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editorial 
Dear Comrades, 
 
Welcome once again to the latest issue of Challenge. You may just have noticed 
that election fever is well and truly gripping the country. And we here at 
Challenge are sadly not immune from the hysteria, so we present an article 
considering the most important issue facing us after the election – opposing the 
cuts agenda that will be enforced by differing degree by whatever administration 
that comes to power (pp. 11-13). 
 
While we can say with confidence that whatever political party wins it will be the 
capitalist class that retains power, we must not allow this to dupe us into 
believing that the outcome of the election will make no difference to working 
people. As affirmed at our last Congress: “The YCL calls for a Labour victory in 
the forthcoming general election. A Labour victory will ensure that the working 
class is best placed to resist the ruling class offensive. The YCL commits itself to 
focussing its activity around the issues which affect working class youth giving 
active support to Communist, Unity for Peace and Socialism, left Labour and 
other progressive candidates.” 
 
In order to project a left alternative in these elections with the meagre 
resources at its disposal the Communist Party will be fielding 6 candidates in 
May: general secretary Rob Griffiths in Cardiff South and Penarth, Gerry Sables 
in North Devon, Steve Andrew in Sheffield South East, Martin Levy in Newcastle 
East and two young members with whom we have interviews in this issue 
former YCL Scottish Organiser Marc Livingstone in Glasgow North West (pp. 
14-15) and former YCL General Secretary Ben Stevenson in Croydon North 
(pp. 23-24) 
 
Turning to the international arena Sean Lee reminds us of the continuing plight 
of the Miami 5, unjustly jailed by the American state on trumped up charges (pp. 
30-32). We have also just seen the first international preparatory meeting for 
the World Festival of Youth and Students, Ruth Maleka gives us a short 
introduction to the festival (p. 33). We also reproduce the common statement 
made by the 8th meeting of European Communist Youth Organisations, which 
met last March (pp. 18-19). 
 
Back 2 Basics turns its eye to the role of the youth in a revolutionary movement 
(p. 36) with Book@Bedtime (pp. 34-35) and poetry corner (p. 10) also retaining 
their regular spots, with Sue Andrews continuing her tour across the country 
and its dialects to take a look at Estuary English (p. 22).  
 
A reminder that we are always happy to receive fresh contributions at Challenge, 
so if you’ve got something you want to write about politics, history, music, art 
film, or anything else please send them to challenge@ycl.org.uk or Challenge, 23 
Coombe Road, Croydon, CR0 1BD. The deadline for copy for the next issue is 
7th June. 
 
Yours in Comradeship, 
James Rodie 

James 
Rodie 
The key struggle 
whoever wins the 
election will be 
organising the fight 
back against the 
cuts agenda 
slavishly pursued 
by all three main 
parties. 
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Thanks to all our contributors to this issue, special thanks to Jo Levy, Steven Martin, 
Louise Nousratpour, John Millington, Graham Stevenson, Gawain Little, Ben Stevenson 
and all those who fight for a better tomorrow. 
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in the news 

he Royal College of 
Nursing has warned 
that hospitals across 

the country face ‘stealth cuts’ of 
thousands of frontline jobs over 
the next few years, whichever 
of the big three parties wins the 
election. 
     A survey carried out by the 
RCN concluded that this was 
what was meant by the ‘NHS 
efficiency savings’ euphemism 
employed by NHS Chief 
Executive Sir David Nicholson, 
who forecast that the health 
service would ‘have to’ find £20 
billion of efficiency savings 
within the next four years. 
     Although Labour and the 
Conservatives have pledged to 
protect frontline services, the 
RCN warns that decisions on 
these savings are made at a 
local level, and that local bosses 
had already earmarked over 
5,000 jobs that would be 
slashed in the immediate future. 
Disclosures made under the 
Freedom of Information Act 

have revealed that half of all 
NHS trusts are planning to cut 
jobs, despite the fact that NHS 
hospital wards are already 
operating with 13% fewer 
nurses than they officially need. 
     The bourgeois parties 
maintain the cuts agenda 
despite the scandal of 
Staffordshire NHS trust, which 
was subject to an inquiry after 
hundreds of excess deaths – 
the result, it soon became 
evident, of understaffing due to 
attempts to slash costs by £10 
million; the inquiry admitted 
that the lethal economies were 
“driven by targets and cost-
cutting”. 
     It couldn’t be clearer that 
whichever party wins the next 
election the NHS will not be 
safe. Progressives must unite 
around the struggle to defend 
nurses’ jobs – an inseparable 
part of the struggle for 
universal and decent healthcare 
in this country. 

T 

Nursing Union warns Nursing Union warns Nursing Union warns 
of stealth cutsof stealth cutsof stealth cuts   

Chavez to Chavez to 
nationalise goldnationalise gold  

enezuelan President 
Hugo Chavez has 
proposed the 
nationalisation of the 

country’s gold mines on his 
weekly television and radio 
show, ‘Hello President’. 
     The Venezuelan leader 
accused gold mines of being 
run by ‘crazy people driven 
by capitalist greed’ who do 
not hesitate to trample over 
workers’ rights or lay waste 
to Venezuela’s rainforests. 
     “We cannot allow 
national and transnational 
mafias to continue destroying 
our homeland,” he declared. 
     The Bolivarian Revolution 
in Venezuela has, under 

Chavez’s leadership, already 
taken sections of the steel, 
oil, cement, electricity, 
banking and 
telecommunications sectors 
into public ownership as 
important steps towards 
building a socialist economy. 
The nationalisation of gold 
will supplement the revenues 
from industries already 
owned by the state, and can 
like them be invested in 
Venezuela’s highly successful 
literacy and medical 
programmes and other 
measures to raise the living 
standards of ordinary people. 

V 
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etween the 15th and the 
20th April, airports 
around the UK and in 

many other European 
countries were closed due to 
the cloud of volcanic ash from 
the eruption of the Icelandic 
volcano, Ejafjallajokull. 
The response of major airlines 
to this natural disaster was 

disappointing, if predictable. 
For any airline grounded 
aircraft mean lost profits; the 
five day shutdown was 
estimated to cost airlines over 
$1.7 billion. Nonetheless the 
indifference of the airlines to 
passenger safety – urging the 
Government to allow flights 
when Air Traffic Control was 

B 

Airlines and the Airlines and the Airlines and the 
EruptionEruptionEruption   

Capitalist crisis alright for the richCapitalist crisis alright for the rich  
The rich have come 
through the recession 
with flying colours. The 

stock market is up, the hedge 
funds are coining it. The rich are 
doing very nicely. 
     “The rest of the country is 
going to have to face public 
spending cuts, but it has little 
effect on the rich because they 
don’t consume public services.” 
     Wise words from Philip 
Beresford, who compiled the 
Sunday Times Rich List for 2010. 
The Rich List shows that the 
1,000 richest people in Britain 
increased their wealth by £77 
billion at a time when ordinary 
Britons face massive cuts to 
public services – to reduce a 
deficit created by the £1,350 
billion bailout of the banks. 
     Unemployment is 
approaching 3 million as 
businesses use the recession as 
an excuse to downsize. The 
Tories imagine that this is due to 
widespread laziness – hence their 
threat to cut the benefits of 
anyone who refuses work (a 
classic capitalist ploy which 
allows businesses to renegotiate 
workers’ contracts, bullying them 

into accepting lower pay since 
there is no benefit safety net if 
they refuse changed working 
conditions.) Theresa May, the 
Conservative Shadow Secretary 
of State for work and pensions, 
has described the number of 
people on Jobseekers’ Allowance 
as a ‘scandal’. 
     She’s right. It is a scandal that 
nearly three million people in this 
country are out of work. And an 
indictment of the greedy business 
leaders who are shedding tens of 
thousands of jobs, as well as the 
leaders of the three main parties 
whose public sector cuts will 
throw hundreds of thousands 
more out of work. 
     And it’s also a scandal that as 
politicians lecture us on 
tightening our belts, those 
bankers and speculators who 
caused the economic crisis, and 
who have received enormous 
sums of taxpayers’ money (which 
they have used to pay off some 
of their debts, rather than lend 
to encourage growth) are sitting 
pretty. In one year hedge fund 
managers Louis Bacon and Alan 
Howard have seen their fortunes 
grow from £650 million to 

£1,100 million and from £375 
million to £875 million 
respectively. 
     Marxists have long recognised 
that capitalist crisis is not just an 
integral part of the capitalist 
‘boom-bust’ cycle: it’s actually 
quite good for capitalists. It helps 
‘weed out’ competition and 
encourages the growth of 
monopolies that can reap super-
profits. The hypocrisy of the 
ruling class – 
telling us we 
need to live with 
‘austerity’ while 
growing fat off 
the backs of our 
labour and our 
taxes – has been 
exposed with 
unusual clarity 
over the past 
year: demanding 
a bailout of 
unprecedented 
generosity for 
themselves while 
wailing about 
taxpayers’ money 
being wasted on 
the public sector. 
This rich list 

makes that clearer than ever.  
We are not, whatever the 
politicians tell us, ‘all in the same 
boat’.  The interests of working 
people are diametrically opposed 
to the interests of the rich. It is 
imperative that we intensify the 
struggle against the parasites who 
own and dominate our society – 
the struggle for socialism. 

“ 

still advising against it, for 
example – was a stark 
reminder of under capitalism, 
putting profits above people 
is just business as usual. 
Airlines also brainstormed 
over ways of minimising 
shareholder damage by 
proposing cuts in pay for 
airline staff and demanding 
that the taxpayer compensate 
them for their losses; Ryanair 
boss Michael O’Leary further 
tried to rip off customers by 
threatening to disregard 
European regulations and 
refuse to reimburse stranded 
passengers for unexpected 
expenses – although under 
pressure from governments 
and consumer groups he 
backed down (though he 
continued to mutter about 
lobbying for a change in those 
regulations.) 
So far, so bad – but few of 
our readers will be surprised 

to learn that airline 
executives are not especially 
generous or responsible. 
What this blip in the travel 
calendar really reveals is the 
over dependence of modern 
Britons on air travel. True, 
air travel has done wonders 
for the British people. 
Travelling abroad to places 
otherwise out of reach is 
both rewarding and 
worthwhile. But it remains 
the case that oil is finite and 
planes are polluting. Sooner 
or later we will have to 
radically reduce air transport, 
at least in its current form. 
The chaos caused by a few 
days grounded should serve 
as a warning of the much 
greater chaos in store if we 
fail to explore alternative 
modes of transport before 
aircraft cease to be viable 
altogether. 



ew proposals from 
the International 
Whaling Commission 
could lead to 

commercial whaling being 
legalised for the first time since 
a global moratorium on 
whaling in 1986. 
The IWC argues that legal 
whaling under strict limits 
would be an improvement on 
the current situation, with 
Japan, Iceland and Norway all 
hunting whales for ‘scientific’ 
reasons and then selling their 
meat as a commercial by-
product. By bringing these 
three rogue whaling nations 
into a regulated system, the 
Commission contends, the 
overall impact of whaling could 
be reduced. 
Environmental groups have 
been swift to oppose the 
move, which they fear could 
lead to a resumption of hunting 
on a large scale when many 
species of whale are still 
critically endangered. It is true 
that some whale species – 
minke whales and sperm 
whales, for instance – are not 
endangered, and a ban on 
hunting them may seem 
arbitrary. 
However, the new proposals 
would also provide quotas for 
killing highly endangered 
species such as the Grey and 
Fin whales. 
Whaling is, quite simply, an 
unnecessary pursuit. No 
damage has been done to any 
economy by the 1986 
moratorium, and better 

alternatives to whale oil have 
long displaced it as a fuel. The 
Japanese insistence on killing 
whales for ‘scientific’ reasons is 
sadly reminiscent of the short 
sighted approach of science in 
earlier centuries: the Great 
Auk, an extinct seabird, was in 
fact hastened to its doom by 
recognition of its endangered 
nature as European museums 
entered a frenzied competition 
to ‘get a specimen’ before it 
was too late. In most fields of 
zoology killing animals to study 
them is seen as an outdated 
practice and the same ought to 
be true of whaling. If, on the 
other hand, the consumption 
of whale meat is indeed 
culturally important for some 
countries, they should say so 
openly, and a regulated 
resumption of the industry 
would not be the end of the 
world; but it is utterly 
unacceptable that the quotas 
the IWC is proposing allow the 
continued hunting of those 
whale species which have 
never recovered from their 
decimation by whaling fleets in 
the twentieth century. 
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n June 2009, 
President Obama of 
the USA stated “The 
US does not 

recognise Israeli settlements as 
legitimate” and described the 
lives of Palestinians living under 
Israeli occupation as 
‘intolerable’. 
Since then we have seen some 
high profile disagreements 
between the US government 
and its Israeli ally. Used to 
having the ear of 
neoconservatives in the White 
House, Israel appears to have 
miscalculated by making the US 
look ridiculous – bulldozing 
Palestinian houses in East 
Jerusalem at the same time as 
hosting US Vice President Joe 
Biden to talk about the ‘peace 
process’. Israel’s illegal land 
grab has continued apace, with 
further seizures as recently as 
April 22nd, despite snubs, 
criticisms and protests from 
the US government. 
The change in America’s 
attitude is welcome, but the 
fact remains that America 

continues to flatter Israel as 
being its ‘closest ally’ and 
provide billions in aid to a 
racist, militarist and 
expansionist regime (not 
counting the additional billions 
the US gives to regional powers 
like Egypt to prop up corrupt 
and anti-Palestinian 
dictatorships). And even the 
limited criticism of Israel by  
the Obama government has 
had US Republicans in an 
uproar (although since they 
have been in almost continual 
uproar about such nefarious 
policies as free healthcare since 
Obama came to power this 
may have slipped below your 
radar.) A sea change in 
American policy towards Israel 
is unrealistic. 
Nonetheless we can make a 
difference – the calls by the 
TUC for a boycott on goods 
produced by illegal settlements 
was a welcome first step, 
although a complete boycott 
on Israeli exports would be 
better still. The EU is Israel’s 
biggest trading partner and by 
supporting a boycott on their 
products serious pressure 
could be brought to bear on 
the Israeli government to 
withdraw from the occupied 
territories and end the 
discrimination against Arab 
citizens of Israel. Supporting 
the boycott and encouraging 
others to do likewise is a key 
task of the moment for 
Britain’s communists. 

