
Siege on Gaza 
Election & Con-Dem cuts 
Anti-Communism 
World Cup 

PLUS 

JUNE/JULY 10 

£1.50 £1.50 

Europe rise up 
Peoples of Peoples of 
Europe rise up 



2 

editorial 
Dear Comrades, 
 
Welcome to the latest issue of Challenge. Hopefully you’ve just about recovered 
from the depression of having the Tories back in power and are ready to 
mobilise for the fight back against the full scale ruling class offensive that will be 
unleashed after the coming budget. We have already had dribs and drabs of 
information about the levels of cuts expected and it is clear that the Con-Dem 
coalition is already preparing deeper cuts than were promised in the pre-election 
campaigning. 
 
The liberal’s facade that they are a progressive party has importantly slipped. Any 
illusions about their potential to become a left alternative to Labour have been 
categorically disproven. This should not come as a surprise to anyone who has 
seen them join coalitions with the Tories on local councils across the country, 
forming reactionary coalitions to sell housing stock and push down wages 
around Britain. Bernadette Wang takes a preliminary look at the coming 
intensification of the attack and what the general election results mean (pp. 11-
13). 
 
A recurring theme of this issue is countering the wave of anti-Communism 
currently sweeping Europe. YCL General Secretary George Waterhouse 
analyses the raft of anti-Communist measures in the former socialist bloc and 
makes the case for celebration of socialism’s achievements rather than 
demonising it (pp. 7-8). Additionally, Ben Chacko looks at the growing academic 
challenge to the gross distortion and heinous lies being spread about Mao 
following on from the salacious 2005 book by Chang & Halliday  (pp. 20-21). 
 
This anti-Communist offensive comes at a time when Communists are once 
again leading important struggles across the continent. Yiannis Gkiokas of the 
YCL’s Greek equivalent, KNE, reports on the resistance to the austerity 
measures being undertaken at the behest of the EU and member states to try 
and prop up what is currently the weak link in global capitalism (pp. 14-15). 
 
The power of capitalist hegemony is also analysed by Matt Brierley in relation to 
reporting of Cuba on the BBC (pp. 29-30) and the generally hostile attitude to 
socialism portrayed on the state broadcaster. Dominic Curran also examines the 
intensification of the dominance of capitalist ideology in the school syllabus (pp. 
18-19). 
 
You have no doubt also noticed the World Cup is underway, and though this 
may offend some of our Scottish or Welsh readers, the Challenge team is sending 
the best of luck to the England squad. Ruth Maleka celebrates the coming of the 
cup to South Africa and the positive impact it will have there (pp. 27-28). Don’t 
forget your chance to go to South Africa and meet tens of thousands of 
Communists for the World Festival of Youth and Students this December. 
 
Don’t forget if you want to write an article for Challenge to get in touch with 
me by emailing challenge@ycl.org.uk or writing to Challenge, Ruskin House, 23 
Coombe Road, London, CR0 1BD. 
 
Yours in Comradeship, 
James Rodie 
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3 

p11-13 

General Election 

 
 
 
 

In the news……..…….................…...... 4-6 
 

Turning outlaws into heroes................7-8 
At a time when capitalism is in crisis, the governments of 
Europe are undertaking to ensure that the alternative is 
smeared. YCL General Secretary George Waterhouse 
examines the rising tide of anti-Communism sweeping Europe. 
 

Worker’s of all lands unite.................9-10 
Immigrants have become one of the easiest scapegoats. Julian 
Jones emphasises the importance of countering the media 
distortions surrounding immigration. 
 

Time to resist the cuts.......................11-13 
With the election over, Bernadette Wang reminds us of the 
real issues facing the public, namely resisting the cuts 
consensus. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

End the siege......................................16-17 
With the world shocked by the criminal actions of the Israeli 
Government, James Rodie urges solidarity with Palestine. 
 

Lessons in greed.................................18-19 
While education has never accurately served the needs of the 
people recent assaults on our education system bring standards 
to new lows. Dominic Curran reveals the purpose of education 
in a capitalist state and argues we must fight back against it. 
 

Re-writing history..............................20-21 
In another article attacking anti-Communist revisionism, Ben 
Chacko looks at the academic response to Chang and 
Halliday’s Mao: The Unknown Story 
 

Unite by name, Unite by nature?.....22-23 
YCL Industrial Organiser Joanne Stevenson reports back from 
the Unite Conference in the return of Challenge’s Industrial 
Diary. 
 

