
‘pressure group’ politics and 
emerge as a class conscious 
political force. 
 

In order to achieve these ends it 
is essential that the YCL 
undertakes the following tasks: 
Create a map of our 

industrial cadres in order to 
co-ordinate their activity with 
the Party’s Trade 

Union Coordinating 
Committee 

Provide education, support 
and direction to our 
industrial cadres in order that 
they are fully armed with 
Communist analysis that they 
can take and disseminate into 
the labour movement 

Encourage as many different 
members to contribute to 
the ‘Industrial Diary’ section 
of Challenge as possible 

Create propaganda around 
industrial issues, with a focus 
on how they affect young 
people. This should include a 
phamplet that aims to win 
over young people to the 
concept of trade unionism in 
general 

 

The Young Communist League, 
as the revolutionary Marxist-
Leninist youth organisation of 
Britain understands that the 
centre of the struggle is the 
trade union movement. It is 
there, more than any other area, 
that a disciplined Communist 
force can win arguments and 
allies; they can be transformed 
into ‘schools for Communism’. 
Communists have particularly 
been affected by the defeats of 
the 1980s, we are no longer as 
significant force that we once 
were. Ultimately it is up to the 
Young Communists to alter this, 
to pick up the revolutionary 
flame and carry it forward into 
the future.  
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Draft Executive Committee  
Organisation Resolution 
Build the YCL to project the Youth Charter & campaign 
for progressive policies in the interests of young people  

Preamble 
A key task for the YCL is to 
assume responsibility for its 
own development and growth. 
But this does not mean that we 
do this in isolation from the 
world, or from the Communist 
Party. This motion needs to 
stimulate debate and discussion 
on ideas around YCL 
development, the nature of life 
within the YCL and how we 
relate to the world of the 
young working class in Britain.  
     Despite some setbacks as 
well as steps forward, the YCL 
has grown in strength in recent 
years, but the onset of the 
most recent periodic crisis of 
capitalism – and the effects that 
this has on young people – 
mean that it is of vital 
importance for us to take a 
qualitative leap forward.  Put 
simply, we need to build and 
grow right across the country.  
     We have started to see 
YCL activity and events in 
areas where there hasn’t been 
a presence for as much as 30 
years.  We must ensure these 
are signs are but the tip of the 
iceberg. A massive potential 
lies deep beneath an apparently 
depoliticised exterior.  
     In Scotland, the YCL, 
alongside the Party, has seen a 
dramatic stepping up of public 
work. The profile of 
Communists on the streets of 
Glasgow is higher than for 
three or even four decades.  
The YCL should be proud to 
note the adoption by the 
Communist Party’s executive 
committee of a YCL member 
as a prospective parliamentary 
candidate for the Glasgow 
North West constituency.  

     YCLers have been 
instrumental in working with 
Party members to promote 
Communism in public activity 
right across Scotland. We are 
even treading back into what 
were once the heartlands of 
Communism: in Fife and 
Lanarkshire, where many a 
`red village’ once roared 
against the stream over half a 
century or so ago; and bigger 
cities such as Dundee and 
Aberdeen, also with proud 
working class histories, are 
now stretching their muscles 
once again 
     Far away, at the other end 
of the country, in Exeter, we 
are poised to see the 
emergence of a new YCL 
group, whilst plans are 
underway for a targeting 
approach in Yorkshire with the 
aim of achieving the first YCL 
presence for three decades 
within 2010.  
     However, we need to go 
beyond these slow, piecemeal 
developments and raise the 
level and the variety of this 
activity across the country, so 
that we are able to boast of a 
wider range of public activity.   
     But effective Communist 
work can only truly be carried 
out in some form of collective. 
The YCL is not in a position to 
have effective branches at the 
traditional town, city or even 
borough level. However, it is 
also impossible to have a 
meaningful branch organisation 
that regards entire regions or 
nations as single entities. To 
combat this situation we 
should have regional organisers 
covering the length and 
breadth of Britain, who in 

conjunction with the 
Executive Committee give 
support to small collectives 
of activists in their own areas 
with a view to increasing 
membership in individual 
towns, etc., such that with 
hard work the YCL will grow 
from the ground up with a 
realistic and effective 
organisational base. 
 
Concrete Proposals 
 
PROPOSAL 1: PUBLIC 
WORK 
Congress resolves to ensure 
that functioning groups of 
YCL members around the 
regions engage in an ever 
wider range of public 
activities, such as: 
street stalls 
door-to-door campaigns 
sticker blitzes in 

designated areas of groups 
of 2 or 3 YCLers 

establishing local Morning 
Star rounds 

Selling Challenge at all 
broad movement events 

 
The incoming EC is charged 
with producing a series of 
“What about…?” leaflets, 
designed to answer specific 
frequently asked questions 
(such as: What is 
Communism?; The record of 
really existing socialism; The 
state and media; What is 
democracy?; Does socialism 
only work in theory?; Why 
should you join a trade 
union?; etc). 
 
PROPOSAL 2: REGIONAL/
NATIONAL 

Despite some 
setbacks as 
well as steps 
forward, the 
YCL has grown 
in strength in 
recent years, 
but the onset of 
the most recent 
periodic crisis 
of capitalism – 
and the effects 
that this has on 
young people – 
mean that it is 
of vital 
importance for 
us to take a 
qualitative leap 
forward.   



ORGANISATION 
We are now close to our long-
term target of having a cadre 
or group of cadres in every 
region and nation of Britain. 
We are now in the process of 
developing the next generation 
of cadres to lead the YCL in 
the next period. The next stage 
in the YCL’s development must 
focus on regional development. 
As such, Congress resolves to 
ensure that self-reliant groups 
are developed by the time of 
the next Congress in all 
regions/nations i.e.: Scotland 
Wales, London, Midlands, 
North West, Northern, South 
East, South West and 
Yorkshire & Humbs. 
     The incoming EC must 
work hard to ensure that the 
next Congress is based upon 
elected delegates representing 
groups of members in each of 
the above regions, in 
accordance with the YCL 
constitution.  
 

PROPOSAL 3:  BROAD 
ACTIVITY 

RESOURCES: 
Congress 
charges the 
incoming 
Executive 
Committee 
to produce 
national 

resources to assist comrades in 
localities in developing local 
cadre development 
approaches. The YCL 
nationally needs to aid local 
activists to develop a wider 
group of individuals around 
them to function as an effective 
collective.  
     We must go beyond simply 
holding meeting after meeting 
to discuss future meetings. 
Local YCL groups should seek 
innovative new ways to make 
the most of their particular 
talents and interests such as 
writing and performing plays, 
film societies and other social 
activities. 
     Congress is asked to debate 
the practicability of the above 
suggestions and to resolve an 
allocation of responsibility for 
the development of specific 
projects. As such, the regions, 
with support from the 
Executive Committee where 
necessary, shall develop some 
form of cultural activity. 
 

PROPOSAL 4: MARXIST 
EDUCATION  
Congress charges the incoming 
Executive Committee to 
establish and promote a 
mechanism in which socialist 
theoretical discussion can take 
place in a manner conducive to 
maximum involvement. 
 
PROPOSAL 5: SPEAKING TO 
SCHOOLS & VITH FORM 
COLLEGES, ETC. 
Congress charges the incoming 
Executive Committee to 
produce a model letter to send 
schools to sixth form colleges 
across the regions, offering to 
send a YCL speaker to 
citizenship classes, debating 
societies and so on. Speakers’ 
notes to assist comrades in 
such a task must also be 
produced.  
 
PROPOSAL 6: 
CAMPAIGNING MATERIALS 
Congress charges the incoming 
Executive Committee to 
produce a wide range of 

materials to 
allow for the 
maximum 
utilisation of 
different 
campaigning 

methods.  
     The incoming 
Executive Committee 

is 

asked to consider what ideas 
for slogans, themes, cartoons, 
etc. can be used regarding 
stickers, badges, leaflets, even 
YCL balloons. Congress is 
asked to suggest what other 
promotional materials might 
work. Congress delegates are 
asked to provide experiences 
of public work that we have 
that might stimulate ideas on 
our style of work.   
 