I 
N 

IWC to legalise IWC to legalise 
whalingwhaling  Israel’s Imperialist Israel’s Imperialist 

Land Grab ContinuesLand Grab Continues  
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CH I LCOT  

For believers in liberal 
democracy the key strength of 
the system is its accountability. 
This is primarily through the 
ballot box, but also various 
other checks and balances and 
institutions within Parliaments 
or different branches of 
government ensure that no 
one person or body gets too 
much power and ends up 
riding roughshod over our 
rights. Sounds lovely, doesn’t 
it? 
     We’ll be able to see how 
accountability through the 
electoral process works in the 
next few months, as 
democracy in action will 
(probably) punish those who 
caused the economic crisis 
through their slavish devotion 
to monopoly capital and 
return those who more 
openly represent the capitalist 
class. The Chilcot Inquiry into 
the Iraq War gives us a 
wonderful example of how 
accountability works between 
elections. In short, it doesn’t. 
     The highlight of the Inquiry 
so far has been former Prime 

Minister Tony Blair’s 
appearance. The Chair’s 
opening remarks – “this is not 
a trial” – very much set the 
tone for the ‘grilling’, which 
has been likened to a ‘fireside 
chat’ by some commentators. 
The scene outside contrasted 
sharply with this as anti-war 
protestors made their feelings 
clear, wearing specially made t
-shirts demanding Blair’s 
incarceration and doing their 
best to make an anti-war 
voice heard despite an over-
zealous police presence and 
not being allowed anywhere 
near the QE2 Centre. Of 
course, going in through a side
-door at half past seven in the 
morning makes it seem 
unlikely they would have 
caught him anyway. 
     But what did this foray into 
democratic accountability 
reveal? Not a lot. Having given 
no prior admission of guilt, it 
can hardly come as a surprise 
that no shocking revelations 
were made. Indeed, as we all 
know it was through the 
tough questioning of daytime 

As promised in the last issue of Challenge James Rodie takes us through former 
Prime Minister Tony Blair’s appearance before the Chilcot Inquiry, as well as 
considering the broader issues of democratic accountability it represents. 

TV presenter Fern Britton 
that we have learnt most 
about Blair’s motives, when 
he admitted that he would 
have wanted to invade Iraq 
whether or not there was 
evidence of Weapons of Mass 
Destruction – presented as a 
key reason for the invasion in 
the British press, along with 
the infamous claim that 
Saddam would be able to 
launch missiles against Britain 
within 45 minutes. By ‘Britain’ 
what the ‘dodgy dossier’ 
meant was British bases in 
Cyprus, but that didn’t really 
matter for the presentation 
of the case. 
     Blair predominantly used 
the Inquiry as an attempt to 
absolve himself of 
wrongdoing and attempt to 
mislead the panel and public. 
For instance, Blair tried to 
conflate Iraq and 9/11, saying 
that 9/11 moved talks about 
Iraq away from discussions 
about the sanctions regime to 
one concentrating on regime 
change through invasion. It 
was pointed out that Saddam 

The Chair’s 
opening 
remarks – 
“this is not a 
trial” – very 
much set the 
tone for 
proceedings  

Whitewash Whitewash   
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had nothing to do with 9/11, 
so Blair (echoing Jack Straw’s 
appearance) conceded that it 
was merely ‘perception’ of 
the risk posed by Iraq, both in 
the region and across the 
world, had changed. It is of 
course more reasonable to 
say that the ‘perception’ that 
a new tool could be found to 
justify invasion to the public 
had been found, rather than 
because policy makers 
genuinely believed the level of 
threat from Iraq had changed. 
     Additionally Blair leapt on 
the opportunity to blow the 
war trumpet, playing up the 
threat that Iran played to 
world security and floating 
the idea of invasion there. He 
claimed that 9/11 had led to 
the belief that “Iran, Libya, 
North Korea, Iraq . . . had to 
be brought to an end”. 
Strangely Blair declines to 
mention any states that were 
actually harbouring terrorists, 
such as Saudi Arabia, but 
nonetheless it’s good to 
know that a reasoned and 
measured approach was 
taken to 9/11. 
     In 2004 former Cabinet 
Secretary (head of the civil 
service) Lord Butler carried 
out an Inquiry into the Iraq 
War. In it he famously 
lambasted the ‘sofa 

government’ of Blair’s 
administration in the run up 
to the Iraq War. He showed 
how the norms of 
parliamentary government 
were being undermined by an 
overreliance on bilateral 
meetings, with decisions being 
taken without the 
involvement of the civil 
service or minuted 
discussions. Further cases of 
this informal government 
style were shown in the 
distribution of an ‘options 
paper’ in March 2002, which 
outlined the problems by the 
presumed existence of 
weapons of mass destruction 
in Iraq as well as Saddam 
Hussein’s regime in more 
general terms. The paper 
attempted to assess the ways 
to solve these problems fairly 
clearly settling on regime 
change through invasion, 
something it claimed would 
require “the construction of a 
coalition and a legal 
justification”. Though this 
could be interpreted as saying 
that a legal justification would 
be required it is more likely 
that it is arguing that that the 
policy of military intervention 
came prior to questions of 
legality. Blair came under 
some mild pressure from the 
Inquiry over who he chose to 

CHILCOT  

show the paper. For 
instance, vocal critics such 
as Robin Cook (who 
resigned from cabinet over 
the war) and Claire Short 
(who resigned when she 
thought she wasn’t involved 
enough in the war) were 
never shown the paper and 
were not at a meeting at 
Chequers (the Prime 
Minister’s countryside 
residence) where the 
various options open to the 
government were discussed. 
     The argument over the 
legality of the war was a key 
division point in the run up 
to the invasion. The 
principle of national 
sovereignty generally frowns 
on countries invading each 
other. Many accept that the 
right of a state to be in 
charge of its own internal 
affairs – at least in areas not 
relating to the penetration 
of capital – can only be 
breached if the state is 
failing to protect its citizens 
or poses an immediate 
threat to the integrity of 
another state. It is under 
pretexts such as these that 
monopoly capital asserts its 
interests. No country claims 
it is acting illegally, but 
Britain was increasingly seen 
to be pushing the need for 
fresh legal justification for 
war, through getting a 
United Nations resolution 
on the matter, while the 
Americans thought that 
breach of earlier resolutions 
would be sufficient not to 

Blair leapt on 
the 
opportunity 
to blow the 
war trumpet, 
playing up 
the threat 
that Iran 
played to 
world 
security and 
floating the 
idea of 
invasion 
there 
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flout international law. In 
November 2002 the UN 
Security Council had 
unanimously adopted 
Resolution 1441, which stated 
that Iraq was in breach of the 
terms of the 1991 ceasefire. 
In order to assess whether 
Iraq had weapons of mass 
destruction, Hans Blix was 
sent in with a team of 
weapons inspectors. While he 
could not find any – and none 
were subsequently found – he 
did say not everything could 
be accounted for, leading 
Britain and the US to claim 
that Iraq was in violation of 
the Resolution. 
     Blair confirmed that 
getting a second resolution 
was not deemed necessary by 
the Americans. Yet the 
legality of going to war 
without a second resolution 
was important. Lord 
Goldsmith, then the Attorney 
General (the government’s 
chief lawyer), gave apparently 
unclear and contradictory 
advice as to whether or not 
invasion would be legal 
appearing to argue that a 
second resolution was 
necessary until shortly before 
the war at which point he 
changed his mind and said 
that a breach of the 
resolution was sufficient 
cause for war, after the 
French made it clear they 
would not support a new 
resolution justifying invasion. 
Despite questioning over the 
legality of the war, the Inquiry 
did not seem particularly 
eager to press Blair on any 
issues, letting the fact that 
after consistent pressure 
from the Americans and Blair, 
Goldsmith changed his 
opinions as to the legality of 
the war. 
     The Inquiry also briefly 
touched on the issue of post-
war Iraq. Blair correctly 
pointed out that the 
breakdown of law and order 
in Iraq was due to the 
interference of foreign 
powers. Unfortunately, Blair 

thought it was Iran and al-
Qaida that caused most of 
the disruption, presumably 
forgetting he’d just invaded. 
Blair also claimed – following 
research from the Iraq Body 
Count and the Brookings 
Institute – that there had 
been around 100,000 civilian 
deaths from the invasion to 
withdrawal. He failed to 
mention that this is merely 
documented violent deaths, 
not including those who are 
unaccounted for or who have 
died as a result of the 
invasion but not a bullet or 
bomb. For instance, in July 
2006 the John Hopkins 
School of Public Health 
estimated civilian deaths at 
650,000 as a result of massive 
deteriorations in healthcare, 
food distribution and other 
consequences of war. The 
passage of nearly four years 
since that research means 
that Blair’s chosen statistics 
probably account for much 
less than a tenth of the deaths 
caused by the invasion. 
     Needless to say, we 
cannot realistically expect any 
kind of accountability process 

to actually work in capitalist 
society without far greater 
mobilisation of popular 
forces than we have seen, 
despite the valiant efforts of 
the Stop the War Coalition. 
The Inquiry has been used 
as a political tool of the 
bourgeois liberal state, not 
just to vindicate its actions, 
but also moving the focus of 
discussion away from 
political to technical issues. 
That is, the parameters of 
debate surrounding the Iraq 
War and now Afghanistan 
are increasingly about troop 
numbers and equipment, 
rather than whether or not 
Britain should be involved in 
Iraq. It is left to those 
currently left shouting at the 
sidelines to put Iraq, and 
now Afghanistan back on 
the political agenda. While 
the question as to whether 
we should or should not 
have invaded Iraq is now 
moot, it is important that 
those who sent us to war 
are accountable for more 
than simply whether enough 
guns went to a given place. 

We cannot 
realistically 
expect any 
kind of 
accountability 
process to 
actually work in 
capitalist 
society without 
far greater 
mobilisation of 
popular forces 
than we have 
seen 

CHILCOT  
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Send us your poems for consideration for the next issue of Challenge to  
Challenge, YCL, Ruskin House, 23 Coombe Rd, London CR0 1BD  challenge@ycl.org.uk 

In life you usually live in a bubble, 
When you decide to burst this bubble, it hurts to wander and see 
the world around you 
You are cheated and blinded by your own people 
You believe in them because they represent authority 
When you see the blood in their hands, you feel betrayed 
You see Nations destroying each other 
The only thing you hope is for your Nation not to be at war 
You shut and open your eyes and all of a sudden your Nation is 
killing itself 
You can’t have a voice; if you do silent death can get you 
You lose loved ones, you ask why and the authority will say nothing 
You beg for mercy, but all you get is more deaths 
Being a child or an innocent woman has no difference 
Money controls a nation and as long as the people above you have 
the power, they will be sucking out of you into you’ll disappear. 
 
Mothers, wives, husbands, fathers look for their children, brothers 
and sisters. 
They disappear into thin air with out any reason, you get given no 
answers. 
You see, hear and feel the war outside, you know, but you stay 
quiet. 
They come to your house to cause you pain, there’s nothing you 
can do but to share your tears with the world. If you shout stop 
you get ignored or killed. 
If you breathe, sleep or eat you have to pay to live, if not you can 
say goodbye. 
People shut their business pack their bags and go, some can’t so 
they rot in that place, which looks from outside like a horror film 
but for them is reality all the way. 
People suffer the consequences of a corrupt government that only 
cares about themselves and no one else and that behind curtains 
they are laughing at you while you cry and beg to stop this war.  
You are just a person living in fear; you can’t trust anyone because 
they are all in the bloodshed.  
All you can do is shut your eyes and hope this war is over when 
you open your eyes again. 
 
 
In memory of the thousands of  people in Ciudad Juarez, Sinaloa, Tijuana 
Mexico who suffer the torture of this Organised Crime War.  

Mexico Now 
Maya Llamazares 

The past, a glacier, gripped the mountain wall, 
And time was inches, dark was all. 
But here it scales the end of the range, 
The dialectic's point of change, 
Crashes in light and minutes to its fall. 
 
Time present is a cataract whose force 
Breaks down the banks even at its source 
And history forming in our hands 
Not plasticine but roaring sands, 
Yet we must swing it to its final course. 
 
The intersecting lines that cross both ways, 
Time future, has no image in space, 
Crooked as the road that we must tread, 
Straight as our bullets fly ahead. 
We are the future. The last fight let us face. 