Music reviews.........................................24 
Marianne Rodie takes another sardonic look at some of the 
latest releases 
 

Reporting revolution?........................25-26 
The media in bourgeois liberal society is meant to be ‘free and 
independent’, yet as Matt Brierley shows when it comes to 
reporting on Cuba, this is clearly not the case. 
 

A lasting legacy?................................27-28 
As the world’s attention turns to South Africa for the 2010 
World Cup, Ruth Maleka looks at some of the positive changes 
that the tournament is bringing to the South African people. 
 

Privatisation, privatisation, ...................29 
privatisation 
The Labour government’s support of academies was part of an 
education policy that sought to impose neo-liberalism on 
education. The Con-Dem government have plans to take this 
further, explains Claudia Hill. 
 

Book @ Bedtime...............................30-32 
Sylvia Jones talks us through Socialism Betrayed: Behind the 
Collapse of the Soviet Union and David Grove continues to look 
at socially conscious novels with John Steibeck’s Grapes of 
Wrath 
 

What we stand for.…...……...................33 

Contents 

Anti-Communism 
p7-8 

in this 

issue 
Greek resistance 

p14-15  

Siege on Gaza 

p16-17 

COVER STORY 
People of Greece Rise Up.......14-15 
The general crisis of capitalism has hit most of the world. Cen-
tral Committee member of the Communist Youth of Greece 
(KNE) Yiannis Gkiokas outlines the situation in Greece. 



he slaughter of ethnic 
Uzbeks in the former 
Soviet republic of 
Kyrgyzstan appears to have 

been planned by ‘outsiders’, 
according to the Kyrgyz 
government, which suggested the 
ex-president, Kurmanbek Bakiyev, 
may have been involved. 
     Bakiyev came to power in the 
‘tulip revolution’ of 2005, and 
proved a willing client of the 
United States, continuing to host 
the US military base at Manas, near 
Bishkek. He was overthrown 
earlier this year – after which it 
emerged he had siphoned off most 
of the country’s wealth, selling off 
state assets to foreigners at 
knockdown prices and stashing so 
much away that the treasury had a 
mere $80 million left by the end of 
his rule. He remains strong in the 
southern parts of the country, 
including Osh, the city where the 
pogroms began. Gangs of Kyrgyz 
vigilantes have been systematically 
combing through areas inhabited 
by Uzbeks raping and murdering 
over 2,000 people so far by some 
estimates. Around 200,000 Uzbeks 
have fled to the border with 
Uzbekistan to escape the genocide. 
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in the news 

he oil company BP 
(known as British 
Petroleum before its 
takeover of US oil 

firm Amoco) has agreed to 
make a down payment of $20 
billion (£13.5 billion) into a 
‘compensation fund’ after its 
disastrous oil spill in the Gulf 
of Mexico. 
     BP has come under heavy 
pressure from US President 
Barack Obama to pay for the 
cleanup, as well as to 
compensate fishermen and 
others put out of work by the 
oil leak. Tens of millions of 
gallons of oil have leaked into 

the ocean following an 
explosion at Deepwater 
Horizon Drilling Rig, which 
killed 11 workers and injured 
17 others.  
     BP Chief Executive Tony 
Hayward faced widespread 
condemnation after 
downplaying the effects of the 
leak, which, he said, was 
“quite small in comparison to 
the size of the Gulf of 
Mexico.” He provoked 
further criticism after 
complaining that he “wanted 
his life back” as reason for 
sorting out the spill. 
    The payout will mean BP 

cannot pay dividends to its 
shareholders for 2 years, but 
Obama has insisted that the 
figure is ‘not a cap’ and BP 
may end up paying out even 
more. 
     The US Oil Pollution Act 
of 1990 limits BP’s liability for 
non-cleanup costs to $75 
million, but political pressure 
have forced the company to 
go beyond this token figure. 
The accident has been 
embarrassing for Obama, who 
justified his support for deep 
sea drilling by claiming that “it 
turns out oil spills don’t really 
happen anymore.” 