PROPOSAL 7: 
CAMPAIGNING ISSUES 
The incoming Executive 
Committee is asked to 
consider what the key issues 
that will mobilise young people 
are. With the current focus on 
subjects such as the Afghan 
War and unemployment in 
Britain, the Executive must 
establish a campaigning 
mechanism that shows how 
this is linked to imperialism 
abroad and capitalist 
exploitation at home. The 
incoming Executive must 
formulate campaigns placing 
the needs of young people into 
the wider concerns of society. 
The outgoing EC recommends 
that the YCL should seek to 
prioritise the promotion of a 
Youth Charter, to accompany 
the Peoples’ Charter.  
     Congress resolves to work 
to progress the Youth Charter 
(see end) by developing 

alongside the already 
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growing number of local Peoples’ 
Charter committees, youth 
charter work that the YCL can 
work with other like-minded 
young people around.  
     Congress resolves to 
increase campaigning and 
agitation on key areas affecting 
young people:  
The cancellation of student 

debt 
The increasing privatisation of 

the education sector 
The decline in worker-based 

vocational training 
Material relating to each 

aspect of the Youth Charter  
 
PROPOSAL 8: A LEADERSHIP 
STRUCTURE FIT FOR 
PURPOSE  
Almost by definition, young 
people are subject to volatility of 
life experience, they form 
relationships, develop careers, 
move location, etc. The YCL 
needs to have a small but highly 
efficient EC that connects with 
regional activists working on the 
ground. Our very size and 
financial position demands that 
we apply a sense of proportion 
to the leadership structure we 
create for ourselves.  
     Rather than simply putting all 
of our leading cadres onto the 
EC, making it like a super-
charged national branch, we 
need to consider how to manage 
our leadership. Not all officers 
need to attend the EC but we do 
need to ensure that all areas of 
work are covered by having 
someone working within a 
collective, properly coordinating 
the work. If we simply imagine 
that appointing an officer at the 
EC means that we have 
somehow done the work, we are 
imagining reality rather than 
creating reality.  
     To ensure that such an 
ambitious work plan is 
implemented, Congress is asked 
to elect an EC of no more than 
six persons strong, where at 
least one member has a remit to 
liaise with the proposed regional 
structures and officers not on 
the EC. While officers may not 
be on the EC the work carried 
out by the EC is still a collective 
responsibility and the EC is still 
responsible for ensuring the 

decisions of Congress are 
carried out. EC members must 
individually carry out the work of 
the collective and the work they 
are mandated by Congress, such 
as each producing at least two 
articles a year for Challenge, 
reporting to the EC on areas 
relating to their responsibility 
and attending EC meetings to 
ensure the effective running of 
the League. 
     Congress also resolves to 
hold periodic meetings of an 
enlarged EC of invited members 
such as officers not on the EC 
and regional/national organisers 
to consider how we are working, 
so that they can help each other 
consider are the best ways of 
working as a YCLer at a local 
level and to assess the progress 
of this national plan of work. The 
aim should be to hold four such 
aggregates in the period of the 
two years between Congresses.  
 
THE YOUTH CHARTER  
A free decent education for 
all 
Ofsted and the school 

‘managers’ are under so much 
pressure due to ‘competition’ 
that inspections no longer 
look at the “real side of 
schools” 

Increase funding and 
education to all teaching  and 
support staff to boost the 
quality of provision and care 

More investment is 
desperately needed in schools 
and university 

Scrap elitism - end all public 
funding for all selective 
education 

 
Decent work for all 
More funding for real 

apprenticeships with 
guaranteed jobs at the end 

End discrimination in the 
minimum wage 

End to precarious work, 
create decent sustainable 
employment with guaranteed 
rights at work 

 
We all need a home 
More direct government  

investment in council housing 
ending overcrowding 

Guaranteed special social 
accommodation for those 

over 16s who need it 
More support for parents & 

families facing social and 
economic challenges 

Under 16s whose parents are 
unable to care for them need 
more and better care homes 

 
Give peace a chance 
Troops out of Iraq, 

Afghanistan and an end to 
British bases overseas 

Scrap Trident use the money 
for better youth services 

More support and aid for 
children and young people 
displaced by war 

Stop army recruitment in 
Schools 

 
Protect the planet for the 
next generation  
No more investment in 

nuclear energy, dramatically 
invest in renewable energy 

Increase investment in public 
transport - free travel for all 
under 21 

 
Respect youth - end the 
demonisation  
Stop the negative media 

presentation against young 
people and their cultural 
identity e.g. hoodies, as well as 
ending the phrases to describe 
youth e.g. "Yobs". 

Stop the needless negative 
legal discrimination against 
young people.  ASBOs in 
particular have proven that 
they do not work as a 
deterrent as kids are now 
competing to get one as a 
status symbol.  

End discriminatory stop and 
search 

Voting age should be reduced 
to 16, if you can fight for your 
country then you should be 
able to vote. 

More investment is 
desperately needed towards 
existing youth clubs as well 
opening up new facilities.  
They should all be open from 
3.30- 8pm Mon-Fri and all-day 
on Saturday.  Youth clubs 
should be free 

End the punitive and arbitrary 
approach to crime, focus 
instead on restorative justice - 
refocus on real crime 

Young 
people are 
subject to 
volatility of 
life 
experience, 
they form 
relationships, 
develop 
careers, 
move 
location, etc. 
Our very size 
and financial 
position 
demands 
that we 
apply a 
sense of 
proportion to 
the 
leadership 
structure we 
create for 
ourselves 
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DEMONIS AT ION O F  YOUT H  

As a 17 year old teenager , I 
feel sad and angry at how the 
media portrays teenagers. For 
the past few years I have 
noticed more and more how 
the media and people in the 
street react and believe 
teenagers are thieving, bullying 
“hooligans” because of the way 
they dress, act or speak. 
     The media portrays 
teenagers terribly. They may 
show a clip of a couple of 
teenagers that have robbed a 
shop, which is disgusting for 
them to do, but the media 
takes this clip shows it over and 
over and drags it on for ages, 
making the public feel as if they 
can’t walk out of their own 
home without being afraid of 
every teenager, and have to 
look over their shoulder every 
5 seconds and feel terrified.  
     I have had a few 
experiences in which members 
of the public have obviously 
seen and heard lot of stories 
about certain types of 
teenagers and thinks that every 
teenager is the same. As they 
pass me, they feel scared. 
Once, I was walking down the 
road and I passed an elderly 
woman who was coming in the 
opposite direction, as she came 
near me, she clutched her bag 
closer because I am a teenager, 
and this left me very upset after 
a while. Quite a few teenagers 
are acting the way they act 

because of different reasons 
such as family problems or 
boredom – which does not 
absolve them of responsibility 
for their behaviour, but 
because of this the media takes 
these incidents and describes 
the way the dress and so every 
time the public see someone 
wearing a “hoody”, “baggy 
jeans” and “caps” then they feel 
that they have be aware and 
alert and feel scared all the 
time. 
     If the media were to start 
showing stories of how the 
majority of the teenage 
population live and act, this may 
change people reactions to 
teenagers. For example, Me and 
a few friends have set up a cake 
and smoothies sale in order to 
help raise money for the 
NSPCC, and we are all 
teenagers, so it proves that not 
all teenagers just stay at home 
and doss around or stay out in 
the streets ‘til a stupid time in 
the morning.  
     Also most of my friends 
have jobs and use their time 

wisely such as doing their 
school work, going to their 
jobs and, yes me and my friends 
go out and have fun but we 
aren’t the stereotypical 
teenagers that people think we 
are, we don’t go out and get 
drunk, smoking on corners and 
just dossing around. We go out 
and use our time wisely.  
     Not all teenagers are bullies, 
thugs or hooligans. Most are 
trustworthy, reliable and have 
respect for everyone. Also who 
says its only teenagers that are 
bullies and thugs? Quite a few 
adults are as bad as the 
“stereotypical” teenagers that 
many people think of today, but 
because the media is made up 
of adults they don’t want to put 
a bad name to themselves but 
put the blame onto the youth 
of today, even if they have 
“hooligans” as children 
themselves.  
     In addition, most of the 
adult generation, which includes 
the media, say that teenagers 
waste time and just hang 
around on the corners and 
cause havoc. Missing the point 
that if they had somewhere to 
go then they wouldn’t be 
causing so much ‘havoc’. Few 
towns and cities have many 
places to go that don’t involve 
spending money. Most 
teenagers wish to get away 
from their home a few times, 
maybe because of family 

problems, work/school 
problems or just want to get 
out. There may be many places 
to go to such as the cinema, 
restaurants, swimming pool, 
bowling alleys but unfortunately 
all of them cost money and 
most are really expensive, so 
teenagers who have a job but 
don’t get a lot or haven’t been 
able to get a job find it hard to 
go anywhere. Many people such 
as footballers, bankers, and 
others not involved in the 
productive economy get paid 
far too much money. A more 
progressive system of taxation 
would enable the government 
to use that money for better 
things such as youth clubs that 
are free and open after school 
and on the weekend, involves 
lots of activities and relaxing 
rooms so that teenagers and 
young adults can go in and get 
away from home or school 
problems and just relax. This 
would sort a number of the 
problems that the media say 
need to get sorted.  
     So I feel as if the 
government should use the 
money and taxes toward youth 
clubs to let teenagers be free 
and able to escape from 
problems and the media should 
also stop painting a poorly bad 
picture of teenagers and treat 
the youth with a little more 
respect. 