Full Moon at Trierz 
John Cornford 



Despite wall to wall coverage 
online, in print, radio and 
hours and hours of blanket 
television coverage including 
the ‘let’s copy the Americans’ 
inspired  prime ministerial 
debate, you’d be hard pushed 
to find any major difference 
between the major parties on 
the major issue before this 
election. All three major 
parties are committed first of 
all to making the working class 
pay for the banker’s bailout 
and 
secondly 
not to 
discuss 
the giant 
elephant 
in the 

room. This elephant is 
stampeding, rampaging, it’s 500 
feet tall and covered in pink & 
purple spots - in fact you have 
to be pretty well disposed to 
the art of self-deception not 
to be able to notice and 
comment on this 
elephant yet somehow 
they all still manage to 
completely deny its 
existence. This 
elephant is the 
complete and total 
bankruptcy of big 
business 
capitalism, and 
the subservience 
to its interests 
that epitomises 
the policies and 

priorities of all three major 
parties. 
     This consensus is nothing 
new; the past 30 years of 
successive Tory and New 

Labour governments have 
carried through the policies 
of neo-liberalism and it is 
this commitment to the 
policies and priorities of big 
business that has ensured 
that this period of economic 
crisis is particularly acute. 
     As we’ve tirelessly 

explained in the pages of 
Challenge economic crisis is 

nothing new, the boom and 
bust cycle is endemic 

within capitalism. 
It’s not 

something that can be got rid 
of without scrapping capitalism 
itself. I’ll now present what 
might be the most concise 
Marxist explanation of 
Capitalist Crisis (for a fuller 
explanation see Back 2 Basics 
part 
9). 

GENE RAL  E LECT IO N  
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TweedledeeTweedledee  
TweedledumTweedledum  
Tweedledon’tTweedledon’t  
As the nation gears up for the general election, Bernadette Wang re-
minds us of the real issues facing the public after the election, 
namely resisting the cuts consensus. 
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The individual capitalist in his bid 
to increase his profits can 
generally only do this by cutting 
wages, conditions making people 
redundant, etc. Cutting the living 
standards of workers of course 
reduces the overall purchasing 
power in the economy which 
eventually reaches a point where 
there are more goods and 
services available than people 
can buy. This is what we call a 
Crisis of Over-Production and 
this is precisely what has 
happened alongside the banking 
and financial crisis. 
     Of course you can reduce 
the effects of the boom and bust 
economy (as was done in the 
post-war period through the use 
of Keynesian economics) or you 
can postpone the bust cycle by 
making use of credit. And it is 
this second one that epitomises 
New Labour’s economic strategy 
over the last decade. The bust 
has been postponed by 
encouraging ordinary people to 
take on massive levels of 
personal debt and by 
government borrowing to prop 
up the banks. It is for this reason 
that national debt has been 
pushed up to well over £850 
billion; of course the problem 
with debt is that eventually you 
have to pay the piper – and 
obviously you can only do this in 
one of two ways, discounting of 

course ‘consolidating your debts 
into one easily payable monthly 
sum’ or cashing all your gold. As 
many of you will know from 
your experience of student debt, 
you either increase your income 
or you decrease your 
expenditure. 
     All three of the bourgeois 
parties are in broad agreement 
to take the second option – to 
cut down on expenditure. And 
they’re not going to do this by 
reducing military expenditure by 
scrapping nuclear weapons or 
withdrawing from Afghanistan – 
they’re going to do it by 
introducing swingeing cuts in the 
public sector. This will massively 
hit working people, especially 
young people, who are already 
suffering the effects of this 
period of economic crisis. Over 
the last two years, more than 
one million workers have lost 
their jobs, there have been more 
than 100,000 homes 
repossessed, even official 
unemployment is expected to 
reach 3 million – especially if the 
Tories get in – by the end of 
May (more than one in five 
young people are currently 
unemployed) – and these are 
just the official figures. The true 
picture is likely to be much 
worse, given the growth in so-
called peripheral employment, 
the hiding of unemployment by 

forcing part-time, 
temporary and agency 
work on jobseekers and 
the changes in the nature 
of employment. In fact 
there are more than eight 
million inactive people in 
the economy of working 
age. This punctures the 
myth that capitalism is an 
efficient system: it is in 
truth a system which 
wastes human potential, 
initiative and creativity and 
condemns millions to the 
slagheap of unemployment 
and precarious work. The 
real question for us in this 
election is ‘Who is going 
to pay?’ As we’ve said the 
main parties are agreed 
that it’s the workers who 
will foot the bill – but the 
Communist Party is 
standing candidates to put 
forward an alternative 
message. We say: make 
the fat cats pay; make the 
bankers and City spivs pay; 
make the super-rich and 
big business pay, rather 
than workers and their 
families, young people and 
pensioners. We’re also 
standing to begin to 
organise and mobilise 
working people for the 
fight back that needs to be 
waged to defend public 
services and ensure that 
we don’t pay for their 
crisis.  
     Of course the 
Communist Party doesn’t 
have the resources to 
stand in every seat in 
Britain, and it would be 
false for us to say that 
there is no difference 
between the Tories and 
New Labour; a New 
Labour government at 
least allows the working 
class and the trades union 
movement to exercise and 
enforce some degree of 
restraint and control over 
government policy, 
however limited. However 
we are clear that even if a 
Labour government is re-
elected, that this offensive 

All three of the 
bourgeois 
parties are in 
broad 
agreement to 
cut down on 
expenditure by 
introducing 
swingeing cuts 
in the public 
sector 
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will be pursued 
nonetheless. It needn’t be 
the case. There are 
billions of pounds that 
could be generated 
without going as far as 
implementing a fully 
socialist economic 
programme, simply by 
closing all of the tax 
loopholes currently 
exploited by the super-
rich, non-doms and big 
business would raise £70 
billion. And these aren’t 
back of the fag packet 
figures: this is provided 
by the Inland Revenue. 
Instead of allowing the 
bankers and speculators 
to get away scot-free we 
would impose a Robin 
Hood tax of 10% on 
financial transactions and 
speculation by British 
banks and financial 
institutions, and this 
would generate an extra 
£30 billion a year. The 
Communist Party is 
never accused of 
excessive moderation, 
but merely a 1% wealth 
tax on the super-rich 
who currently own 46% 
of all personal wealth in 
Britain would see an 
extra £39 billion a year 
enter the public purse. 
Of course there are 
some cuts in public 
spending that we 
support.  Ditching the 
Trident nuclear weapons 
system and cancelling its 
renewal would save us 
between £76-100 billion 
over the next thirty 
years. By scrapping PFI, 
cutting military spending 
to the level of the 
average EU country and 
of course withdrawing 
troops from Afghanistan 
would, combined, save us 
an extra £20 billion. 
Combined, the 
commitments in our 
manifesto would raise 
‘one off’ revenues of £86 
billion, annual revenues 
of £96 billion, and annual 

savings of more than £26 billion.  
     This could not only be used 
to reduce the public deficit, but 
could be utilised to generate 
jobs, re-establish Britain’s 
productive economy and go 
some way to improving the lives 
of ordinary working people. A 
programme of investment in 
energy, infrastructure, 
technology, science, research 
and engineering would create 
millions of secure, well paid jobs 
and help reinvigorate local 
economies across the length 
and breadth of Britain. It would 
go some way towards beginning 
to really move us in the 
direction of a truly carbon 
neutral economy.  
     More fundamentally, there 
need to be serious steps taken 
to tackling poverty in Britain. 
Despite hollow commitments 
from the major parties to tackle 
child poverty, poverty in old age 
and the increasing feminisation 
of poverty little is being put 
forward other than a few scraps 
from the table – especially when 
you contrast this with the 
unprecedented 
£1,350,000,000,000 made 
available for the bailout. 

Introducing compulsory audits 
to ensure equal pay, ending 
discrimination and increasing 
the national minimum wage to 
half male median earnings rising 
to two thirds, abolishing student 
tuition fees, introducing deep 
cuts in household fuel prices, a 
reduction in VAT on essential 
goods and services and the 
imposition of selective price 
controls for basic foodstuffs are 
just some of the ways that we 
can begin to redress the 
imbalance which has made 
Britain the most unequal 
country in Western Europe.  
     There can be no doubt that 
we face massive challenges over 
the coming years, but there are 
also great opportunities to 
rebuild the labour movement, 
to deepen and intensify the class 
struggle, to launch a renewed 
offensive on the capitalist 
system and to convince people 
that ultimately the only solution 
to the problems that exist in 
Britain today is for the new 
form of society that is socialism. 

We say: make 
the fat cats 
pay; make the 
bankers and 
City spivs pay; 
make the super
-rich and big 
business pay, 
rather than 
workers and 
their families, 
young people 
and pensioners 
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Meet the 
Candidates 

What will be the main issue that you 
concentrate on in your campaign? 

The most important issue facing workers is that of the public sector cuts. The constituency 
I’m standing in has some of the worst levels of deprivation in the country, and the cuts will 
have a devastating impact on its inhabitants, who are already suffering the effects of the crisis, 
and barely recovered from the last recession. We must expose the government's attempts 
to make the workers pay for the bankers' crisis, and must project our alternative strategy. 
Ultimately we must convince people that the cuts can be defeated, but only if the working 
class are willing to fight back. 

Who do you think will win the election 
and how do you think you’ll do? 

The Labour Party, with a 10,000 majority, will keep the seat. The SNP came second last time -
the North East by-election suggests people aren't deserting to the nationalists in significant 
numbers. There is a strong Labour tradition in the constituency, and a level of political under-
standing that the Labour Party are still preferable to the Tories. We should get over a hundred 
votes, as there is also a strong Communist tradition in the area. Nationally, a Tory victory is no 
foregone conclusion. Possibly a Lab-Lib coalition is the best we can hope for. 

If it's unlikely that you'll win, what is the point 
of a Communist intervention in elections? 

Elections are times when it's "socially acceptable" to talk politics. It gives us a chance to go into communities 
and project our analysis - of the current crisis, also of capitalism generally. We can use the platform to raise 
issues affecting constituents, and wider issues for the labour/progressive movement, and force the other can-
didates to talk about them too. The Party usually makes a few recruits at these times, and it spurs existing 
members into activity. It also raises the profile of the Party, for those that didn't know we still existed. 

Former YCL Scottish Organiser member Marc Livingstone will be standing for 
the Communist Party in Glasgow North West. Here he answers some questions 
about his campaign from Challenge. 

The expenses scandal has produced a general disillusionment 
with mainstream politics, how do you hope to capitalise on this? 

The expenses scandal demonstrates the corrupt nature of parliamentary democracy, and people are angry 
about it, so as long as that anger is channelled in the right way, at the ruling class and their representatives, 
the left should benefit. There is a danger that it will encourage disillusionment with politics in general, we 
must show that the scandal proves the need for pro-working class socialist politicians. Promising to take the 
average wage of a skilled worker if elected will be a good start. 
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Those of us not taking up our seats in Westmin-
ster will probably be entitled to a few days off to 
recover from all the hard work, then we will be 
back into action to defeat the ruling class offen-
sive and lead the struggle for socialism. 

How do you hope to counter the fascist 
threat in Glasgow North West? 

The fascist threat is a pretty serious one. The constituency has quite a large Orange/Loyalist community 
within which the BNP will be hoping to make gains. There are also a lot of families seeking asylum in the 
Scotstoun area. The constituency also contains the ward of the former head of Glasgow City Council, 
Steven Purcell, who had to step down following revelations about drug use and gay affairs. All of these 
things, and the high levels of poverty, make the potential for fascist gains quite genuine. The Communist 
Party will be urging the other parties to join a united front against the BNP, and to refuse to share a plat-
form with them. Churches and other community groups will be encouraged to join in the condemnation 
of racism and parties which promote it, which could be useful in discouraging the loyalist vote. Hope not 
Hate will be campaigning against the BNP in the area to expose them as fascists, and show they are not a 
"respectable" party. The candidate, Scott McLean, has been filmed giving Nazi salutes at far right rallies, so 
this should not be too hard to do. Clearly the Communist Party will bring a class analysis to the campaign, 
and demonstrate how the BNP are, despite all their populism, thoroughly anti-working class, and how 
their divisive politics actually benefit big business. 

We're often told that young people are apathetic towards 
politics, how do you hope to engage with students and 
young workers in Glasgow? 

I think the idea that young people are all apathetic is a bit of a myth. In doing 
our public work, the vast majority of people who show an interest are young, 
many of them still at school. Most of our recent recruits have been YCL age, 
and they bring with them energy, enthusiasm, passion and anger at the injus-
tices of capitalism. However, we do encounter - from all age groups - a kind 
of weary resignation. Yes, people are angry about injustice, but what can you 
do about it? I think this is a consequence of the individualist ideology encour-
aged by capitalism. Of course one individual won't overthrow capitalism on 
their own, but the workers - who together vastly outnumber the ruling class - 
can if they work collectively. One of the ways to demonstrate the power of 
collectivism will be to get young people to join Trade Unions. 

Glasgow has suffered seriously as a result of the de-
cline of manufacturing, do you think we can see a re-
turn to a productive economy? 

This is crucial for Glasgow and for the country as a whole, but will not be attempted by either a Tory or New Labour 
administration, or any other alignment of bourgeois parties. Only by following the strategy outlined in Britain's Road to 
Socialism will the labour movement, through mass collective action, force a government to implement a pro-working class 
economic policy, key to which will be the re-building of Britain's industrial base. 

What do you think Communists should 
do after the election? 
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Joanne Stevenson reviews a joint 
Hollywood and Bollywood film with 
a strong social message. 