T 

Genocide in Genocide in Genocide in 
Kyrgyzstan Kyrgyzstan Kyrgyzstan 
‘planned’‘planned’‘planned’   

T 

$20 billion payment ‘just $20 billion payment ‘just $20 billion payment ‘just 
the beginning’ for BPthe beginning’ for BPthe beginning’ for BP   



NEWS 

5 

enezuelan President 
Hugo Chavez has given 
a rare interview to the 
western media on BBC 

News’ HARDtalk.  
     In the interview Chavez 
defends the achievement of the 
Bolivarian Revolution. Facing 

the accusation that socialism 
was ‘not working’ due to the 
high levels of inflation and 
continued recession. He 
pointed out that the global 
economic crisis has indeed hit 
Venezuela but that this was 
after strong economic growth 

Labour left shows its weaknessLabour left shows its weakness  
he candidates for 
leadership of the 
Labour Party have 

now been decided, and John 
McDonnell, the Chair of the 
Socialist Campaign Group, was 
unable to get enough 
nominations to secure a place 
on the ballot paper. 
     Many on the left have 
rightly condemned the high 
number of nominations – 33, 
or 12.5% of the Parliamentary 
Labour Party (PLP) – which are 
required to secure a place, 
giving the PLP a 
disproportionate say in the 
election compared with the 
rank and file membership or 
the unions. The undue share of 
influence given to the 
parliamentary party is 
indicative of reformism. Rather 
than involving the mass of 
either the party or affiliated 
unions, labour becomes merely 

a parliamentary party. The 
members themselves are 
expected only to carry out 
activity to get voters to the 
ballot box rather than bring 
about the politicisation of 
working class people. 
     The real disappointment is 
that a left-winger in the PLP 
cannot secure 12.5% of the 
vote. Even when McDonnell 
had pooled his votes with 
Diane Abbott, she required 
donated votes from David 
Milband’s campaign in order to 
get a place. 
As far as Miliband was 
concerned, this was purely a 
cosmetic decision. Unlike the 
other candidates, Abbott is a 
woman, and she isn’t white. So 
her presence on the ballot is 
seen as a triumph for 
‘diversity’, although in reality 
the fact that the other four 
candidates are all Oxford-

educated former policy 
advisers (like David 
Cameron, incidentally) 
rather undermines this 
assertion.  
     But whatever 
Miliband’s motivation 
Diane Abbott is the 
only progressive choice 
for Labour. She may 
have sent her children 
to a private school, 
disgusting many on the 
left, but she is a 
member of the Socialist 
Campaign Group and 
she has a good record 
of voting against the 
Iraq war, against the 
privatisation in the 
health service, and clearly has 
more of a conscience than the 
other four. She may not be our 
dream candidate, but the 
Labour Party isn’t exactly our 
dream party either. Abbott’s 

election is highly unlikely but 
would signal a rejection of new 
Labour and the neoliberal 
consensus which has had a 
stranglehold on British politics 
since the mid-1990s. 

T 
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and that there had been worse 
problems in England. 
     Answering accusations that 
democracy and socialism were 
incompatible he countered that 
democracy was “impossible” in 
capitalism, pointing out that the 
“only way to save the world is 
socialism”. 
     Chavez caught the world’s 
attention when in 2006 he told 
the UN general assembly “it still 
smells of sulphur” after Bush had 
appeared the day before. While 
saying that he “still [has] a tiny 
nugget of hope” that Obama 
delivers on some of his promises 
and that he could have the same 
positive relationship with Obama 
has he had with Clinton, Chavez 
said those who don’t see US 
imperialism are “like the ostrich” 
in that they don’t want to see it. 
He pointed to the failure of 
Obama to deactivate the 4th 
Fleet in Latin America and 
opening of seven new military 
bases in Colombia as evidence of 
Obama’s imperialist intentions in 
the region. 
     Defending his relationship 
with Iran Chavez rejected the 
notion that his government 

should be controlled by US 
imperialism. He did however say 
that he had no intention of 
providing Iran or any other 
country with uranium as he did 
not want to fuel the atomic race. 
     Rejecting the claim that he 
silenced dissent, Chavez asked 
interviewer Stephen Sackur if he 
had watched the TV while in 
Venezuela. Pundits regularly call 
for coups against the president, 
the media is overwhelmingly 
privately owned by the now 
disenfranchised bourgeoisie. 
Chavez also criticised Sackur for 
“not know[ing] what [he was] 
talk[ing] about” and “defend[ing] 
corruption when asked about 
imprisoned opponents. 
     When asked about standing 
for re-election in 2012 Chavez 
said no one knew the future but 
if he was re-elected it would not 
be “you or me, or a tiny 
minority, or the US, but the 
Venezuelan people that decided. 
Chavez declared he would 
dedicate his life to the Revolution 
in any way that it required him 
“from president to primary 
school teacher.” 