End the 
Rebecca Goodall takes on the constant negative 
portrayal  of young people in the bourgeois media. 

demonisation 
of Youth 

Not all teenagers 
are bullies, thugs or 
hooligans. Most are 
trustworthy, reliable 
and have respect 
for everyone.  
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ANNEXAT ION OF  GDR  

The capitalist press relished the opportunity to celebrate two decades since the fall of the 
Berlin Wall and the wave of counter-Revolutions in the Soviet Bloc. In this article the FDJ 
examine the reasons for the GDR’s collapse and the legacy of the annexation. 

Why are we still talking about 
an annexation, when the 
people of the former GDR 
are allegedly so happy about 
having bananas and the 
Federal Republic of 
Germany’s (FRG) government 
does not tire of initiating 
celebrations about the fall of 
the “murderous” wall? 
     In fact, the FDJ (Free 
German Youth) is the only 
youth organisation from the 
former GDR that still exists 
and continues to politically 
explain the annexation of the 
GDR and what has changed 
the world order 
tremendously afterwards. 
     But, we start at the 
beginning: After 55 million 
dead, Nazi Germany 
unconditionally surrenders in 
front of the Red Army and its 
allies’ gun barrels. The 
victorious powers signed the 
Potsdam Agreement on 2nd 
August  1945, in order that 
Germany will never again be 
able to threaten their 
neighbours. The Potsdam 

Agreement is thus the most 
important document of 
international law dealing with 
Germany. It was implemented 
to regulate the post-war 
order in Germany and clearly 
decreed that war and fascism 
can and will never originate 
from Germany again. The 
Potsdam Agreement is still in 
force though the ruling 
German imperialists do not 
care much about it. Already in 
the post-war period, the FRG 
has violated the Agreement, 
whereas in the GDR it was 
fully acknowledged and 
enforced: in the GDR, all 
fascist parties were illegalised 
and dissolved, all trusts and 
big businesses that had 
financed the fascist parties and 
had profited from the war 
were expropriated and 
nationalised. All teachers, 
judges and professors who 
had joined in the Nazi 
movement were expelled and 
the entire apparatus of the 
Wehrmacht (Nazi army), with 
all its affiliations, was 

The Annexation The Annexation   

of the GDRof the GDR

disempowered and 
dissolved. Leading Nazis 
got the death sentence. 
Anti-fascist youth 
organisations, e.g. the FDJ 
who was founded in exile 
against fascism, were 
supported by the 
government of the GDR. 
An anti-fascist unified 
labour union was founded 
and the relations to other 
peoples were promoted 
by innumerable friendship 
organisations. 
     In the Federal Republic 
of Germany, a multitude 
of fascist parties and 
organisations had been 
admitted and promoted 
shortly after the war. The 
monopolies’ masters such 
as Siemens, Krupp, 
Thyssen could return 
unpunished into their pre-
War positions. Nazi 
teachers and university 
professors remained 
untouched and could 
further spread their fascist 
propaganda. Leading 

While the GDR 
ensured that it 
destroyed the 
remnants of 
Nazism, the FRG 
allowed former 
Nazis to retain their 
positions and were 
able to continue 
spreading the same 
fascist propaganda 
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Wehrmacht officers built up 
the Bundeswehr (FRG’s 
army). From its very 
beginning, the Bundeswehr 
maintained many of the  
traditions of the fascist 
Wehrmacht. The prosecution 
of Nazis was stopped shortly 
after the war. Anti-fascist 
youth organisations were 
forbidden, e.g. the FDJ in 
1951 due to the struggle 
against the re-armament of 
the reactionary FRG’s army. 
The banning of the 
Communist Party of Germany 
(KPD) followed in 1956. 
Instead, revanchist and fascist 
parties like the National Party 
of Germany (NPD) and the 
German People’s Union 
(DVU) were again allowed to 
spread fascist propaganda and 
hatred against the peoples. 
Former fascists became 
Chancellor, e.g. chancellor 
Kiesinger. 
     During the 50s in the 
FRG, a government body 
worked out plans for the 
annexation of the GDR. This 
body existed for quite a while, 
but its finance was cut in the 
late ‘60s. Yet, the plans for an 
annexation were still in their 
drawers. The period of 
Brandt (SPD) established a 
more “peaceful” approach 
towards the GDR, 
nevertheless, the plans 
inherited the same goal 
(“change through 
rapprochement”). In the ‘70s, 
Franz Josef Strauss (CSU), 
suggested a different 
approach, like a confederation 
of both countries. Because, a 
socialist economy is “stodgy” 
for an imperialist economy. In 
fact, in 1989/90 when the 
FRG’s rulers started to 
implement their plans from 
the ‘50s, they had exactly this 
problem. They could only 
make profit out of the GDR 
once – in destroying our 
factories, our social systems 
and rob the money of 16.5 
million GDR citizens. A highly 
industrialised country – 
number 15 worldwide in 1985 

– was run down to a 
desolated area with only 
ruins. The FRG destroyed the 
GDR’s economy so 
completely and brutally that 
today it is among the poorest 
regions in Europe. Since 1945, 
this amount of demolition of 
an economy, as in the GDR 
after the occupation by the 
FRG, has been unique. They 
did not leave over the 
“blooming landscapes” 
promised by Chancellor Kohl 
(CDU) to win the election in 
1990, but unemployment 
rates of 15-30%, debts of the 
annexation that had to be 
paid by the workers of the 
GDR and the FRG, poverty 
and homelessness – and new 
governmental structures 
implemented by the 
imperialist FRG. At first, the 
ruling class of the FRG 
disarmed the NVA (army of 
the GDR) without any 
resistance in 1989. At the 
beginning of the year 1990, 
the GDR government was 
forced to call elections about 
the future of the state. A 
Christian conservative alliance 
in the GDR, massively 
supported by the FRG’s 
Christian Democratic Party 
and its Chancellor Kohl in 
fear to loose influence, 
because many voters 
preferred the Social-
democratic alternative, won 
the election under the slogan 
“Never again socialism”. Later 
on, the government, the 
parties, organisations and the 
trade union were destroyed 
by taking their money and by 
expelling 1.5 million 
democrats, anti-fascists and 
communists. So they did with 
the FDJ: they robbed their 
collective money, their 
buildings, almost their 
existence.  
     With the annexation of 
the GDR, the FRG 
incorporated 16.5 million 
people into its assets and a 
territory 1/3 of its own size. 
The FRG was the only state 
that enlarged its territory 

after 1990. Being an economic 
giant before, the FRG then 
became a political giant as 
well. The first alteration of 
borders revising the post-war 
order of 1945 in Europe was 
quickly followed by others. 
For instance, the dissolution 
and shattering of Yugoslavia 
started off by the diplomatic 
recognition of Slovenia and 
Croatia after 1991, the 
renewed partition of 
Czechoslovakia in 1993, along 
the demarcation line drafted 
by Hitler in 1944. In 1999, 
chancellor Schröder (SPD) 
declared the end of the post-
war era with the attack on 
Yugoslavia.  
     Since 2006, the people of 
the annexed GDR and the 
FRG also face the threat of a 
reconstructed state. In order 
to immobilise the people –
fearing strikes and 
demonstrations – the 
government permanently 
implemented armed forces 
that subordinated all civil 
organisations in every bigger 
city - the so-called Homeland 
Security. There is again a 
centralised police 
(Bundespolizei), which was 
strictly forbidden by the allies 
in 1949. This reconstruction 
of the state is intended to 
challenge the enormous 
competition that will arise out 
of the capitalist anarchy by 
immobilising the people. The 
irregular development of 
capitalism through 
competition within a country, 
the struggle for maximum 
profit among the monopolists, 
and the fact that a few 
imperialist countries exploit 
the whole world lead to an 
absolute anarchy. The world 
economic crisis has tightened 
the political situation. It will 
lead to further and more 
aggressive tensions among the 
leading imperialist powers and 
their struggle for hegemony. 
Considering that the last 
world economic crisis was 
solved by the 2nd World War, 
then we see that the 