The renowned Bollywood 
superstar Shah Rukh Khan, plays 
Rizwan Khan in the film "My 
Name is Khan" (MNIK). The film 
follows an Indian Muslim man 
who suffers from Asperger’s 
Syndrome, as he goes on an 
extraordinary journey across the 
United States post 9/11. The film 
comments on the insanity of 
international airport security, 
racism suffered, and the attempt 
those from the Indian 
subcontinent whether Muslim, 
Sikh or Hindu make in an 
attempt to not fit in. The 
underlying current is to comment 
adversely on inter-faith 
communal tensions in India and 
the increasing Western 
conflation of Islam with 
terrorism. The overall theme is 
clearly a humanitarian one. 
     Although on paper this is a 
joint Bollywood/Hollywood film 
it is primarily an Indian film. For 
those who fear long interludes of 
love songs, and randomly 
breaking into dance numbers, 

fear not as the best description 
of this film is not a ‘Bollywood’ 
film but one that is intended to 
appeal to African-Americans and 
Americans from India. The 
soundtrack also goes beyond 
Bollywood norms, melding 
western bar blues and techno 
with Indian classical styles.   
     It is no surprise to those with 
any passing familiarity with 
Bollywood that this film has 
managed to get funding despite 
what would be considered in 
America, and India to a lesser 
degree, a radical film. Whilst it 
isn’t socialist propaganda, the film 
is guided by a tolerant humanist 
world view which directly attacks 
infringements on civil liberties, 
religious intolerance and racism.  
The reality is that if not for the 
infamous name Shah Rukh Khan, 
which normally guarantees a very 
big hit, Fox would not have 
bought the rights for a colossal 
sum.  It has totally smashed box 
office records for an Indian film 
all over the world. By the end of 

its first three days of release 
MNIK grossed nearly US$12 
million globally. 
     Rizwan’s story begins as a 
Muslim in Hindu-dominated 
India. But he’s different from the 
other children, although no-one 
understands why. He’s got 
special gifts, such as being able 
to repair any broken machine; 
however his ability to make 
human connection is severely 
impaired. With his mother’s laid
-back, accepting, loving guidance 
he learns to cope in the world.   
     After the death of his 
mother Rizwan goes to live with 
his brother in San Francisco. His 
brothers psychologist wife 
diagnoses Rizwan as having 
Asperger's Syndrome, a form of 
autism that makes it difficult to 
instinctively understand social 
interaction but often provides a 
high level of focused, if 
restricted, achievement. He’s 
not purely autistic like Dustin 
Hoffman in `Rain Man’, for 
Asperger’s differs from other 

The overall 
theme of My 
Name Is Khan 
is clearly a 
humanitarian 
one 
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forms of autism by the presence 
of high, but unusual, degrees of 
linguistic and cognitive 
development.  
     Yet the condition is often 
accompanied by physical 
clumsiness and behavioural 
oddity, leading to social 
incapability, which can be 
compounded by depression and 
isolation. Those with Asperger’s 
might recall the exact words in a 
conversation but not be able to 
truly grasp their social or 
emotional import without huge 
effort or help.  
     Happily, Rizwan marries 
Mandira, a Hindu single mother 
who has a young son, Sameer. 
When they first meet, she agrees 
to buy six hair products from 
Rizwan but he tells her he'll only 
sell her four because the 
remaining two will go to waste. 
He may be the world's worst 
salesman but he's a lovely human 
being, who is ignorant of 
malevolence but all too candid 
with it. Rizwan simply sees things 
as they are without self-interest 
hindering his analysis.  
     Disastrously, a close 
neighbour dies whilst covering 
the war in Afghanistan as a 
journalist, putting a wedge 
between his son and Rizwan’s 
step-son (Sameer). A racially-
motivated schoolyard fight 
breaks out, ending up in the 
death of Sameer and his mother 
blames her husband for it, since 
the boy “died only because his 
name was Khan”.  
Her emotive off-the-wall remark 
in the heat of the argument leads 
Khan to believe the only way he 
can fix it is if he tells the 
President of the United States 
that his name is Khan but he is 
not a terrorist, and his son 
wasn't either. Rizwan sets out on 
a journey that takes him from 
one US state to do just that, first 
with Bush and then Obama.  
     As he sets out on this task, he 
is arrested at San Francisco 
Airport. In Los Angeles, he prays 
in a Mosque and overhears 
fanatical extremist views, 
reporting this leads to the arrest 
of the ring leader. However 
whilst waiting in a crowd to meet 
President Bush, he repeats over 
and over again: “my name is Khan 
and I am not a terrorist”. His 
statement is misunderstood and 
he is arrested again.  

     A media campaign by Indian 
student reporters who captured 
what he was saying secures his 
release.  It also gives him a great 
deal of publicity, he returns to 
the south of the US, now hit by a 
hurricane, to help out an African 
American family he had bonded 
with on his journey. This leads to 
media attention as people from 
all around come to help those 
effect by the hurricane as the 
state stands by and does nothing. 
     Shah Rukh Khan is quite clear 
about what the film is about: “It’s 
about a relationship between two 
people, between an individual and 
the State, and between an 
individual and the country. In 
short, there the three important 
components: love story, Islam 
and a mild form of autism.” It is 
not really about terrorism. To 
those critics, in particular Hindu 
nationalists in India and right 
wingers in America, this film is 
not pro-terrorist nor does it 
condone terrorism in any way. 
The only message you could 
accuse the film of projecting is 
humanitarianism. 
     There’s a point to injecting 
the Asperger’s aspect, for the 
film’s theme of the relationship 
between the Western world and 
Islam is underscored by the 
struggle of a disabled man’s fight 
against the larger disability that 
exists in the world - that of 
conflict and hatred. As Shah Rukh 
puts it “religion is not the 
criterion, humanity is”. In a way, 
Rizwan’s disability is to be 
superhumanly resilient in the 
inhuman situation he’s faced with. 
It’s a remarkable role carried off 
superbly and sensitively, even 
down to the facial expressions, 
misplaced comments and 
gestures, and fixed routines. 
     Despite a positive portrayal of 
Obama, the US elite did not 
assist the making of this film.  
One actor was denied a visa to 
the United States and had to be 
replaced. The US authorities 
refused permission to film in a 
mosque in Los Angeles, even 
though the producers tried hard 
to give assurances that the film 
would “not propagate anti-social 
values”. A set of a mosque had to 
be constructed at The Club in 
India. 
     Khan himself has frequently 
experienced excessive security 
checks at US and other airports. 
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Promoting the film, he was 
detained by immigration 
officers for some two hours 
before officials from the Indian 
Consulate intervened and had 
to identify him, despite the 
score of Indian Airport staff 
continuously asking for his 
autograph. The actor playing 
Obama in the film has said: 
“Imagine Oprah Winfrey being 
detained at an airport in India”!  
     The simple message of 
MNIK is about the nature of 
true nobility of spirit. Humans 
all have a different way of living 
in the world. We are like an 
orchestra - together we 
contribute maybe melody, or 
rhythm, or harmony. Some of 
us seem strange – but the 
glockenspiel occasionally 
makes the symphony work. 
Blending diversity towards the 
common good demands we 
accept the oddities of others 
and have a more phlegmatic 
attitude to our own, maybe 
unappealing, habits and 
behaviours. 
     It’s a film that tugs at your 
heartstrings whilst stating that 
the real message of Islam is 
tolerance. Those that do not 
hold tolerance, suffer from 
paranoia, or exploit differences 
for gain, are not truly human. 
We should all shout out aloud: 
“My name is Khan – and I am a 
human-being!” 

It’s a film that 
tugs at your 
heartstrings 
whilst stating 
that the real 
message of 
Islam is 
tolerance 
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becomes even more obvious, in 
the direction of serving the 
interests of monopolies in the 
current conditions of the crisis 
and the intensification of 
capitalist antagonism. 
     At the same time we 
concentrate our attention, with 
great concern, on the 
intensification of the 
antagonisms between the 
imperialist powers, the US, the 
EU and the uprising imperialist 
powers like Russia, on an 
international and regional level. 
The process of the 
incorporation of the EU in the 
strategy of the USA and NATO, 
as well as the incorporation of 
the aspects of militarisation, of 
political intervention and of 
interventions in the “European 
Security Strategy” is a proof of 
this. The disputes over the 
control of the commercial 
routes of gas and oil acquire 
central importance. There arises 

The deepening 
of the capitalist 
crisis is used to 
implement anti
-labour, anti-
popular 
measures  

The delegates that participated in 
the 8th Meeting of the European 
Communist Youth Organisations, 
held in Brussels on the 16th and 
17th of March, 2010 under the 
slogan “The struggle of young 
communists against the capitalist 
barbarism and anticommunism; 
for Socialism” declare the 
following: 
     Since the last Meeting of the 
European Communist Youth 
Organisations in Barcelona 
(November 2008), the capitalist 
crisis has deepened in the 
European countries and the 
attack on the rights of the 
working class and the youth has 
intensified even more. Working 
class youth are the first victims of 
unemployment, the spread of 
flexible working relations, the 
overthrow of workers’ rights, 
changes in social security 
systems, the privatisation of 
public services, the destruction of 
the environment, the 

commercialisation of health-care 
and education and its connection 
to the needs of the monopolies 
for flexible and conformed 
graduates – workers with no 
rights. 
     These negative developments 
confirm that the manifestation 
and the deepening of the 
capitalist crisis is used to 
implement anti-labour, anti-
popular measures which have 
been unanimously decided many 
years ago in the European Union, 
by both neoliberal and social-
democrat governments. These 
measures are incorporated in the 
Lisbon Strategy. These 
developments confirm, yet again, 
the imperialist character of the 
EU, which has nothing to do with 
the cooperation between the 
peoples of Europe. With the 
implementation of the Euro-
treaty and the several “plans of 
austerity”, the anti-popular 
character of the EU structure 

On 16th-17th March Communist youth organisations from across Europe met to 
share experiences and give each other strength in the struggles ahead. Here 
Challenge reproduces the common statement after the 8th meeting of 
European Communist Youth Organisations. 
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ECYO 

the possibility of new clashes, of 
the re-ignition of old military 
tensions and of new crimes of 
imperialism against the people. 
     We reject the bourgeois and 
opportunist theories of “immoral 
capitalism”, which blame the 
corruption and greed of some 
bank managers and other 
monopolies for the crisis, while 
absolving capitalism itself. These 
theories spread illusions about the 
“humanisation of capitalism”. They 
confine the struggles of the 
working class and youth toward 
the aim of a supposedly better 
administration of the system. 
However, the capitalist crisis is a 
crisis of overproduction. Its causes 
lie within the capitalist mode of 
production, the pursuit of profit. 
This is inevitable in the framework 
of the capitalist mode of 
production. No form of 
administration or state 
intervention can rid capitalism of 
its crises. The manifestation of the 
crisis highlights the vitality of 
Marx’s analysis on capitalist 
economy and Lenin’s analysis on 
imperialism. It shows the historical 
limits of capitalism, as well as the 
need for its revolutionary 
overthrow. It confirms the need 
for the struggle for another path 
of development, the socialist one. 
     We salute the struggles of 
workers and the youth in the 
European countries against anti-
popular measures. We clearly 
demonstrate that the crisis must 
be paid by those responsible, the 
large capitalists and their political 
representatives. Not the people. 
We condemn the political 
representatives of the monopolies 
and those forces which call for 
sacrifices from the workers, for 
“national consent” and 
“cooperation” with the capitalists 
in order to overcome the crisis. It 
is a call of submission and new 
sacrifices for the profits of the 
capital, for the perpetuation of its 
rule. 
     We believe that in today’s 
conditions, new possibilities for 
action arise for communists. The 
crisis helps the youth draw new 
conclusions. The Communist 
Youth Organisations bare the 
great responsibility of organising 
the struggle of the youth to secure 
the satisfaction of its 
contemporary needs, for full and 
steady employment, exclusively 
public and free for all healthcare, 

education and social security. 
The Communist Youth 
Organisations must 
contribute to the 
counterattack, not only to 
protect our rights, but to 
achieve new ones. After all, 
from the new generations, 
almost all rights won in the 
previous years have been 
abolished. Not only for the 
achievement of certain 
rights, but for the decisive 
blow against the capitalist 
system itself, for a relentless 
assault against the rule of the 
capital, for an alternative 
political solution – socialism. 
     Today, the produced 
wealth, the productivity of 
labour and the development 
of science and technology 
can meet all the 
contemporary popular 
needs, can reduce the 
working time, can eliminate 
unemployment, can raise the 
cultural and educative level 
of workers. The means of 
production and science can 
no longer be private 
property, used to exploit 
workers in order to produce 
profit. They need to become 
social property and be 
developed according to the 
benefit of the workers. In a 
society where there will be 
no exploitation of man by 
fellow man, where 
development will be based 
on the equality of the 
sovereign states and where 

the people will be the 
masters of their future, 
without imperialist 
interventions. This society is 
socialism. And the new 
generation has every interest 
to fight on the side of the 
working class for this new 
society, a society of peace 
and solidarity between the 
peoples. 
     We are certain that this 
truth, combined with the 
ground breaking action of 
the Communist Youth 
Organisations, will be the 
inspiration for the 
conscience and actions of 
the majority of young 
people. We commit 
ourselves to strengthen our 
efforts, so that 
anticommunism becomes 
invalid, as well as the 
propaganda against socialism 
and the lies surrounding the 
socialist construction during 
the 20th century, which the 
capitalists, their political 
ideologists and their 
representatives use in order 
to poison the minds of the 
youth. In this way we will be 
able to defend the 
contribution and superiority 
of socialism; to declare that 
socialism is the only true 
alternative solution for the 
future of mankind. The 
future belongs to us. 