n Britain, ideological 
‘hawks’ who have argued 
for slashing public 

services for decades are now 
using the deficit as an excuse 
to start chopping. Across the 
EU it appears to be the same 
story, with the governments of 
Sarkozy in France and Merkel 
in Germany making increasing 
demands to cut public spending 
despite widespread opposition 
to such plans. 
In return for the bailout of 
Greece, the Greek government 
also had to agree to ‘austerity’ 
measures which will cut public 
sector salaries by up to 25% 
and involve selling off state 
assets – rather similar to the 
demands made by the IMF 
when it dishes out loans. And 
now the unelected EU 
Commission is holding a 
summit to discuss “tight new 
financial controls on member 
states.” 
     EU Commission president 
Jose Manuel Barroso admitted 
that the EU would take 
advantage of the economic 
crisis to force unpopular new 
rules on members. 
     “Once again, we can see 
that a crisis can accelerate 
decision-making when it 
crystallises political will. 
Solutions that seemed out of 
reach only a few years or even 
months ago are now possible,” 
he said. 

     “As the history of European 
construction reminds us it is 
usually in times like this, in 
times of crisis that we can 
make progress in the European 
project. The reality is that 
member states are now ready 
to accept some proposals that 
some years ago or even some 
months ago were simply not 
acceptable.” 
     Barroso doesn’t go into 
details. But the EU has never 
been a friend to democracy. 
Throughout its existence it has 
taken powers away from 
elected national governments 
and transferred them to 
unaccountable bodies such as 
the Commission and the 
Central Bank. It has avoided 
referenda on its proposals 
whenever possible, and where 
such referenda have been held, 
such as over the Constitution, 
they have generally been lost – 
to which the response has 
been to push them through 
next time without a vote (the 
Lisbon Treaty.) 
     The likelihood is that these 
‘tight new financial controls’ 
don’t augur well for the 
working class. The struggle to 
make the fat cats pay for their 
crisis will become much more 
difficult and need to be greatly 
intensified the more of our 
sovereign powers are 
appropriated by the European 
Union. 
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 geological survey 
conducted by the 
US Department of 

Defence this June has 
concluded that Afghanistan is 
home to ‘at least 
$1,000,000,000,000 worth of 
mineral wealth – including 
huge veins of iron, copper, 
cobalt, lithium and gold. 
Meanwhile Afghanistan’s 
Minister of Mines, 
Wahidullah Shahrani, has 
claimed that reserves may be 
three times that amount. 
     There was celebration in 
Kabul at the news, but a 
cursory glance at the history 
of many third world 
countries suggest that huge 
mineral reserves may be a 
mixed blessing. Afghanistan is 
already occupied by a 
coalition of US-led armies, 
including over 10,000 British 

soldiers. Afghanistan’s central 
Asian position between 
Russia, China and Pakistan 
already make it a strategically 
important area for US and 
EU imperialism; the presence 
of such resources under the 
ground may suggest rich 
pickings for the invaders. 
     Due to the chaos and 
destruction wrought by 
foreign invasion, Afghanistan 
is not currently in a position 
to mine effectively. Only the 
withdrawal of foreign troops 
from Afghan soil will enable 
the Afghans to access these 
reserves – and ensure that 
mining contracts are not 
snapped up by predatory 
Western corporations so 
that the potential rewards of 
these mines go to benefit 
Afghans themselves. 
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ANT I -COMMUNISM 

Last month US, French and 
British troops marched across 
Moscow's Red Square in a 
Victory Day parade to 
commemorate the 65th 
anniversary of the defeat of 
fascism in Europe. 
     The event was a tribute to the 
28 million Soviet citizens who 
gave their lives in the global fight 
against the tyranny of fascism. 
     Yet elements within the 
European Union are currently 
embarking on an anti-communist 
crusade that seeks to equate 
communism with Nazism and 
fascism, as part of a much wider 
offensive against any opposition 
to the neoliberal agenda. 
     This gross distortion of 
history has at its heart a 
revisionism that attacks the role 
of communists and socialists 
while, at the same time, 
downplaying the crimes of 
fascism. 
     Revisionist historians, most 
notably Niall Ferguson, have 
claimed that the “blame” for the 
Second World War should be 
equally shared by the Soviet 
Union and Nazi Germany. 
Ferguson has stated that Stalin 
was “as much an aggressor as 
Hitler.” However, attempts to 