reconstruction of the FRG 
and the annexed GDR are 
not meant to support the 
people’s needs, but to employ 
us in their mortal agony; 
which means again the baiting 
against other peoples!   
     Yet, the FDJ must also 
state that in the years prior 
the annexation of the GDR, 
the class struggle among the 
youth was not led anymore. 
The contradictions that led to 
the annexation were not 
analysed. The important role 
of the GDR for peace in 
Europe, and also for the 
peoples fighting suppression 
were forgotten. The people 
only thought about their own 
benefit and envied the West 
for the bright, full shopping 
windows. Nice cars, for those 
who can afford it, became 
more important than the anti-
fascist constitution. Many 
believed in the capitalistic 
freedom and free enterprise 
instead of socialism. Many 
forgot their own state, built 
up in 40 years of hard work 
and trusted the West when 
they promised we could live 
their wonderful lives just by 
letting them into our country. 
The people fell for the 
advertisements, blind to the 
fact that the FRG is an 
exploiter’s state, just like any 
capitalist state is. 
     But the “celebrations” of 
the 20th anniversary of the 
counter-revolution show also 
one thing clearly that the 
government today is petrified 
by the people’s remembrance 
of the more progressive state, 
the GDR, and wants to 
secure the existence of its 
rotten system. Therefore, the 
FDJ continues their struggles 
against German imperialism, 
the annexation of the GDR, 
and further wars against other 
peoples – for everlasting 
peace and a progressive 
future in socialism! 
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on the body and mind while the 
effect of cannabis that is desired 
by users is mediated. 
     The chemical component -
tetrahydrocannabinol (THC) is the 
active ingredient of cannabis sativa. 
THC acts on specific proteins 
(“cannabinoid receptors”) situated 
on the surface of cells in the brain, 
as well as elsewhere in the body, 
and mimics the action of several 
naturally occurring 
neurotransmitter substances 
known as endocannabinoids. 
     THC, however, is only one of 
around 60 “cannabinoids” present 
in preparations of cannabis. The 
pharmacological properties of 
most of these are unknown. One 
particular cannabinoid that has 
attracted recent attention by 
medical scientists is cannabidiol 
(CBD), which, in animals, has been 
shown to have effects similar to 
antipsychotic drugs through an as 
yet undetermined mechanism. 
     Because it is unlawful to 
possess, cultivate or supply 
cannabis, it is difficult to obtain 
precise estimates about the extent 

In the last issue of Challenge, socialist lawyer Liz Davies considered the legal side of the drug 
classification debate. In this issue Frances McKay looks at the science behind the drugs 
debate and the impact marijuana has on health and young people. 

DRUGS  D EBAT E  

In July 2007 Jacqui Smith asked 
the Advisory Council on the 
Misuse of Drugs to review the 
classification of cannabis in the 
light of 'real' public concern 
regarding the potential mental 
health effects of cannabis use 
and, in particular, the use of 
stronger strains of the drug. In 
summary of the evidence, Prof. 
Rawlins, Chairman of the 
ACMD, noted in a letter that 
“after a most careful scrutiny of 
the totality of the available 
evidence, the majority of the 
Council’s members consider – 
based on its harmfulness to 
individuals and society – that 
cannabis should remain a Class 
C substance”. 
     In this short article I will 
summarise the findings from the 
ACMD review, in particular the 
source and reason of cannabis 
use, including scientific details 
and issues. This article reviews 
the health findings of the 
report, focussing in particular 
on the physiological and mental 
research. Finally focussing on 

the social and personal 
implications of cannabis use. 
     Cannabis – as resin or the 
traditional herbal product – 
was, until relatively recently, 
mainly imported from Morocco 
or the Middle East. Over the 
past few years an increasing 
number of domestic cannabis 
farms have appeared in England 
and Wales. Despite this, there 
is consistent evidence, from 
different sources, that the use 
of cannabis appears to have 
diminished by around 20% to 
25% over the past five years. 
The most recent British Crime 
Survey (BCS) report indicates 
that 2.6 million people aged 
between 16 and 59 years in 
England and Wales reported 
using cannabis in 2006/07; 1.5 
million of these admitted use in 
the month preceding the 
survey. These represent 8.2% 
and 4.8% (respectively) of the 
total population of England and 
Wales. People smoke, eat and 
in other ways use, cannabis in 
order for its intoxicating affect 

There is 
consistent 
evidence, 
from different 
sources, that 
the use of 
cannabis 
appears to 
have 
diminished 
by around 
20% to 25% 
over the past 
five years 



Prime Minister announced on 
18 July that he will ask the 
Advisory Council on the 
Misuse of Drugs to look at 
whether cannabis should be 
reclassified from a Class C 
drug to the more serious Class 
B. This is because of concerns 
about stronger strains of the 
drug, particularly skunk, and 
the potential mental health 
effects they can have. Do you 
think cannabis should be 
reclassified and, if so, why? 
Q39b – Are there any other 
changes that you would wish 
to see and, if so, why? 
     Of the 639 individuals and 
organisations responding to 
these questions, 44% wished 
cannabis to remain Class C; 
19% wished it to become a 
Class B substance; and 19% 
wished it to be legalised. One 
hundred and sixteen 
respondents were undecided. 
     In short, the use of 
cannabis is complex and 
involves many interacting 
mechanisms, however for the 
scientists involved in the 
ACMD review, cannabis should 
remain a Class C drug, 
highlighting it is evident that 
the majority of young cannabis 
users do not develop psychotic 
illnesses, and that further 
research should be aimed at 
identifying young people who 
may be at risk of developing 
enduring psychoses from the 
use of cannabis. Concluding 
ultimately, that the evidence is 
inconclusive and should be 
reviewed again in 2 years time. 
     Despite the inconclusive 
nature of the health outcomes 
of cannabis the Council 
strongly supports the police in 
being able to devote greater 
resources to reducing cannabis 
supply, particularly through 
restricting the domestic 
cultivation of cannabis. 
 
The full ACMD report is available 
from; the home office website. 

psychedelic drugs, whose use 
frequently precedes that of 
Class A drugs. Moreover, 
although there is no evidence 
that there are physiological 
mechanisms leading to more 
harmful drugs, it will be the 
social milieu of drug use that 
may result in some users 
trying them. 
     The report goes onto say 
that while “Smoking cannabis 
generally produces feelings of 
relaxation sometimes 
accompanied with social 
withdrawal; but, unlike 
alcohol, it does not appear to 
cause disinhibition, an 
increase in risk-taking 
behaviour or aggression”. 
     A study among 11 to 19-
year-old cannabis users 
showed that cannabis 
transactions among young 
people were social rather 
than commercial; and that 
they were not overtly linked 
to criminal markets, and 
“despite public anxieties, 
there is little real evidence 
that cannabis is a significant 
cause of acquisitive crime or 
of anti-social behaviour”. 
     In July 2007, the 
government launched a wide-
ranging consultation on its 
proposals for a new drug 
strategy. This included two 
questions specifically related 
to cannabis: Q39a – The 

of its use. 
     Despite some popular belief, 
cannabis can produce both 
immediate and longer-term harm 
to physical health; Cannabis 
causes dilatation of some blood 
vessels but constriction of others 
causing a rise in blood pressure 
(this give the user 'red eye'). 
Paradoxically, cannabis can 
disrupt the control of blood 
pressure, leading to a lower 
standing blood pressure and an 
increased risk of fainting when 
standing up. Cannabis also 
produces an increase in heart 
rate which is maximal within 15 
to 30 minutes of inhalation and 
remains elevated for about two 
hours. 
     Unlike sedative intoxicants 
such as diamorphine and 
barbiturates, cannabis does not 
cause respiratory depression or 
suppress the gag reflex even 
during extreme intoxication but 
– paradoxically – it can worsen 
asthma. 
     Smoking cannabis is 
associated with longer-term 
damage to the respiratory tract 
and the lungs, with an increased 
risk of chronic bronchitis. There 
is also a potential long-term risk 
of lung cancer. Severe cases of 
lung damage (bullae formation) 
have been reported in young 
heavy cannabis users. The extent 
to which these longer-term 
effects are causally related to 
cannabis use is uncertain due to 
the heavy use of tobacco during 
use of cannabis. 
     The effects of cannabis on 
fertility are uncertain. However, 
chronic use of cannabis has been 
alleged to decrease sperm 
counts and sperm motility in 
men and to suppress ovulation in 
women. 
     There are also effects of 
cannabis on mental health, 
cannabis use usually gives rise to 
pleasurable feelings of relaxation 
and euphoria. The short- term 
actions of cannabis may also 
include altered perceptions of 
space and time, impaired learning 
and memory, difficulty in 
problem-solving and loss of co-
ordination. In some people, 
however, acute intoxication 
leads to panic attacks, paranoia 