“We reject the 
bourgeois and 
opportunist 
theories of 
“immoral 
capitalism”, 
which blame 
the corruption 
and greed of 
some bank 
managers and 
other 
monopolies for 
the crisis, while 
absolving 
capitalism 
itself” 
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I RELAND  

It has been an interesting time 
in the occupied six counties. 
Devolution nearly fell through 
over a disagreement over 
parades and policing between 
Sinn Fein and the Democratic 
Unionist Party (DUP). All this 
came on the back of the 
Robinson sex scandal, and the 
Ulster Unionist Party’s 
flirtations with both the Tories 
and the DUP. 
     The recent upset came after 
the Orange Order began 
putting pressure on the DUP to 
demand the scrapping of the 
parades commission, which has 
in the past rerouted 
provocative parades away from 
Nationalist areas. On the other 
hand, Sinn Fein demanded the 
devolution of policing and 
justice powers to the NI 
assembly. Without such 
measures, the current “Police 
Service of Northern Ireland” is 
merely a facelift of the old RUC 
which gained notoriety during 
the troubles for brutality and 
extrajudicial killings, in collusion 
with loyalist paramilitaries. 
     The main reason the DUP 
began throwing their weight 
around was that thanks to their 
competition from the further-
right “Traditional Unionist 
Voice,” Sinn Fein came first in 

the constituency of the six 
counties in the last EU election. 
If that is repeated in the next 
assembly election, it could leave 
Martin McGuiness as First 
Minister. In a complete 
disregard for democracy, many 
DUP Assembly members have 
threatened to resign if such a 
thing were to happen. As such 
the DUP has got edgy over the 
future of devolved Policing and 
their provocative and 
threatening parades. 
     However, the Hillsborough 
agreement seems to have 
temporarily settled the dispute. 
Following a vote in Stormont, 
Policing and Justice has been 
devolved to the six counties’ 
authority which is a huge step 
in the peace process. The DUP 
also seems to have calmed over 
the issue of parades, although 
doubtlessly the Orange Order 
will still make demands to carry 
out parades in Nationalist 
areas. The possibility of Martin 
McGuinness becoming First 
Minister makes the chance of 
further upsets to current 
power sharing arrangements 
more likely. 
     With the DUP facing 
competition from other 
unionist parties, and the Tories 
needing as many seats as they 

can get for what looks set to be 
a hung Parliament; both are 
trying to forge an alliance with 
the UUP. The Tories say that 
the UUP cannot be in an 
alliance with the DUP. 
However, a deal with the UUP 
could truly lift the “nice” mask 
off Cameron as the unionists 
will not go in for his brand of 
“soft conservatism.” 
     Cameron seems to be 
deluded into believing that 
northern Ireland has somehow 
moved into a so-called “post 
sectarian” period. Such a belief 
is to deny the socio-political 
gravity of the situation in the 
six counties. I think that all 
progressives should be 
particularly worried the effects 
of a Tory government on the 
six counties as such an 
occurrence would be highly 
likely to exacerbate the 
situation. Relative peace in the 
six counties has only existed 
during the Labour 
administration. The Tories have 
in their ranks people 
desperately committed to 
British rule and with great 
hatred for the Republican 
movement. As such, they are 
likely to cause trouble for the 
peace process as they will 
more openly side with the 

unionists. 
     In other news the Irish 
National Liberation Army has 
decommissioned its arms 
following a prolonged ceasefire. 
The Ulster Defence 
Association has also 
decommissioned its weapons 
after a three year long 
ceasefire. The Continuity and 
Real IRA continue a violent 
campaign against the army and 
police. However, with little 
backing or involvement from 
the nationalist community at 
large, such activities pose little 
threat to British rule at 
present. However, there is a 
danger that such activities could 
provide an excuse for tighter 
security in the six counties. 
     Though it has said many 
times before, there must be 
unity between the catholic and 
protestant working class. 
However what must be 
recognised is that it will be a 
long time till this happens. In 
the meantime, the anti 
imperialist struggle continues 
but now by more parliamentary 
means. Anti-imperialists must 
be ready for the aggression 
towards republicans that the 
possible upcoming Tory 
government will have. 

From sex scandals to parades it’s been an interesting time across the 
Irish sea. Dominic Curran takes a look at what’s going in. 

News From UlsterNews From Ulster  
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DEMOCRACY 

“Who wields power is not 
important, provided that the 
hierarchical structure remains 
always the same” 
     Much of this article may 
rehearse well-known lines of 
thought. But it is important, in a 
time of elections, to reflect on 
the nature of the “choice” we 
are given. My inspiration for 
writing came when standing on a 
party stall; a member of the 
public criticised me for being a 
Communist and therefore not 
believing in democracy. 
     The quote at the top of the 
page comes from Orwell’s 1984. 
Many people read this as a direct 
criticism of communist systems. 
It actually forms part of 
Emmanuel Goldstein’s The Theory 
and Practice of Oligarchical 
Collectivism – Ignorance is Strength. 
This fictional work is not a 
diatribe against communism, but 
a scathing attack on any system 
that keeps the same elite in 
power. Sound familiar? 
     On average, a person will be 
allowed to vote in a general 
election twelve times in their 
lives. Unless something terrible 
happens, I’m a third of the way 
though my life, and have been 
able to vote just twice. This is 
what we call democracy. This 
“choice” underpins our 

democratic values. When was 
the last time an MP asked your 
opinion on a subject, let alone 
give you the opportunity to 
influence policy? 
     I’m not naive. We live in a 
representative Parliamentary 
system. We delegate power to 
our representatives. Ancient 
Athens is often held as the model 
and foundation of Western 
democracy. It may well be. But 
we have to remember that the 
Athenians practised direct 
democracy. They did not hold 
elections to a parliament. Every 
male citizen was able to come to 
the assembly and directly vote on 
policy. Unrealistic in the modern 
world; but an important fact to 
keep in mind. 
     So if our MPs aren’t working 
for us, for whom are they 
working? The recent budget and 
the responses of the three main 
parties reveals a lot. It is not (as 
some on the left would claim) 
that all our politicians are in the 
pockets of big business, although 
I’m sure some are. The truth is 
much more terrifying. Most 
politicians of the bourgeois 
parties actually believe that 
pandering to international 
capitalism is good for the country 
and good for the people. As 
George Osborne said: 

     “We will make the UK a 
more attractive location for 
multinationals” - A New Economic 
Model: Eight Benchmarks for 
Britain, Conservative Party 2010 
     That means low taxes, light 
regulation and as little power in 
the hands of the unions as 
possible. 
     Or we can look at Greece. 
The globalised capitalist economy 
has had disastrous consequences 
for the nation’s independent 
sovereignty and right to manage 
its own affairs. The people of 
Greece are suffering a financial 
crisis because of the global 
economic downturn and a 
reliance on financial markets 
opened up upon adoption of the 
Euro. Greece’s credit rating has 
therefore been downgraded by 
the very institutions that leant it 
money in the first place. This 
means that the interest it pays on 
national debt rises, turning the 
situation into a downward spiral. 
The Greek government, to avoid 
further penalties, is held to 
ransom by international finance 
and forced to adopt: 
 
Pension freezes 
Severe cuts in public sector 

pay 
An increase in VAT from 19% 

to 21% 

Rises in taxes on fuel, 
cigarettes and alcohol 

Rises in taxes on luxury goods 
 
Global capital turns democracy 
into a farce. The hegemony of 
the capitalist elite makes every 
choice an empty choice. We are 
allowed to tinker around at the 
edges as long as nothing changes. 
     So why bother to vote at all? 
In this we have to play the long 
game. The Communist Party calls 
for a vote for Labour, and has 
been criticised for this. But as the 
recent Daily Mail article would 
have us believe, the change in the 
Labour movement is slowly 
happening. Without a Labour 
government the change will be 
stopped dead. We cannot cut off 
the balls of capitalism in one go, 
but if we make enough changes, 
one day the capitalist will look 
down and think ‘Oops, where 
are my balls?’ 
     And to go back to Ancient 
Greece, the source of all good 
quotations, for a reason to take 
the duty of voting seriously: 
     “We, unlike any other nation, 
regard the man who takes no 
part in these duties, not as 
unambitious, but as useless” - 
attributed to Pericles; 
Thucydides, History of the 
Peloponnesian War 

What Democracy? What Democracy?   
Whose Democracy? Whose Democracy?   

As the general election looms Tim Gulliver considers the nature  
of choice in bourgeois liberal democracy. 



     I hardly need, surely, to 
mention the rule about `nothink’, 
`eniithink’ and `sumthink’, do I? But 
there’s vowel lowering (I’m not 
going to stoop to yet more 
lavatorial humour). This is where 
you moan about not having `marra 
vor dinna ag’in’ instead of “marrow 
for dinner again’. This is a 
homophone in Estuary (no, nothing 
to do with gays; it just sounds the 
same), as when you say `w’as a-
marra?’.  
     Imagine, if you will, trying to 
post a letter and finding some 
burly CWU posties from Mount 
(un) Pleasant standing in your way. 
You might hear: “Peter Mandelson 
wanna brin' up ter date the bleedin' 
beans-on-toast (post), so ‘e sez, an’ 
'e’s forced us ta Daahhhn Crahn 
Jewels (down tools = strike) and 
wi’v gotta picket line 'ere.” ‘Ow?” you 
might say and get the answer: 
“Mek uss Kathy Burke (work) longa 
an’ 'arder for ‘ar weeekly 
greengaaage (wage) and damp 
(dump) uz penzions and smazh ‘ar 
younyan (union).” Don’t respond 
with: “Desist, my dear fellow…” Say: 
“Lee’v ut ahrt, me deer geezer. Or've 

sum fauluable lehet-ers 
'ere. Vey’d be’a 'ad not 
Elliot (Ness) wif veh ter 

beans (post).”   
     The most famous 
exponent of `Cockney’ was 
of course that splendid 
fellow, Sam Weller in 
Dickens’ `Pickwick Papers’. 
Sam was especially vulnerable 
to saying `thwee’ instead of 
`three’, and `fwasty’ instead of 
`frosty’.  Sam will have spoken 
as do all true Cockneys, with 
a quality of voice that can only 
be described as involving a 
`chest tone’ rather than  a 
`head tone’. A rough and harsh 
sound, as distinct from the 
velvety smoothness of the 
Sloane Square-ish of the posher 
parts of London, chesty 
roughness is much admired 
there, I’m told.  
     Like Cockney before it, which 
was much improved by Yiddish, 

Estuary is being modified as we 
speak, so to speak. Young British 
Asians in inner-London, will call 
home `hawm’ in front of Mum but 
out in the street, `aarm’.  Her 
special home food, will be `fiyd’, a 
cross between `food’ and `feed’.  
But Estuary asserts itself in things 
that matter [sorry …`marra’]. 
Reassuringly, the pound is still 
called a `paand’ in London, no 
matter (not again!) what your 
ethnicity.  
     When on the tube, take care to 
find someone northern-sounding 
before asking for directions (a flat 
cap wearer should do it, forget the 
whippet), say from Hyde Park to 
Clapham. Say: “`Scuz’, guv, ‘ow d’eye 
ge’ fram Hy' Par' ta Cla'am?” or they 
simply won’t know what you’re on
-about. Whilst the phenomenon of 
the American “math”, a singular 
designation for something involving 
multiple numerates, is as nothing 
compared to the unwary new 
teacher in a London school, who 
must say: “Raat, todaay, wez gonna 
talk ‘bout Maffs.” 
     H-dropping is by no means a 
unique aspect of Estuary, but it is 
an important `stylistic marker of 
emphasis’, as they always say down 
the Bull and Bush. The difference 
between `musical’ and `music-hall’, 
is but a minor matter of stress. Y-e
-s.  
     Cockney Rhyming Slang (or 
Rabbit) is well-known: “Take a 
butchers at that” instead of “take a 
butcher’s hook at that”. Or `look’. 
“Let’s go for a Ruby”, or `curry’ 
from “Ruby Murray”, a dead singer. 
It’s been updated by poor souls in 
thrall to celebrity culture, as in 
`Becks and Posh’ for `nosh’, hence 
`’av’ some Becks’. 
     You’ll now be emboldened 
enough, I’m sure, to be able to 
have courage enough to go on that 
next Stop the War demo in 
London and be certain to be able 
to find your way to Marb’arch 
Toobe. If not take your trusty 
`Challenge’ glossaries along and 
`best-a-lak’!  

 

Sue Andrews’s tour of the British vernacular continues with a trip down the Thames to Lon-
don and a look at Estuary English 
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Awight mi 
The term Cockney began as a 
northern joke against London, 
until a man called Guy Ritchie 
came along to make it so 
fashionable that even Tony Blair 
has a stab at it when being sofa-
interviewed. Back in 1362, it 
meant a small, misshapen egg. By 
1521 it was in use as abuse 
against `southern softies’ as we’d 
say up t’north. Post-war 
migration out of London saw the 
export of the sub-dialect all 
around the Thames estuary.   
      Estuary involves the glottal 
stop, double negatives [as in I 
didn't see nuffin’] , and the 
vocalization of the `dark L’. Thus 
a word such as `Millwall’ become 
`Mi’war’. The rumour that a fast-
rendered version (miwar-miwar-
miwar) was the origin of the siren 
alarm on police cars is not 
supported here - in case I get a 
`fump-in-‘ee-‘ed’.  
     Uttering a simple phrase in 
Estuary holds terrors for the 
unwary northern traveller. 
Imagine asking: `Can’ av’ a drin' a 

wa'er an’ a li'le bi' of breab wiv a bi' 
of bu'er on i'?’ There was once an 
advertisement for beer, parodying 
`My Fair Lady’, where a `posh 
bird’ got lessons in Estuary: 
Supposed to say "The wa'er in 
Majorca don' taste like wot it ough' 
a", she could only manage: "The 
water in Majorca doesn't taste quite 
how it should", until she necked 
the stuff, when she “rabbited like 
me ol’ sparra”.  
     T-glottalisation, as my doctor 
(sorry - `do’c’a’ not to be 
confused with `docka’, a man who 
unloads cargo) calls it, can be a 
very awkward problem 
sometimes. A well-known 
characteristic of Estuarial 
Cockney is `th’ fronting which 
involves swapping the usual 
`dental fricatives’ for 
`labiodentals’. OK, OK …I know, 
you’ve been to the dentist and 
have an appointment at gynae 
coming up. Look, it’s simple 
really; you don’t have `three thin 
brothers’ but you’ve got a `free fin 
bruvvers’. See! 