equate communism and fascism 
often go further than 
apportioning equal blame 
normally hinting that the former 
was worse than the latter.  
     In history lessons in schools 
across Britain children are taught 
a module on the “great dictators” 
where they study Hitler, Stalin 
and Fidel Castro. Communism, 
we are taught, is worse than 
Nazism because, according to 
figures attained by dubious and 
ahistorical methods, it is 
“responsible” for the deaths of 
more people. 
     This outrageous claim has 
been supported by “historian” 
Orlando Figes, who described the 
Molotov-Ribbentrop non-
aggression pact as “the licence for 
the Holocaust.” This view of the 
Second World War is complete 
nonsense. It is a disgraceful insult 
to the great sacrifices made by 
the Soviet people, partisans and 
ordinary men and women across 
Europe in pursuit of the defeat of 
fascism.  
     How can a conscious 
genocide carried out along racial 
lines by death camps be 
compared to communism?  
     For all its faults the Soviet 
Union built an egalitarian society 

At a time when capitalism is in crisis, the governments of Europe are undertaking to ensure 
that the example of an alternative system is smeared. YCL General Secretary George 
Waterhouse examines the tide of anti-Communism across Europe. 

that provided top-quality 
healthcare, education, cultural 
activities and employment for all 
its citizens. The Soviet Union 
sought to end the violent racism 
and anti-Semitism that 
traditionally plagued Russian 
society as well as to bring about 
the emancipation of women by 
introducing unparalleled 
childcare provision and enforcing 
equal pay. 
     The socialist camp provided 
crucial assistance to national 
liberation and anti-colonialist 
movements across the globe. 
The Soviet Union's contribution 
to this struggle has been 
recognised by Nelson Mandela 
among others. The presence of 
the socialist bloc also acted as a 
progressive counterweight to 
the capitalist bloc. For instance, 
the involvement of the Soviet 
Union led to the inclusion of a 
number of pro-worker clauses 
within the UN Declaration on 
Human Rights. 
      On 8th June the Polish 
government implemented an 
amendment to the penal code 
criminalising the dissemination of 
“communist symbolism”. 
Anyone who “produces, 
perpetuates, imports, stores, 

Anyone who 
“produces, 
perpetuates, 
imports, stores, 
possesses, 
presents, carries 
or sends a 
printout, a 
recording or other 
object [carrying] 
communist or 
other totalitarian 
symbolism” would 
be punished with 
up to two years in 
prison. 

Turning outlawsTurning outlaws  
into heroesinto heroes  
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possesses, presents, carries or 
sends a printout, a recording or 
other object [carrying] communist 
or other totalitarian symbolism” 
would be punished with up to two 
years in prison. 
     Not only would this mean the 
banning of the international symbol 
of the communist movement - the 
hammer and sickle - but also the 
five-pointed red star, a symbol used 
by many socialists and even social 
democrats across the world. 
     From the pronouncements 
made by government ministers and 
other right-wing politicians in 
Poland it is likely that the ban could 
also extend to other symbols and 
icons including pictures of Che 
Guevara and Lenin on T-shirts and 
posters.  
     This latest piece of anti-
communist repression follows a 
wave of similar legislation across 
Europe. Bans on communist 
symbols have already been 
implemented in Hungary and 
Lithuania, while attempts and 
similar legislation have been 
pursued in Slovakia and many other 
countries in Eastern Europe.  
     In 2006 the Parliamentary 
Assembly of the Council of Europe 
(PACE) adopted a resolution that 
attempted to condemn communism 
as a “totalitarian” ideology. 
Speakers denounced the existence 
of “monuments, street names and 
other external symbols associated 
with the history of communism.” 
The PACE resolution also called on 
all communist and post-communist 
parties of the Council of Europe 
member countries “to revise the 
history of communism and of their 
own history and unequivocally 
condemn them.”  
     In 2007 the Czech government 
outlawed the Communist Youth 
Union because of its support for 
public ownership of the means of 
production. The Czech government 