and confused feelings. There is 
also clear evidence that the use 
of cannabis may worsen the 
symptoms of schizophrenia and 
lead to relapse. However, there 
are very considerable difficulties 
in establishing a “cause and 
effect” relationship between the 
use of cannabis and the 
subsequent development of a 
psychotic illness. 
     Epidemiological studies in the 
UK and elsewhere have shown 
that cannabis is the most 
common illicit drug found in the 
body fluids of those having 
motor vehicle injuries. 
     Again, despite some popular 
belief studies among cannabis 
users have revealed that when 
they stop they experience 
physical withdrawal as part of a 
dependence syndrome 
characterised by decreased 
appetite, weight loss, lethargy, 
irritability, mood changes, 
tremors, muscle pain, sweating 
and insomnia. There is also a 
psychological craving for the 
substance. Reinstating the drug 
terminates these symptoms. It 
has also been shown that 
cannabis dependence is 
associated with an altered 
function of cannabinoid 
receptors; and that withdrawal 
can be precipitated by a 
cannabinoid receptor antagonist. 
     A recently published, high-
quality, systematic review 
(Moore et al, 2007) has 
synthesised the totality of the 
available published evidence. This 
review has also attempted to 
take account of various sources 
of bias and confounding factors 
in estimating the risks of a 
psychotic outcome associated 
with the use of cannabis. 
     The “gateway theory” is the 
term that describes the 
possibility that use of cannabis 
leads to use of more dangerous 
drugs such as opiates and 
cocaine. It arises from the 
observation that users of the 
most harmful (Class A) drugs 
have generally used cannabis 
first. The interpretation of these 
studies is extraordinarily difficult 
because of the confounding 
effects of alcohol, tobacco, 
solvents, stimulants and 
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FOOTBAL L  &  SOCIAL ISM  

Spirit of the old game 
The resistance to corporate football 

As sport becomes increasingly commercialised many fans of ‘the beautiful 
game’ are becoming increasingly alienated from the direction it has taken. 
George Waterhouse explains the trend and looks at the alternatives. 

Football clubs were formed in 
Britain during the 19th Century 
existed as an extension of their 
local communities. They were 
formed by churches, pubs, 
factory workers and other 
community organisations. 
Football was a working class 
game, producing charismatic 
figures such as Brian Clough and 
Bill Shankly, times it seems have 
changed. 
     Like much of post-Thatcher 
British society, the soul of English 
football has been replaced by an 
obsessive worship of money. The 
commodification of football has 
turned the sport into 
entertainment, its fans into 
consumers. Whilst this 
marketisation has provided the 
highest quality of standards at the 
pinnacle of the English game, 
there has been a heavy price to 
pay. We are told that 
competition within capitalist 
society is healthy and creates 
winners, of course what isn’t 
often dwelt on is that it also 
creates losers. The role finance 
plays in the game has left many 
football clubs up to their necks in 
debt, even big clubs which have 
spent decades in the top-flight 
such as Leeds United have 
hurtled down the leagues due to 
the enforced sale of the clubs' 
assets: key players.  

      Unleashing unrestrained 
market forces upon the game, 
with sizable returns from TV 
contracts, sponsorship, 
merchandise and ticket prices, 
has resulted in colossal weekly 
wages for premiership 
footballers. Despite this, some 
individuals, nodding to their 
backgrounds, have attempted to 
do more with their wealth than 
buy fast cars, property portfolios 
and holiday homes in Dubai. For 
instance, Alex Ferguson, a 
former shop steward on the 
Clydeside shipyards, has donated 
substantial sums of money to the 
Labour Party. Perhaps more 
impressively, Javier Zanetti, 
former Inter Milan captain, 
managed to persuade Inter Milan 
to donate thousands of Euros to 
the Zapatista guerrillas in 
Mexico. Zanetti even talked his 
club into giving away the money 
from fines for late arrival or using 
mobile phones to help rebuild 
the village of Zinacantán, after it 
was brutally attacked by 
government forces. Whilst 
individuals cannot change society 
on their own, they can be useful 
in mobilising their communities. 
For instance, Diego Maradona’s 
admiration for Fidel Castro and 
open declaration of anti-
imperialist politics, derived from 
his experience of growing up in 

poverty, have been useful in 
further extending the spread of 
progressive politics amongst the 
masses of Latin America.   
      Marx described the process 
where as the bourgeoisie is 
forced to develop the forces of 
production, it also develops the 
very force that will overthrow 
capitalism. What the bourgeoisie, 
therefore, produces, above all, 
are its own grave-diggers. Well, 
in football terms, the more the 
directors develop boxes, 
business seats, and overpriced 
season tickets, the more it will 
create angry football fans, pissed 
off with the state of the 
contemporary game. The shared 
identity of football fans can result 
in organisation that campaign for 
progressive reform of the whole 
structure of the game.  
     There is a rich tradition of 
politics being mixed up with 
football, although the mixture of 
neo-Nazism and hooliganism is a 
particularly ugly side of it.  In 
Britain, this manner of 
organisation of the far-right in 
football has been witnessed most 
recently with the association of 
UK Casuals United with the 
English Defence League. While 
groups such as Lazio's Irriducibili, 
and Real Madrid’s Ultras Sur are 
rooted within this fascist 
tradition, the far-right by no 

means have a monopoly over 
such organisations.  
     There is a wide range of 
football groups that adopt a 
leftist ideology that is 
represented by their chants and 
iconography. This stance reflects 
the traditional politics of the 
working class districts where the 
supporters live. The most famous 
example of leftist supporters is 
the special relationship between 
Livorno's Brigate Autonome 
Livornesi, Olympique de Marseilles 
Curva-Massilia and AEK Athens's 
Original 2. In Cyprus anti-
communist initiatives of British 
imperialism, prior to 
independence, has created a 
footballing culture which is 
intimately tied into politics. Clubs 
like AC Omonia are clearly 
identified with the communist 
movement in Cyprus (AKEL, 
EDON, PEO etc.). The political 
rhetoric displayed by these 
groups is often dismissed as 
posturing; however, some of 
these organisations do have an 
impact. NK Zagreb's Bijeli anđeli 
have challenged the violent 
fascism prevalent among 
Croatian football fans by 
opposing all forms of 
discrimination and adopting an 
anti-hooliganism stance.  
     These groups, together with 
the vast majority of football fans, 
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view what you could call the 
modern game with hostility. The 
price of tickets, drive toward all-
seater stadiums and the buying and 
selling of players for ridiculous 
amounts of money are common 
grievances. This attitude towards 
‘the modern game’ represents the 
potential basis for the politicisation 
of football fans against 
commercialism both within football 
and in broader society. The 
opposition to the role that money 
plays in the modern game and the 
flagrant manner in which wealth is 
displayed has been on show in 
stadiums across the world. Banners 
stating "Contro Il Calcio 
Moderno" (Against modern football) 
in Italy or "Love Football, Hate 
Business" in Britain. 
     The increasing commercialisation 
of football has inspired more firm 
action in the rise of fan-owned 
clubs. SV Austria Salzburg fans re-
established the team in response to 
the takeover of SV Austria Salzburg 
by the Red Bull company. The club 
was renamed Red Bull Salzburg, its 
traditional colours of violet and 
white were changed to red and 
white and its emblem incorporated 
two Red Bulls.  In Britain this 
process has taken off in two very 
well known cases. FC United of 
Manchester was formed in response 
to the hostile takeover of 
Manchester United by the American 
businessman Malcolm Glazer. FC 
United of Manchester is run 
democratically as an industrial and 
provident society, the club accepts 
sponsorship but does not allow 
sponsors' logos to be displayed on 
the team's shirts. AFC Wimbledon 
was founded by supporters of 
Wimbledon Football Club in 
response to the forced relocation 
and renaming of the club. In 2003, 
the Football Association had agreed 
to allow Wimbledon F.C. to 
relocate 56 miles north to Milton 
Keynes in Buckinghamshire. In 2004 
the club was renamed Milton 
Keynes Dons Football Club. 
However, the Football Supporters 
Federation, an organisation that 
campaigns for increased fan 
representation on clubs' boards and 
the reintroduction of safe standing 
areas, boycotted the new club. In 
response MK Dons handed over the 
trophies and memorabilia of 
Wimbledon F.C. to the London 
Borough of Merton and ended its 
claim to the history of Wimbledon 
F.C. AFC Wimbledon is run by the 
Dons Trust, an industrial and 