Adam (and Eve) - Believe 

Barnet (Fair) - Hair  

Barney (Rubble) - Trouble 

Berkshire Hunt (Berk) - Vagina 

Boat (race) - Face 

Boracic lint (Brassic) - Skint 

Cobbler’s awls (Cobblers) - Balls 

Eartha (Kitt) - Shit 

Gypsy Rose Lee (Rosie) - Tea 

Hampton (Wick) - Prick 

Khyber (Pass) - Arse 

Plates (of meat) - Feet 

Pork Pies (porkies) - Lies 

Raspberry (tart) - Fart 

(Skin and) blister - Sister 

Sky (rocket) - Pocket 

Trouble (and strife) - Wife 

Whistle (and flute) - Suit 

Rhyming Slang 

ol’ spawa! 
REGIONS 

 
 
ARST - Past tense of ask.   BOAF - The two. As in "I fancy the boaf of’’em."  CANCEL - Administrative body of a town.  

CHOONA - An edible tinned fish   
DREKKUN – What do you think?  
FARVA - A posh way of saying Dad. 
KAF – modest restaurant KAFFY – Cathy ROOFLESS - Without compas-sion. 

SARFF - opposite to north. SAWTED - resolved.  

Glossary of terms 



23 

GENERAL ELECTIONS 

Meet the 
Candidates 
Former YCL general secretary Ben Stevenson will be standing for Croydon 
North in the general election, Challenge puts some questions to him, too. 

People often complain that a Communist intervention damages the Labour vote and will 
only help the Tories get in, how do you counter this claim? 
First of all the seat I’m standing in has a 14,000 Labour majority (and the boundary changes have potentially strengthened it fur-
ther) so there is no possibility of the Tories getting in. Secondly it’s a common tactic employed by the right wing in the Labour 
movement to blame any electoral defeat on the left both inside the Labour Party and outside. The rationale is ‘we can only hope to 
defeat the Tories by convincing a handful of people in marginal constituencies that we’re just marginally better than them’. Of 
course all this proves is that there is a fundamental absence of class politics (or arguably the only class politics that do exist are 
those that strengthen the position and power of the ruling class in Britain) in New Labour’s ‘analysis’. 
If New Labour lose this election it will not be due to a handful of left candidates it’ll be because of 13 years of betrayal, and the 
working classes lack of enthusiasm in voting once again for a programme of privatisation, war and attacks on working people. 

How do we ensure that workers don’t pay for the capitalist crisis? 
Well all three of the major parties are committed to making us pay, that’s in fact one of the reasons that we’re standing in Croy-
don North to put forward a real alternative. We’re presenting a set of policies that would see capitalists pay for their crisis But 
whatever happens on May 6th the real work begins on May 7th. 
Whatever government we get the offensive is already underway and if we have any hope of combating it we need to mobilise mass 
resistance to it. This will involve a massive stepping up of activity by the labour movement, to put it bluntly the current strength 
and level of consciousness of the organised working class in this country is at one of the lowest points it has ever been. Initiatives 
like the People’s Charter are absolutely key to this mobilisation and organisation, drawing together existing forces and turning out-
wards to the working class as a whole. In fact the reluctance to undertake any serious work on the Charter is precisely because it 
is such a threat, throughout British history we’ve seen the power of the organised working class despite all the tools at its disposal 
it is not something that the ruling class can counter given the right conditions. 

Many are predicting a hung parliament, 
what would this mean for the labour 
movement? 

Well it’s possible that we’ll have to go through this whole 
thing again in six months time if we have a hung parliament. 
But I don’t think it’s difficult to imagine a coalition or even a 
full ‘national’ government may be on the cards depending on 
the balance of power in Westminster. There is in fact broad 
agreement between all three of the major parties on most of 
the issues that are of real significance for working people and 
the neo-liberal consensus that’s existed for the past two dec-
ades is unlikely to be challenged fundamentally by whatever 
number of seats the Tories, New Labour and the Lib Dems 
end up with. 
Of course if we get PR out of it that would be no bad thing 
(we’ve been arguing for the introduction of STV for almost 
50 years) but I don’t think that it’ll make that big a difference 
to the essential work that the labour movement needs to 
undertake – building working class unity and resistance to 
the ruling class offensive. 

How serious do you think is the threat posed 
by the BNP in Barking & Dagenham? 
There’s no room for complacency, although it appears as if 
there is a real crisis in the BNP at the moment between those 
that want to conceal their jack-booted, fascist and racist views 
and those that don’t. A lot of anecdotal evidence suggests some 
of their key activists are defecting back to the NF. Communists 
have been prominent in the highly successful Hope Not Hate 
mobilisations in Barking & Dagenham as well as work under-
taken by Unite Against Fascism and the Anti-Racist-Alliance. 
We have of course also been actively supporting local Anti-
Fascist initiatives such as the successful counter-protest at the 
Immigration offices in Croydon and other initiatives in New 
Addington and Fieldway where the BNP came within 134 votes 
of winning a council seat in 2006. 
Ultimately though we’re only going to be able to successfully 
challenge the BNP by getting the Labour movement as a whole 
(including the CP) to become a much more integral part of these 
working class communities. So along with doing our bit to mobi-
lise the anti-BNP vote we’re also arguing for and drawing up 
plans for the labour movement to place itself at the heart of 
these communities. 
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What will be the main issue that you 
concentrate on in your campaign? 

Although obviously we’re attacking Malcolm Wicks’s re-
cord as an MP (he has not once voted against the govern-
ment in the last 13 years) particularly over the war in Af-
ghanistan and Iraq, the overriding issue locally and nation-
ally is the planned public sector cuts. 
Unusually for Greater London, Croydon has an incredibly 
large number of workers (nearly 1/3) employed in the 
public sector. The A&E department at Mayday hospital is 
under threat, nearly 1/3 of all civil service jobs in the bor-
ough are scheduled to be axed and there are more than 
£3 million worth of cuts planned at Croydon College and 
all this is just for starters. We are of course putting for-
ward policies that offer a real alternative that would see 
the fat cats pay for the crisis. 

This election sees the first ever televised debates between the main party leaders, what im-
pact do you think this will have on how people vote? 

Clearly the televised debates are having a massive impact on the potential outcome of the election. In fact the coverage in the 
bourgeois media has been lead by the debates themselves. Somebody should mention to the broadcasters that we don’t actually 
directly elect a Prime Minister in this country, we vote for representatives who present a commonly agreed set of policies to the 
electorate on behalf of their party. But I think the debates are having such a massive impact because basically most political parties 
in Britain have completely given up on actually campaigning. There is a dangerous drift towards staged media events, paying direct 
mail companies to distribute leaflets and getting paid ‘volunteers’ to do what little canvassing they carry out and to pad out the 
room. 
The haemorrhaging of Labour Party membership and the attack on what little internal democracy it has left, has meant that they 
have resorted to being merely an election machine (which is all any of the other parties were to begin with). In fact one of the key 
features of this election campaign has been marked by a real absence of debate, despite all the hype. In Croydon for instance the 
council has quietly ditched the legal entitlement of candidates to have free use of meeting rooms, there have been hardly any lo-
cally organised hustings (other than those organised by local trade unionists) and the reports we’re getting from elsewhere tend to 
point to the same phenomenon. 

Labour has been a major disappointment to the 
vast majority of voters, why do Communists still 
call for a Labour victory? 

We shouldn’t have any illusions about what a victory for 
New Labour will mean, they’ve actually been pretty consis-
tent throughout their 13 years in government. Whenever 
there is a conflict between the interests of the working class 
and the ruling class they’ve consistently sided with the latter. 
At the same time we shouldn’t be deluded into thinking that 
there is NO difference between the Tories and New Labour. 
There are of course still a number of solidly left wing MPs in 
the Labour Party (who we are actively supporting), although 
their numbers are dwindling and so long as the most ad-
vanced sections of the working class are connected to the 
Labour Party, through the affiliated unions, there is the ability 
for us to exercise some degree of influence to get progres-
sive policies and curb the worst affects of this offensive. 
I think on the left in Britain as a whole there is a tendency to 
view politics through the prism of parliamentary elections 
and I believe that this ‘debate’ is in the current circumstances 
a distraction from the strategy that needs to be pursued 
rather than an essential plank in it. 
Still we recognise that it’s a bit of a bitter pill for working 
class people to swallow but real political change doesn’t just 
come from putting a cross by a name once every five years. 
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Out of curiosity I decided to 
watch the BBC’s recent three 
part documentary rather 
thoughtfully entitled ‘Women’, 
and felt I needed to set a few 
things straight. If you didn’t 
watch it then basically, the first 
part covered the grass roots 
beginning of the women’s 
liberation movement in the 
1960s. In the second they 
showed the embarrassingly one-
sided division of labour in the 
modern family household, 
which was just downright 
disheartening. In the final 
instalment they tried to finish 
on a more inspirational note 
with a modern group of women 
activists who called themselves 
the ‘London Feminist 
Network’ (LFN). This women 
only group mainly focuses on 
violence by men against women 
and they spend their time 
campaigning against 
pornography, rape, domestic 
violence and trying to get lap-
dancing clubs licensed in the 
same way sex shops are. While 
these are noble things to 
campaign about and I’m not 
knocking them at all for giving 
their personal time to do it, I 
just think they are running the 
risk of becoming a single issue 
group, and failing to make the 
appropriate connection 
between sexism and Capitalism. 
     There is an increasing trend 
in British society (I can’t really 
comment about others but I 
suspect it’s a similar story) for 
people to fail to see the link 
between inequality and 
Capitalism. This is perhaps why 
some working people link 
unemployment, a shortage of 
good quality housing, healthcare 
and education to immigration, 
and not to how a Capitalist 
economy functions. Perhaps this 
is a significant contributor to 
why the far right are having a 
greater presence at this current 

time. 
     The important issue is that 
sexism; much like racism, 
divides the working class and 
weakens it, making it unable to 
defend its interests against the 
ruling class onslaught. Feminists 
who link female oppression just 
to men are making a serious 
error. It needs to be 
understood that it is not the 
actions of working class men as 
whole, however sexist some 
individuals may be, that 
subordinate women. It is 
Capitalism exploiting women in 
the home and in the workplace 
that generates a second class 
status for women, and working 
class men don’t benefit from 
this either. To point the finger 
at men only alienates them 
from the struggle for women’s 
emancipation and as such the 
unity of the working class. 
People seem to think that 
because women have gained 
substantial financial 
independence and have more 
legal and economic recognition 
than fifty years ago, that equality 
has been achieved in 
the workplace. This 
is just whimsical 
and false. There 
has been progress 
but it isn’t the end 
of the story - there is 
still a lot of continuity 
in this ‘change’. 
     Capitalism 
thrives 
economically 
from sexism 
because it 
allows for 
whole 
industries 
which are 
typically 
female 
dominated 
such as 
cleaning, 
child care, 

Feminism in modern Britain increasingly takes the form of single issue campaigns. In this 
article Zoe Streatfield examines the impact of an increasing lack of class consciousness on 
the feminist movement. 

Women and ClassWomen and Class  
care of the elderly, and 
nursing to be underpaid and 
underfunded. Forty years after 
the Equal Pay Act women are 
still on average earning 80% of 
the wage men earn. When 
women make up half the work 
force this is a serious amount 
of money that working class 
people are losing out on, 
especially in a recession. 
Systematically driving 
women’s wages down 
undercuts all working class 
wages and this directly affects 
men too. The jobs women do 
tend to be less stable and 
make up fewer hours because 
typically women are needed 
to do the unpaid domestic 
duties such as keeping the 
house running and caring for 
children who will be the next 
generation of workers, which 
will directly benefit the 
Capitalist class. It is this lower 
status applied to women 
which is systematically 
repackaged and reinforced 
through the media on a 
massive and relentless scale 
that lies behind violence 
directed against women, not 
male chauvinists desperately 
clinging on to patriarchy. 
     Feminists have to bear in 
mind that an attack on one 
part of the working class is an 
attack on it as a whole, and 
rather than forming women 
only groups to target men and 
their aggression, the need is 
to unite working class women 
and working class men 
because unity is always going 
to be a far more successful 
force to seriously challenge 
inequality. Yet true racial and 
sexual equality cannot exist in 
a Capitalist economy, it can 
only be achieved through 
socialism. 