provident society, who have a 
majority share in the club. 
     “The socialism I believe in,” 
said the legendary Liverpool FC 
manager Bill Shankly, “is 
everybody working for the same 
goal and everybody having a share 
in the rewards. That’s how I see 
football, that’s how I see life.” 
The strength of the man’s 
character lives on it seems, when 
confronted with new American 
owners, Tom Hicks and George 
Gillett, a group of Liverpool FC 
fans formed a group called the 
Spirit of Shankly. The group claims 
to be the country’s first ever 
football supporters union. One 
stated short term aim of the 
group is “to hold whoever owns 
the football club to account”, the 
ultimate aim being “the supporter 
ownership of Liverpool Football 
Club”. The group took a big part 
in the recent resignation of Tom 
Hicks Junior from the Board of 
Liverpool FC, after the son of 
one of the American owners 
abused a fan.  
     Back in the day, figures such 
as Brian Clough, who was also 
chairman of the Anti-Nazi League, 
appeared on miners' picket lines. 
Clough, a committed socialist, 
was approached by the Labour 
Party to stand as a Parliamentary 
candidate in General Elections, 
although he declined. By no 
means do characters like this no 
longer exist; I am sure that all 
progressive football fans would 
like to see more players like 
Cristiano Lucarelli, the 

communist striker for Livorno. 
Not only is his goal celebration a 
dual clenched-fist salute, but his 
ringtone is Bandiera Rossa. Antics, 
such as getting cautioned for 
pulling up his team shirt to display 
the face of Che Guevara, 
represent somewhat of the old 
spirit of the game. Lucarelli is a 
product of his upbringing in Italy’s 
red belt. His popularity with the 
crowd goes further than his 
playing ability, in Lucarelli’s words 
“We [Livorno] get no favours from 
the referees because we are 
Communists!” 
     The rise of fan’s organisations 
that campaign against the 
excesses of the modern game and 
advocate more of a say for fans in 
the running of the clubs that they 
love, embodies a shift in attitudes. 
Fans are angry about the 
commodification of football. 
Progressive football fans need to 
engage with this sentiment to 
ensure that this criticism of the 
modern game continues to 
advocate cooperative solutions. 
There is nothing to stop this 
resentment over the modern 
game from being transferred to 
opposition to capitalism. If 
marketisation and 
commodification is ruining 
football and the remedy is fan-
ownership of clubs, this must lead 
to the conclusion that greed is 
ruining our country and the only 
antidote is the democratic 
ownership of the means of 
production and exchange. 

“The 
socialism I 
believe in is 
everybody 
working for 
the same 
goal and 
everybody 
having a 
share in the 
rewards. 
That’s how I 
see football, 
that’s how I 
see life.”  
Bill Shankly 
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Have you found yourself 
wondering how to promulgate 
a successful revolutionary 
student movement amongst 
different political groupings of 
right and ultra-left? Well, 
Lenin could well have the 
solution. This edition’s 
Book@Bedtime is a letter 
written by Lenin to the editor 
of the newspaper Student. It 
can be found in Collected 
Works Volume 7; On Youth; or 
online. Lenin sets out to 
explain the method by which 
students should develop a 
revolutionary consciousness 
and be won over to correct 
revolutionary action. 
     Tasks of the Revolutionary 
Youth seeks to outline the 
correct method for 
revolutionary students to 
work within broad student 
organisations. In the context 
of Russia in 1903, Lenin points 
to six rough groupings of 
students: the ‘indifferents’; 
academics (who favour an 
entirely academic based 
student movement); 
opponents of student 
movements in general (such as 
nationalists and anti-Semitics); 
and the politically minded, 
which is in turn split into the 
bourgeois opposition and 
those in the revolutionary 
tendency, itself split into 
Socialist-Revolutionary 
(anarchists) and Social 
Democrats (namely Marxists, 
this was both before the 
Bolshevik/Menshevik split and 
the term social democracy 
had come to mean reformism 
and class collaboration). 

     Lenin then dismisses the 
notion that this is a ‘accidental 
grouping’ or ‘temporary 
alignment’, concluding 
immediately that they are not 
and in fact represent the 
political grouping within 
society at large. The 
intelligentsia, Lenin explains, 
are the so called because they 
“most consciously, most 
resolutely and most accurately 
reflect and express the 
development of class interests 
and political groupings in 
society as a whole”.  Thus the 
political groupings in Russian 
society at this time 
corresponded to these groups 
(though the term ‘uplifters’ is 
substituted for academics, 
their belief in progress 
through law-abiding and 
constitutional progress 
remains, as does their narrow, 
sectional interest, such that 
we may reasonably 
characterise the ‘academics’ as 
the student branch of the 
‘uplifters’ in society at large). 
While these grouping may not 
correspond exactly in size or 
strength to the groupings in 
society at large, all such 
factions can still be found 
there. 
     Clearly, the political and 
class divisions in Russia in 
1903 are not directly 
transposable to the Britain of 
2010, yet we can still find 
parallels between the picture 
Lenin paints and the various 
political groupings of 
contemporary Britain and its 
university campuses. For 
instance, most universities will 
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have societies representing 
the main political parties 
and joining them there may 
be various ultra-left groups 
as well as other Marxist or 
Communist presence on 
campus. These indeed 
correspond to the political 
cleavages in society at large, 
although you will find 
yourself far more likely to 
run into ultra-leftists at a 
university than living the 
rest of your life. Further to 
these groupings we will 
often find the 
academic/‘uplifters’ 
speaking at union meetings 
objecting to motions on 
political campaigning or 
international solidarity on 
the basis it goes beyond the 
purview of the student 
union, etc. Operating in 
conditions of legality such 
constitutionalism is not 
entirely analogous to the 
situation Lenin explains, 
nonetheless sectional 
interests and a desire to 
not act in an ultra vires  
manner will be recognisable 
amongst students, in the 
trade union movement and 
in community organisations. 
The largest section of 
students on most campuses 
will be the indifferents – 
those who care nothing for 
politics and are likely to 
happily see the NUS as 
little more than a good 
chance to get 10% 
discounts on the high 
street. 
     We would perhaps 
expect however, Lenin 

Challenge editor James Rodie looks at Lenin’s Tasks of the 
Revolutionary Youth to see if there’s something to be taken into work 
in the student movement today. 