Forty years after 
the Equal Pay Act 
women are still on 
average 80% of 
the wage men 
earn. When 
women make up 
half the work 
force this is a 
serious amount of 
money that 
working class 
people are losing 
out on,  



occurred, Cubans must feel 
bewildered about the 
contempt the ‘developed 
world’ has for them, when 
seeing no action done to 
prevent atrocities against 
them. 
     I’m talking about atrocities 
such as the 1976 blowing up 
of a Cuban airliner killing 73 
people, and the lack of action, 
or rather no action taken 
against the criminal Luis 
Posada Carriles, who was 
convicted of this bombing and 
suspected of others.  The 
protection from persecution 
the US gave him was, as an 
official Cuban statement said, 
“an outrage to the Cuban 
people and to the nations that 
lost 73 of their sons and 
daughters”. 
     When the five Cubans 
went to America they knew 
the dangers they would face if 
caught attempting to infiltrate 
the groups responsible for a 
range of terrorist attacks on 
Cuban targets.  Despite the 
dangers these men went in 
the secure knowledge that 
they would be helping to stop 
attacks, and murderous 
killings like those perpetrated 
by Posada Carriles. However, 
it was not thought that when 
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Gerardo Hernández, Ramón 
Labañino, Antonio Guerrero, 
Fernando González and René 
González, are the five ‘national 
heroes’ of Cuba who were  
arrested in 1998 for 
“conspiracy to commit 
espionage” against the United 
States. 
     The Miami five – one of 
the many names that the 
group has become to be 
internationally known as – is a 
case that at once jumps out as 
been unjust, hypocritical and 
illegal to any person of sound 
mind.  So, why is it that 11 
years on these ‘five heroes’ 
are spending their years, and 
indeed their children’s, wives’ 
and parents’ years, in 
detention? 
     Two words – The media. 
     As Ricardo Alarcon 
(president of Cuba’s national 
assembly) said to a BBC 
interviewer on the 26th of 
February “the US has 
succeeded in preventing the 
American people to know 
about this case” and that, as 
he goes on to say, if 
Americans knew “the real 
attitude of their government 
concerning international 
terrorism, that would unmask 
their rather hypocritical 

policy” and cause Americans 
to “reject such an injustice”. 
The Politics and hypocrisy 
of it 
     America is forever playing 
“world police”, bringing 
criminals to rough justice, and 
trying to rid the world of 
tyrants and terrorists, like 
Saddam Hussein, Osama Bin 
Laden, Che Guevara, 
Jawaharlal Nehru and Fidel 
Castro.  So with all these 
attempts to make the world a 
safer place, what actions have 
been done to stop terrorist 
targeting Cuban civilians from 
within their borders? 
None. 
     For over 40 years, right 
wing counter-revolutionary 
groups based in Miami have 
launched operations against 
Cuba, violating their borders 
and killing almost 3,500 
people, thanks to, not only the 
complicity of the CIA and US 
government, but also its aid.  
Humanity is filled with rage, 
indignation and sadness when 
seeing terrorist atrocities like 
the twin towers attack, 
terrorism in Spain and the 
London bombings. 
     With so much media 
coverage, condemnation and 
action taken when these acts 

The ongoing imprisonment of 5 Cubans in Miami for counter-terrorism remains a 
glaring instance of injustice. Sean Lee examines their case, 

Will Freedom come?Will Freedom come?  

For over 40 
years right-
wing, counter-
revolutionary 
groups in 
Miami have 
launched 
operations 
against Cuba 
killing almost 
3,500 people 



at the request of the US 
government, Cuba passed on 
their information to the FBI in 
1998, the information would 
be used for no other purpose 
than to indentify the five 
responsible for counter 
terrorism and illegally hold 
them in confinement for 17 
months. 
     This travesty committed 
by the democratic USA to 
protect terrorists like Posada 
Carilles, whilst imprisoning 
counter terrorists like the 
Five, exposes fully the double 
standards of their so called 
‘war on terror’;  as well as 
the use of this politically 
engineered slogan to target 
enemies of the empire.  
Having said this, the US can 
tell allies that you can sleep 
easily tonight… being assured 
that we, the United States, 
will spare nothing in 
protecting you from 
terrorism - even if it means 
sponsoring terrorists, like 
Posada Carriles! 
     Cuba’s continuing 
revolution and refusal to 
succumb to US dominance, 
provides a shining example of 
a country’s right and ability to 
self determination, and so, 
the US Government’s recent 
inclusion of Cuba on a list of 
state sponsors of terrorism 
should come as no surprise.  
Nor perhaps should the 
continued illegal detention of 
five Cuban victims, by a 
country hell bent on maintain 
regional dominance, whose 
crimes were only to defend 
the territorial integrity of 
‘terrorist’ Cuba; Or… as 
Alarcon says are “guilty only 
for not reporting to the US 
authorities about the purpose 
of their mission”. 
     The evidence against these 
men is so thin that it’s 
laughable.  To think – these 
men have been imprisoned 
for protecting the integrity of 
their borders, exactly the 
same thing the US claims to 
be doing worldwide. 
     Yet instead of being 
heralded as heroes, they 
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were subjected to what 
constitutes one of the most 
brutal human rights 
violations in recent history.  
Firstly, not one, not two, 
but five motions by their 
defence attorney to change 
the venue for their trial 
from Miami, a hostile city 
full of anti-Castro Cuban 
exiles, to another were 
denied, despite numerous 
precedents and significant 
evidence that they could not 
get a fair trial.  This already 
hugely disadvantaged them, 
but for the US government 
and the judge to then 
suppress defence evidence, 
meant the Five’s fate was 
sealed.  Despite the 
intimidation of witnesses 
and testimony’s of US 
officials rejecting the Five 
had accessed classified 
information; the jury’s 
decision was made without 
any verification of evidence. 
     Further, the Five were 
not found guilty of 
‘espionage’ itself, but due to 
the lack of any real 
evidence, and the fact they 
had not actually committed 
any crime, they were 
charged with ‘conspiracy to 
commit espionage’. None of 
the information the Five 
were found to possess was 
illegally obtained, indeed all 
of it was already in the 
public domain, culled from 
newspaper articles and 
other reports. 
The illegality 
     The UN Human Rights 
Commission (HRC) 

declared on may 27th, 2005, 
after studying the arguments 
of US government and the 
Five’s families, that the 
deprivation of liberty of the 
Five  “is arbitrary, being in 
contravention of article 14 
of the International 
Covenant on Civil and 
Political Rights.”  They based 
this conclusion on the 
circumstance of the trial, the 
nature of the charges and 
the draconian sentences. 
     Let’s just be thankful that 
working group wasn’t so 
servile to the US as to not 
realise that Politics 
permeates everything, and 
nothing more so than the 
highly politicised 2001 trial 
these men received.  In any 
case, the HRC’s statement 
has caused the Cuban Five 
trial to be the only judicial 
proceeding in US history to 
be condemned by the UN 
commission on Human 
rights. 
     America’s obvious lack 
of regard for international 
law has been shown time 
and time again from the 
many illegal wars that this 

Cuba’s 
continuing 
revolution and 
refusal to 
succumb to US 
dominance, 
provides a 
shining 
example of a 
country’s right 
and ability to 
self 
determination 
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waning superpower has waged.  
It is also obvious that Obama, 
who was elected on the 
pretence of “change”, will 
continue to show this lack of 
regard for international law 
unless there is a public outcry 
in the USA backed up by 
international pressure. 
A Case of Irony 
     As we have discussed these 
Five Cuban men were sent to 
the US, not for espionage like 
the USA would like to have us 
believe, but instead were sent 
in a self-sacrificing effort to 
counter terrorism and save 
lives.  However, this cannot be 
said for the covert anti-Cuban 
DAI agents proved to be 
operating in Cuba late last year. 
     $40 million was the cost 
approved by the US congress 
recently to “promote transition 
to democracy” in Cuba; and to 
whom was the main contract 
awarded?  None other than the 
DAI, a front company of a US 
government agency - the CIA. 
The need to detain this DAI 
employee found operating in 
Cuba confirms that there has 
been no change of policy from 
Obama, with the same tactics 
of infiltration, espionage and 
subversion continuing to be 
employed against the Caribbean 
Island. 
     The irony is that, the five 
Cuban citizens are in prison 
over supposed “conspiracy to 
commit espionage” whilst the 

Americans are guilty of the 
same and worse.  The DAI 
employee detained in Cuba 
was positioned to directly 
damage and destabilise the 
Cuban government with the 
political materials 
distributed violating Cuba’s 
sovereignty. 
The resentencing of 3 of 
the 5 last year 
     A couple of years ago, a 
federal appeals court 
ordered three of the five 
men resentenced due to the 
flawed penalties of Judge 
Lenard.   Judge Lenard, 
when resentencing Labinino 
and Fernando Gonzalez, 
observed that "It is 
important that foreign 
governments know that 
such activities are not 
tolerated in this country”. 
     If, as I  presume, she was 
referring to spying; the fact 
is that the US has 
“tolerated…such activity’s” 
by the light sentencing of 
actual terrorists like Iraqi 
citizen Khaled Abdel-Latif 
Dumeisi who was 
monitoring Iraqi’s in the US 
on behalf of Saddam Hussein 
and received only 3 years 
and 10 months! 
     The resentencing late 
last year of two of the 
Miami Five group, Ramon 
Labanino and Fernando 
Gonzalez, has yielded a 
reduction of nine years and 
1 year respectively. Whilst, 
2 months earlier Antonio 
Guerrero had his sentence 
cut to 21 years and 10 
months, with the 

prosecutor conceding "It is 
necessary to improve the 
image of U.S. justice." The 
resentencing was described 
as “an important day, a 
victorious day,” by Alarcon 
with him further stressing 
that "It's now Obama's 
turn," to release them by 
executive order.  
     Gerardo Hernandez 
‘sentence of two life terms 
plus 15 years and Rene 
Gonzalez’ 15-year term is 
left unchanged, with the 
case basically closed in 
Gerardo Hernandez’s case. 
     Despite, the mild victory 
of the resentencing, Adriana 
Pérez' and Olga Salanueva's 
right to visit their husbands 
Gerardo and René in jail are 
still been refused by the 
State Department.   
Amnesty International has 
said, that by denying 
temporary visas for 
visitation purposes, the 
treatment of the Five is 
“contrary both to the 
standards for the humane 
treatment of prisoners and 
to a states’ obligation to 
protect family life.” 
     We must continue to 
demand justice for these 
men, and their family’s as 
“Justice delayed is justice 
denied”.  And never lose 
hope in the firm belief that a 
determined people can free 
these five heroes, in the 
same way as a determined 
people can destroy 
capitalism, and grant 
themselves independence.  
“Hasta La Victoria Siempre”. 

There has been 
no change of 
policy from 
Obama, with 
the same 
tactics of 
infiltration, 
espionage and 
subversion 
continuing to 
be employed 
against the 
Caribbean 
Island. 
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The youth make up one of the 
most progressive, radical, and 
dynamic forces in society. 
Continuously they are the 
catalytic forces for social 
transformation and progress. The 
future of every country is shaped 
by the united efforts of its young 
people, making them one of the 
main targets of exploitation and 
suppression throughout the 
world. Young people have played 
effective roles in the fight against 
war, tyranny, exploitation, 
poverty and social injustice. In 
each and every country there are 
resistance movements against 
imperialism, fighting for new 
social systems that reject the 
idea that capitalism as the only 
option and present real 
alternative’s to policies. The 
massive, global mobilisations 
against the war in Iraq and 
Afghanistan were expressions of 
the resistance of young people. 
     This year’s World Festival of 
Youth and Students is the 17th 
held since 1947 where thousands 
of young people will gather 
together from over a hundred 
countries in every continent. It is 
an unforgettable experience that 
helps to shape every generation. 
It is comparable in stature and 
image to the Olympics for 
progressive young people in its 
ability to unite people. After the 
successful 16th WFYS in 
Venezuela in 2005, this year’s 
festival will take place in South 
Africa from 13th to 21st 
December. It affirms and 
reinforces the Festival’s 
character and orientation as an 
international, anti-imperialist, 
political-cultural, and broad-
based mass event of youth and 
students. This also provides an 
opportunity to extend our 

solidarity to the youth and 
people of South Africa, 
particularly given the roles the 
British state and British 
progressive have played in the 
country. 
     The World Festival of Youth 
and Students, initiated in 1947, is 
the biggest event organised by 
progressive and democratic 
youth and students around the 
world. It is only held every four 
to five years and so most people 
will only have two or three 
opportunities to go during their 
time in the YCL. The World 
Festival also presents an exciting 
opportunity to forge links with 
thousands of progressive young 
people from all around the 
world. For those of us in Britain 
who are used to meetings that 
rarely break double figures the 
chance to be at rallies of hundred 
of thousands of communists and 
anti-imperialist young people is a 
life changing experience. 
     This will be the first time the 
festival will be held in one of 
Britain’s former colonies – and 
linked to 
this the 
first 

time in a predominantly English 
speaking country. This makes it 
extra important that a large 
British delegation is there to 
cement the anti-colonial and anti-
imperial nature of the festival. 
The ANC Youth League, who 
are hosting the festival, offered 
to hold the festival not only to 
show the strength of the new 
South Africa, but also to thank 
WFDY affiliates for the solid 
support given to them in their 
battle against the apartheid 
regime. 
     The Festival will continue to 
reflect the diversity and richness 
of all the expressions of the 
international youth and student 
movements that are committed 
to the character and spirit of the 
Festival, as well as their struggles 
and demands. The Festival will be 
a space to exchange ideas and 
experiences and provide a 
platform to coordinate our 
efforts and intensify the 

struggles in 
our 

respective 
countries. 

     The YCL 
aims to organise 
the largest and 

broadest 
delegation in 

decades. 
We will 

have organisations from the 
peace, environmental and labour 
movements giving their support 
and helping us to organise the 
festival. The delegation we will be 
sending will have people from the 
entire breadth of the progressive 
political spectrum from all over 
Britain. Not only will it present 
an opportunity to unite with the 
young people of the world but it 
will also present an opportunity 
for those in this country engaged 
in struggle to get to share 
experiences and get to know one 
another. Enough of what the 
Festival can do for you let’s ask 
what you can do for the Festival.  
     What is it exactly that we 
need to do in this country and 
what do Challenge readers need 
to do? It’ll come as no surprise 
that going to the festival is going 
to cost a fair amount of money. 
Whilst the British Preparatory 
Committee will be working as 
hard as it can to subsidise as 
many people’s fares as possible it 
will be up to you locally to do as 
much is possible. So write to 
local trade union branches, 
student organisations and any 
other local youth organizations 
that share the same principles 
that the festival is based around. 
Organise fund raising events 
make sure you do as much as 
possible to publicise, promote 
and raise money for the festival 
as you can if you can do this I 
promise you it will be a life-

changing unforgettable event. 
     Let us go forward under 
the slogan of the festival: 
Let’s defeat imperialism, 
for a world of peace, 
solidarity and social 
transformation! 

Peace, solidarity Peace, solidarity   
The preparation for the 17th World Festival of Youth and Students are finally under way, Ruth 
Maleka explains what it’s all about. 

and socialismand socialism  



Christopher Caudwell’s essay 
‘The Breath of Discontent: A 
Study in Bourgeois Religion’ 
can be found in his book, 
published posthumously, 
‘Further Studies in a Dying 
Culture’. It is a masterful 
account of the development of 
religion as a product of class 
society. 
     Caudwell was born 
Christopher St. John Sprigg in 
1907. He left school at 15 and 
began working as a journalist in 
Bradford. In the mid 1930s he 
became interested in Marxism, 
moving to Poplar, East London, 
in 1935 and joining the 
Communist Party. He threw 
himself into Party activity in the 
Borough, which saw a great 
deal of anti-fascist activity at 
the time. When the Spanish 
Civil War broke out he drove 
the ambulance his branch 
raised money for to Spain. 
Upon arriving he immediately 
signed up with the international 
brigades.  He was killed at the 

Battle of Jarama in 1937, 
covering a retreat with 
machine gun fire. His Marxist 
works were published 
posthumously under the 
pseudonym Caudwell so as not 
to interfere with his reputation 
as a writer of thrillers. 
     In analysing the transition 
from magic to religion in this 
article, Caudwell shows how 
various forms of worship are 
always rooted in the material 
reality that confronts the 
practitioners. For instance, 
where societies practice rain 
dances to entice the gods or 
spirits to water their crops, 
they do so at the time of year 
that experience tells them the 
dance will yield results. 
     Rain dances also show the 
extent to which magical and 
religious practices are and 
were bound up in production. 
Religious and class structures 
developed with the division of 
labour in the production 
process. For instance, where 

arable food production 
takes the form of 
gardening rather than 
mass agriculture it 
usually fell under the 
purview of women. In 
such circumstances 
deities involved with 
food were usually 
goddesses, who would 
be accompanied by a 
male hunter/warrior 
figure. 
     Particularly 
interesting is Caudwell’s 
analysis of Christianity’s 
path from revolutionary 
doctrine to reformist 
religion. Caudwell points 
out that it is entirely 

wrong to claim that 
Christianity was ascendant 
simply because it was more 
attractive than others, rather it 
was the worldly content of 
Christianity – the Kingdom of 
heaven would come on earth, 
led by the revolutionary Christ. 
Christ emerged at a time when 
the Roman Empire was in 
decay, its social relations 
becoming a fetter on the 
production process. Thus 
people were immediately 
drawn to the revolutionary 
Christian ideology. 
     Caudwell however points 
out a reformist strain within 
Christendom from the start. 
Despite Christ’s constant 
denunciations of the rich he 
hesitated before declaring 
himself messiah, yet when he 
did so turned his back on 
seizing power in favour of 
assuming it through prayer. 
This was contrary to the 
Jewish conception of the 
Messiah and thus he lost the 
nationalist support of the 
Jewish working class in doing 
so (it should be noted here 
that Roman society did not 
correspond to the class 
divisions in society today, thus 
when Caudwell speaks of the 
‘working class’ he more refers 
to the poor and exploited than 
those selling their labour 
power to the bourgeoisie). 
Caudwell traces the step into 
reformism in Christ’s refusal to 
allow Peter to use violence – 
whipping the money lenders 
out of the temple but not out 
of the state. 
     The church subsequently 
became much like early 
cooperative societies, caring 

for the poor and holding 
property in common. The 
strongly decentralising 
tendency within the movement 
made it a threat to the Empire, 
as it attracted the local ruling 
class who were opposed to 
excessive taxation by the 
Roman state. Emboldened by 
those Caudwell likens to the 
modern petite bourgeoisie the 
movement began to openly 
challenge the Roman concept 
of the ‘God-Emperor.’ 
     The first emperor to accept 
the new Christian religion was 
Constantine, who, claims 
Caudwell, allowed the 
Christian’s leaders to betray 
them in precisely the same way 
the leaders of social democracy 
have betrayed the working 
class in capitalist countries. 
Under Constantine the 
revolutionary elements of 
Christianity became organs of 
state power, the Kingdom of 
Heaven was entirely shifted 
into the ‘next world’. 
     Caudwell goes on to trace 
the development of 
Christianity with the 
emergence of capitalism and 
the expressions of class 
divisions in the various schisms 
in the Christian faith. ‘The 
Breath of Discontent’ is a 
highly recommended read for 
an illuminating dialectical 
materialist analysis of religion. 
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There has been an ongoing debate in recent issues of Challenge over the 
compatibility of Marxism with religion. Here Claudia Hill explains Christopher 
Caudwell’s take on the issue. 

Further Reading 
 

Marx, Critique of  Hegel’s 
Philosophy of Right 
Marx, On the Jewish Question 
Lenin, The Attitude of the 
Workers Party to Religion 
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I don’t think much of this bloody 
tea. These homely words are 
the first ones spoken in 
Robert Tressell’s novel The 
Ragged Trousered Philanthopists 
as the group of house 
painters at the centre of the 
story settle down to eat 
dinner in the kitchen. This is 
our greatest proletarian 
novel. By this I don’t just 
mean that it’s about working 
people (there are plenty of 
such novels). I mean that it 
presents the social, economic 
and political setting from the 
viewpoint of a class conscious 
worker. 
     If you haven’t read it, get 
this book from your local 
library. If you have a copy, 
lend it to somebody who’s 
asking questions about the 
nature of contemporary 
society. True, it was written a 
century ago. Many of the 
things it describes have 
changed enormously. But the 
essence of capitalist 
exploitation remains 
unchanged. And nobody 
depicted it in fiction more 
tellingly than Tressell, himself 
a building worker. 
     The story of how the 
book came to be is itself a 
fascinating revelation: Robert 
Noonan (the author’s real 
name) completing it as he was 
dying from tuberculosis; the 
vast manuscript in a box 
under his servant daughter’s 
bed; she showing it to her 
middle class employer when 
she overheard conversations 
about books; the first 
publisher cutting out two-
thirds of the text and blunting 

its militant optimism; the 
disappearance of the 
manuscript and its discovery 
through the devoted efforts 
of Fred Ball; its publication in 
full after the second world 
war. 
     Tressell’s novel has deeply 
influenced four generations of 
readers; many have said it 
was what converted them to 
socialism. Some remember 
best the lectures on 
capitalism given in the kitchen 
(with primitive visual aids) by 
Tressell’s hero Frank Owen. 
His presentation of Marxist 
economics is somewhat 
eccentric. It is Tressell’s 
account of the work and play 
of his characters that truly 
captures the nature of 
exploitation and alienation. 
His anger enlivens every page: 
anger at the system, but also 
anger with his fellow workers 
who don’t believe there’s any 
other option “for the likes of 
us”. That’s why, with true 
working class irony, he calls 
them philanthropists; they 
unwittingly support the 
luxury and leisure of their 
bosses. Tressell’s honesty 
chimes with every militant 
worker who struggles against 
both the ruling class and 
against the capitalist ideas in 
his workmates’ minds. 
     Though set in the small 
and politically conservative 
town of Mugsborough 
(Hastings) the book is a 
microcosm of British 
capitalist society. The 
contractors, factory owners 
and shopkeepers who exploit 
the workers directly also run 

A good read of can help your political development, even if it sits on the shelf 
in the fiction category. In the first of a series on novels that pack a punch David 
Grove revisits the Ragged Trousered Philanthopists . 

the town council, the 
churches and chapels, the 
schools and charities; it is 
the capitalist state in 
miniature. The bosses 
(Sweater and the rest) 
are caricatured in the 
great English satirical 
tradition of Dickens and 
Fielding. 
     The novel has political 
weaknesses that reflect 
both the backwardness of 
a place like Hastings and 
the sectarianism of the 
Social Democratic 
Federation, of which 
Tressell was a member. 
There are only two brief 
references to trade 
unions. The way to make 
socialists is through 
propaganda rather than 
daily struggle.  There is 
no understanding of 
imperialism and how it 
sets the context of 
working class politics. 
     But these weaknesses 
don’t detract from the 
strength of the novel as a 
great work of literature. 
It is driven, as Raymond 
Williams has written, by 
“the persistent humour 
and vitality of the 
workers as a class”. 
Tressell’s workers are 
real, rounded characters, 
especially the socialist 
hero, Frank Owen, and 
Joe Philpot, probably the 
most credible (and 
lovable) working man in 
English fiction. I’m sure 
that RTP can go on 
making socialists for many 
years yet. 
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programme of 
political education 
from a theoretical 
perspective, and engage in 
practical political struggle. 
These two must be intertwined 
so as to develop cadres who 
can combine sound theoretical 
knowledge with practical 
experience.  Whilst this unity of 
theory and practice is essential 
in any communist organisation, 
it is even more important for 
an organisation whose primary 
aim is to develop the 
communist activists of the 
future. 
     Lenin is also at pains to 
emphasise that this learning 
must not be limited to 
communist pamphlets and 
slogans. Of course it is 
important to have an 
understanding of communist 
thought but a real political 
education must go beyond this. 
It has to encompass what Lenin 
refers to as “the wealth of 
knowledge amassed by 
humankind”. Alongside this 
broad, practical, political 
education, young communists 
must also acquire the skills, and 
the confidence, to put this 
knowledge into practice by 
applying it to different 
situations, by drawing 
conclusions and acting upon 
them to test their validity. That 
this will, in some cases, lead to 
mistakes is inevitable but a 
communist movement cannot 

be built on the 
basis of activists 
who are only able 

to follow and not to lead. Every 
cadre must be capable of 
independent theoretical and 
practical work and of fully 
engaging with the collective 
political discussion that 
determines the Party line. 
     In terms of the practical 
political work which is taken 
on, there will be some issues 
which are specific to young 
people and where it is 
appropriate for the 
revolutionary youth 
organisation to take a lead. But 
the work of the youth league 
must not be limited to these 
issues. If the aim is to develop 
fully-rounded communists, the 
league must be active on all 
aspects of policy and in all areas 
of politics. In particular, it is 
essential that the revolutionary 
youth organisation maintains a 
direct and organic link to the 
broader mass of working 
people, through its work with 
and within broader working 
class organisations, not just 
those of the youth. 
     It is this combination of 
broad political work and 
systematic political education, 
united in the day-to-day 
functioning of the revolutionary 
youth organisation, which will 
produce the youth activists of 
today and the communist 
cadres of tomorrow. 

Any serious Communist 
movement must establish and 
maintain a revolutionary youth 
organisation. However, the 
role of such a youth 
organisation has at times been 
open to question. Most of the 
classic Marxist texts on the 
role of youth were written 
during the very early stages of 
the construction of socialism, 
whereas Marxist writers under 
capitalism have tended to 
ignore, or to overemphasise, 
the specific role of youth and 
student organisations. 
     A revolutionary youth 
organisation is essential 
because of the role it plays in 
sustaining the Communist 
movement. The young 
communists of today represent 
the future of the movement, 
politically, ideologically and 
practically. In this sense, a key 
role, possibly the key role, of 
the youth league is to prepare 

the communists of tomorrow. 
But how is this to be done? 
     In a speech to the Russian 
YCL, Lenin wrote that “the 
tasks of the youth in general, 
and of the Young Communist 
Leagues and other 
organisations in particular, 
might be summed up in a single 
word: learn.”  Similarly, 
speaking to the Cuban 
Communist Youth Union on 
the second anniversary of its 
formation, Che Guevara states 
that “study at all levels is also a 
task of today's youth”. If this 
was important when 
establishing socialism, it must 
be doubly so during the 
struggle against capitalism, 
when the development of 
cadres to continue the struggle 
is the only way to safeguard 
the future of the revolution. 
     Yet, how are we to study? 
What are we to learn? Lenin 
and Guevara both begin from 
the principle that communist 
study, Marxist political 
education, must be grounded 
in practical work, as well as 
theory. Marxists must be 

constantly putting their 
studies into 
practice and 
learning from 
the outcomes 
of that 
practice. In 
the context of 
the 
revolutionary 
youth 

organisation, this 
means that it must 

develop both a 
coherent and 
systematic 

Part 18: 
Youth 

Further Reading 
 

Lenin, Tasks of the Youth League 
Guevara,  How to be a Young Communist 
Liu Shaoqui, How to be a Good Communist  
YCL, Branch Activists Handbook 
Challenge 
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WHAT  WE  S TAND FOR  

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The Young Communist League is... 

 

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