Clearly, the political 
and class divisions in 
Russia in 1903 are not 
directly transposable 
to the Britain of 2010, 
yet we can still find 
parallels between the 
picture Lenin paints 
and the various 
political groupings of 
contemporary Britain 
and its university 
campuses. 
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explains, there to be 
considerably fewer groupings 
on campus and in society. As 
we know parties and political 
grouping reflect the class basis 
of the participants and the most 
important of societal cleavages 
is that of the class struggle – 
namely between a 
revolutionary proletariat and a 
reactionary bourgeoisie. In ‘the 
final analysis’ these are of 
course the primary divisions, 
but this is only the final analysis 
and political development and 
the machinations of the 
bourgeoisie create a rather less 
simple picture – thus in 
Germany despite a traditionally 
strong progressive working 
class party (particularly when 
Lenin was writing) there also 
existed a powerful ‘Centre’ 
Party organised along religious 
(Catholic) grounds and anti-
working class in character. In 
Britain despite being amongst 
the first countries to make the 
transition to a capitalist mode 
of production, no mass party 
for the working class existed 
until the beginning of the 20th 
Century, and even where for a 
considerable time two parties 
have existed, capturing 9/10 of 
the vote between them during 
the 1950s we cannot possibly 
argue votes were cast purely 
on class grounds or the 
Conservatives would never 
have formed a government 
after the mass extension of the 
franchise. Thus this ‘final 
analysis’ only comes about after 
a process of political struggle, 
such that class interests come 
to the fore and false 
associations are cast off. 
     Having analysed the basic 
political and class forces 
existent in universities and 
found them to correspond to 

society at large, Lenin turns to 
the central question of how to 
‘revolutionise’ students. Lenin 
declares the method to be 
simple: 
     “If the political grouping of 
the students corresponds to 
the political grouping of society, 
does it not follow of itself that 
“achieving ideological unity” 
among the students can mean 
only one of two things: either 
winning over the largest 
possible number of students to 
a quite definite set of social and 
political ideas, or establishing 
the closest possible bond 
between the students of a 
definite political group and the 
members of that group outside 
the student body.” 
     Thus, having in mind that 
students are not separate from 
society at large, and further 
that their political groupings are 
a mirror for those outside the 
university, it follows that a 
student strategy must seek to 
incorporate the political 
struggles of students within the 
framework of the wider 
political struggle. Communists 
(or Social-Democrats in the 
original text) need to promote 
communist ideas amongst the 
students and counter the 
malign impact of other 
ideological positions (for Lenin 
this is the peasant based 
Socialist Revolutionaries, for us 
it would be ultra-leftists and 
right-wing social democrats) 
and raising the general class 
consciousness and winning 
students to revolutionary 
politics. 
     Lenin goes on to deal with 
the criticisms of the Socialist 
Revolutionaries to the line of 
the Social Democrats, refuting 
the view that revolutionaries 
should not act within the 

student movement as 
revolutionaries but try to keep 
the student movement as some 
kind of neutral body and 
eschew political allegiances in 
favour of an allegiance to the 
student movement as a whole. 
Importantly, this division is not 
sectarian in nature. Sectarians 
enter the political movement 
with a view to controlling it for 
their own ends, the purpose of 
communists working within 
broad democratic movements 
is not to control them but to 
turn organisations from a 
narrow or sectional viewpoint, 
broaden their outlook and win 
them to the most progressive 
policy. In this way the entire 
democratic movement is 
strengthened rather than simply 
the Communists within it. 
     Overall then, The Tasks of 
the Revolutionary Youth is a 
general instruction on how 

revolutionaries should operate 
in broader organisations. While 
focusing on the student 
movement in Russia in 1903 
Challenge readers can still learn 
much about how to act within 
broad democratic 
organisations, not just in the 
student movement but also in 
trade unions and community 
organisations. Lenin emphasises 
the need to fight on a definite 
programme to ensure the 
greatest possible support for 
policy and make the most 
positive impact on broad 
democratic movements, not 
limiting oneself to the groups of 
‘revolutionaries’ but winning 
over the as yet non-
revolutionary elements “to 
broaden their academic 
outlook and to propagate 
scientific socialism, i.e., 
Marxism.”  

Further Reading 
Che  On Being a Communist Youth 
Che  The Cadre Backbone of the Revolution 
Lenin  Tasks of the Youth League 
Dimitrov Unity of Working Class Against Fascism 
Stalin  Cadres Decide Everything 
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suppression of one 
class by another.” (Lenin, 
'Democracy' & Dictatorship) 
     So clearly dictatorship 
and democracy are not 
mutually exclusive.  More 
correctly, any state (any 
repressive apparatus 
for the suppression of 
a class), whether or 
not it is a 
'democracy', can be 
described as a 
dictatorship in the 
name of whichever 
class exercises state 
power.  And this 
is where we get 
to the real 
question.  Who 
holds state 
power? 
     Marx argued that the 
historic role of the working 
class was to seize state power 
from the bourgeoisie and use it 
to “wrest, by degrees, all capital 
from the bourgeoisie, to 
centralise all instruments of 
production in the hands of the 
state, i.e. of the proletariat 
organised as the ruling 
class.” (Manifesto of the 
Communist Party)  In other 
words: “that the class struggle 
necessarily leads to the 
dictatorship of the 
proletariat” (letter to 
Weydemeyer). 
     This dictatorship of the 
proletariat is not conceived as 
the rule of one person or one 
group but as the rule of the 
working class itself organised as 
the state – the rule of the vast 
majority of people over those 
who have historically exploited 
them.  In this sense, the 
revolutionary change from the 
dictatorship of the bourgeoisie, in 
whatever form, to the 
dictatorship of the proletariat 
represents a massive extension 
of democracy.  Not the fig-leaf 
of parliamentary democracy we 
currently experience but a real, 

living democracy that involves 
working people directly in the 
running of the state. 
     It would be pointless now to 
attempt to predict the form 
that this will take as it is 
something which must be 
developed in the course of the 
struggle against capitalism, but 
there are many examples to 
draw on from the Paris 
Commune, to the Soviets of the 
USSR, to the People's 
Democracies of Eastern Europe 
and Asia, to Cuba's 
participatory democracy.  The 
point is that it must be about 
giving power to the mass of 
working people to exercise real 
control over their lives. 
     As Lenin argued, “The 
dictatorship of the proletariat 
alone can emancipate humanity 
from the oppression of capital, 
from the lies, falsehood and 
hypocrisy of bourgeois 
democracy – democracy for the 
rich – and establish democracy 
for the poor, that is, make the 
blessings of democracy really 
accessible to the workers”. 

In liberal ideology, 
dictatorship and democracy 
are commonly thought of as 
occupying opposite ends of a 
spectrum against which all 
forms of government can be 
measured.  Typically, 
bourgeois parliamentary 
democracy, as practised in the 
US and western Europe, 
occupies one end and is held 
up as the gold standard.  This 
conception is based on an 
entirely false understanding of 
class society. 
     Any discussion of the 
nature of democracy and 
dictatorship must begin from 
our understanding of the 
state.  As discussed in a 
previous issue of Back to 
Basics, the state arose as a 
product of irreconcilable class 
conflict, supposedly standing 
above that conflict and 
exercising control in the 
interests of 'society' as a 
whole.  However, precisely 
because it arose out of class 
conflict, the state represents 
the dominant, or ruling, class.  
It is the state of that class and 
rules in the interests of that 
class, whilst representing 
these as the interests of 
'society'.  Therefore, the basic 
Marxist characterisation of 
the state is as a repressive 
apparatus for the suppression 
of one class by another. 
     Any analysis of the modern 
state and the way in which it 
is used to reinforce the 
sanctity of private property, 
the very foundation of 
capitalism, and all of the ruling 
class ideologies which support 

this, will show that, whilst its 
methods may develop over 
time, its essential nature and 
purpose remain the same.  
What is much more complex 
is the range of mechanisms 
(both repressive and 
ideological, through coercion 
and consent) which are used 
to do this and the way in 
which they operate.  This has 
proved fruitful ground for the 
development of Marxist 
theory (see for example the 
work of Gramsci or Althusser 
on this question) but it does 
not alter the basic conception 
of the state as an apparatus of 
ruling class control. 
     It is in this context that 
Lenin described the capitalist 
form of government as the 
dictatorship of the bourgeoisie.  
This dictatorship may take 
different forms, from fascist 
dictatorship right through to 
parliamentary democracy, but 
it is still a dictatorship.  This is 
not to suggest that the 
freedoms won by working 
class struggle are meaningless.  
Far from it! We must “take 
advantage of bourgeois 
democracy which, compared 
with feudalism, represents a 
great historical advance, but 
not for one minute must [we] 
forget the bourgeois character 
of this 'democracy', its 
historically conditional and 
limited character.  [We must] 
never share the 'superstitious 
belief' in the 'state' and never 
forget that the state even in 
the most democratic republic, 
and not only in a monarchy, is 
simply a machine for the 
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Part 17: 

Dictatorship & Democracy 

Further Reading 
Lenin,   The State and Revolution 
Lenin,   The Proletarian Revolution and the Rene- 
   gade Kautsky 
Lenin,   "Democracy" and Dictatorship 
Luxembourg,  Reform or Revolution 
Gramsci,   Prison Notebooks 
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TheThe ImperialImperial 
ControversyControversy  

Gawain Little reviews the 
new book from the Chair 
of Stop the War Coalition, 
Andrew Murray, on the his-
tory of British Empire. 

Book Review: 

The Imperial Controversy: 
Challenging the Empire 
Apologists is one of three 
books released by 
Manifesto Press at this 
year's Communist 
University of Britain.  The 
others are a survey of the 
Cuban education system 
by Theodore MacDonald 
and a history of the 1911 
Railway Strike by Robert 
Griffiths.  Andrew 
Murray’s book completes 
this initial offering with an 
outright attack on the pro-
war “Left” – today’s liberal 
imperialists. 
     The book is comprised 
of five chapters, each of 
which stands as a separate 
essay on a distinct topic 
but which are linked 
together by the underlying 
themes of the book and by 
the order in which they 
have been placed, each 
providing the groundwork 
or rationale for the next. 
     The first chapter takes 
clear aim at the new breed 
of imperial historians, 
whose attempts to 
rehabilitate the history of 
the British Empire are 
exposed, through their 
own words, as simply a 
prop for the defence and 
extension of modern 
imperialism.  Whilst such 
‘court historians’ have 
always existed in class 
societies, the scope 
provided by modern media 
monopolies for the 
promotion of their drivel is 
truly frightening and makes 
books like this, which seek 
“to rescue the real record 
of the Empire from those 

who would like to bury it 
in obscurity and those who 
would like to use it as a 
model for contemporary 
world governance” even 
more important. 
     The second chapter 
sets out to do precisely 
this, using a comparison 
with Nazi Germany to 
draw out the true horror 
of the Empire.  Whilst this 
may seem slightly crude on 
the face of it, the evidence 
drawn together by the 
author in fact shows a 
startling continuity 
between the naked class 
rule of Hitler fascism and 
the more concealed 
brutality of British, and 
other European, Empire.  
As Murray points out, “[i]n 
Britain itself, suggesting 
that the Empire deserves 
to be viewed in the same 
historical light as Nazi 
Germany seems far-
fetched or even offensive... 
Yet the comparison would 
not seem so far-fetched to 
the greater millions of 
subject people once ruled 
from London (or Paris, 
The Hague, Lisbon, 
Madrid, Brussels or 
Rome).  What needs to be 
confronted... is the view 
that... the deaths of 
millions of people on one 
hand can be offset against 
the construction of 
railways on the other.” 
      In the words of 
African-American leader 
W. E. B. Du Bois, “there 
was no Nazi atrocity – 
concentration camps, 
wholesale maiming and 
murder, defilement of 

women or ghastly blasphemy of 
childhood – which Christian 
civilisation or Europe had not long 
been practising against colonial folk 
in all parts of the world in the name 
of and for the defence of a superior 
race born to rule the world.” 
     Given the space available, the 
chapter is by no means an 
exhaustive list of the crimes of 
Empire, yet the examples are well-
chosen enough, and the overview 
comprehensive enough, to make this 
chapter recommended reading for 
anyone teaching or studying this 
period of history. 
     Following his catalogue of the 
worst crimes of Empire, Murray 
goes on to look at the Middle East in 
more detail.  It is here that he really 
comes into his own.  His knowledge 
and understanding of British and 
American intervention in the region 
is comprehensive and the exposition 
clearly structured and lucid enough 
to give the reader an immediate 
grasp of the background to current 
conflicts.  If there is a weakness in 
this section, it is that the question of 
Palestine is only touched on briefly.  

However, what reference 
there is makes the 
authors’ stance 
abundantly clear and is in 
line with the analysis of 
the rest of the book. 
     The final two chapters 
return to the polemical 
style of the first, chapter 
four taking on “Blair's 
Victorian Values” and 
chapter five the pro-war 
liberal imperialists who 
used their positions in 
The Guardian, the New 
Statesman and other 
publications to 
enthusiastically cheer on 
the brutal destruction of 
Iraq and Afghanistan.  
Again, Murray quotes 
extensively, letting his 
opponents hang 
themselves with their 
own words. 
     Overall, the book is 
excellent and the authors 
engaging style is a perfect 
complement to his strong 
analysis and thorough 
research. 
 
Order this book along with 
the other two launch titles 
from Manifesto Press, ‘The 
Education Revolution - 
Cuba’s Alternative to Neo-
liberalism’ by Theodore 
MacDonald and ‘Killing No 
Murder - South Wales & 
the Great Railway Strike of 
1911’ by Robert Griffiths, 
for just £30 (incl p&p). 
Make cheques/PO payable 
to Manifesto Press, return to 
Ruskin House 23 Coombe 
Rd, London CR0 1BD. Order 
online at 
www.manifestopress.org.uk 
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Many schools are still being threatened with closure to replace them with 
academies. In the second of Challenge’s campaigning guides, Jo Steal takes a 
further look at how to struggle against the governments assault on education 

The Knowledge 
What are academies?  Academies are private schools 
paid for by the government but owned by their 
sponsors.  The sponsors appoint the governing body, 
which owns the land , employs the staff and sets the 
curriculum. 
How does a school become an academy?  An 
Expression of Interest (EoI) is drawn up by the local 
authority and must be signed off by government (the 
DCSF). Then a consultation period opens up, which 
generally consists of the sponsors & the local authority 
telling everyone how great the academy will be without 
listening to what they have to say. This is usually the 
first that local people will get to hear about it. 
What do the sponsors do?  Very little. They are 
supposed to sponsor the school although on average 
sponsors only put in 6% of the money with us paying 
the rest through government grants. However, the law 
has just been changed and sponsors no longer have to 
put in any money up front. 

Campaign Strategy 
With academies, it is important to get your 
campaign up & running as soon as possible. 
Many of the crucial decisions will already have 
been taken by the time it reaches public 
consultation, whatever the local authority may 
tell you about wanting to listen. The earlier 
you are in the process, the easier it is to stop 
it. 
The breadth of the campaign is crucial too.  
You want everyone opposed to the proposal 
involved, whatever their reasons may be.  So 
don't make your demands too revolutionary
(!).  Remember this is the time for a broad 
front – other differences can be worked out 
once the proposal is defeated.  Allies might 
include unions (NUT, NASUWT, ATL and 
Unison all have policy against academies), local 
political parties, community groups and 
parents associations. 

What you can do 
Petitions – One good tool for academy campaigns is a petition but remember it is a 
lot of hard work collecting the signatures.  There is no point in a petition with less than 
a few hundred signatures as it will more likely expose the weakness of your campaign 
than show its strength.  Make sure that the demands are simple and that people can 
easily sign up to it. 
Leaflets – Leaflets are an important way of getting your side of the argument across.  
They are especially useful if you are able to tell people about the proposal before the 
details have been officially announced.  They will appreciate being told what is going on.  
Again, keep the information simple and be clear with your arguments.  Good sources of 
information on academies are given below but every case is different and it is the local 
particulars that will convince people. 
Lobby your MP/councilor – Try to set up a meeting with your MP or councilor early on 
and find out what they think.  It is their job to represent you and they may have their own 
reasons for opposing the proposal. If you can get a local councilor on side they can be an 
excellent source of information since they will get details of plans before anyone else. If your MP 
is from a different party to the one that controls the council, you may be able to exploit this. 
Media – Keep the local media up to date with the story (paper, TV and radio).  They are often 
desperately short of news and young people campaigning to save their local school might be just 
the story they are looking for!  Try to get to know the education reporter and send in letters for 
the letters page regularly too. 

Useful Links 
NUT – 
teachers.org.uk 
AAA – 
antiacademies.org.uk 
Examples of local 
campaigns – 
croydonsos.org.uk 
saveoxfordschool.com 
YCL – ycl.org.uk 
 
Remember – you 
can contact the YCL 
office if you need any 
help with drafting 
press releases, 
leaflets, etc. And 
don't forget to let us 
know how it goes. 

our schools! 

Be Creative!  Why not organise a of stunt to highlight the danger to your school? The more creative, 
the better. The point is to make people aware – and make sure you tell local media so they can report it. 
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WHAT  WE  S TAND FOR  

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The Young Communist League is... 

 

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

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

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

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

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

Age. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Place of Work/Study. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

 
Challenge subscriptions are £8 for 1yr (6 issues), £15 for 2yrs (12 issues), £10/£18 Europe, £12/£21 for Rest of World (overseas sub-
scribers, please pay by international money order). Cheques & P/O made payable to YCL.  Order online at www.ycl.org.uk 

We aim 
not to 
mend 
capitalism 
but to end 
it 
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YCL button badges! 
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Order from YCL, Ruskin House, 23 Coombe Rd, 
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