has also attempted to outlaw its 
parent party the Communist Party 
of Bohemia & Moravia - a party 
with mass popular support that 
finished second in the 2004 
European Parliament elections and 
continues to be an influential party 
in the Czech parliament and wider 
society.  
     In 2009 Moldovan anti-
communists organised riots across 
the country after the Moldovan 
Communist Party won the election. 
In the Baltic republics anti-
communism is being used in order 
to rehabilitate Nazism. Veterans of 
the Latvian Legion of the Waffen-SS 
now parade through the streets of 
Riga and Estonian parliamentarians 
have honoured those who served 
the Third Reich as “fighters for 
independence.” 
     Most shamefully, Nato and EU 
member Lithuania opened a war 
crimes investigation into four 
Jewish veterans of the country's 
partisans. Efraim Zuroff, the famous 
Nazi hunter, has stated: “People 
need to wake up to what is going 
on. This attempt to create a false 
symmetry between communism 
and the Nazi genocide is aimed at 
covering up these countries' 
participation in mass murder.” 
     There are two elements to this 
anti-communist offensive by the 
European Union: 
     The first and most predominant 
element is an attempt to whitewash 
the crimes of capitalism and to 
silence opposition to the 
commitment of the European 
Union to capitalism and 
imperialism. 
     It is no accident that this 
upswing in the rising tide of anti-
communism comes at a time when 
millions of people across Europe 
are being mobilised in opposition 
to the swingeing cuts being pursued 
by the neoliberal EU to fund the 
bailout of the banks and financial 

ANT I -COMMUNISM 

institutions.  
     Communists across Europe 
have assumed a prominent role 
in this struggle against an 
intensification of competition, 
the surge in privatisation, and 
the ripping up of trade unionists’ 
rights. Those labour movement 
battles that have seen most 
success contain a cohort of 
communists at their heart. 
     The great anti-communist 
crusade is inseparable from the 
European Union's enforcement 
of austerity measures across the 
continent. The campaign to 
outlaw communism also runs 
hand in hand with the expansion 
of Nato into Eastern Europe. 
Along with the wars in 
Yugoslavia, Afghanistan and Iraq 
imperialism is conducting 
repression on a massive scale in 
the name of "democracy" and 
"freedom."  
     This historical revisionism is 
being used by a rising tide of 
fascists to justify attacks on 
immigrants, socialists and 
communists. Ultimately, these 
measures act as a catalyst for 
the full rehabilitation of Nazism.  
     This disgraceful censorship 
contradicts the “democratic 
ideals” professed by the 
European Union.  
     In response to this shameful 
attack on democracy and British 
young Communists joined a 
week of action across the world 
called by the World Federation 
of Democratic Youth, staging a 
lively demonstration outside the 
Polish embassy. This certainly 
won’t be the last anti-communist 
initiative to spring from this 
offensive, and Britain’s Young 
Communists will continue to 
organise solidarity with our 
comrades who are at the 
forefront of this struggle. 

Labour 
movement 
battles that 
have seen 
most success 
contain a 
cohort of 
communists 
at their heart 



Without doubt one of the 
most nauseating sights of the 
general election campaign was 
the debate surrounding issues 
concerning immigration and 
asylum. The upper echelons of 
the two main parties 
squabbling over who can be 
seen to be ‘toughest’ on 
immigration has been a 
common sight for some time, 
yet it is clear that both the 
right-wing media and The BNP 
have been setting the agenda. 
And although those of us on 
the non-sectarian left were 
calling for a Labour win as 
preferential to a Tory 
government, New Labour’s 
record on immigration has 
been nothing to write home 
about - unless you have 
subscribed to the poison that 
immigrants pose a threat to 
British society or you are a 
right-wing nutcase. And in 
their staunch support of the 
EU, we see that all three main 
parties are equally committed 
to the Fortress Europe. 
     Firstly, however, we must 
analyse New Labour’s firmly 
right-wing stance on the 
immigration question. Phil 

Woolas, now shadow 
immigration minister, has been 
responsible for some of the 
most backwards population 
policy of the post-war years in 
the guise of protecting the 
‘indigenous’ working class - 
perhaps the sole time New 
Labour has dared to mention 
the mere existence of a 
working class. Woolas 
proclaimed himself to be the 
first immigration minister to 
have ‘linked immigration with 
population.’ He and Jacqui 
Smith have often boasted 
New Labour’s record of 
deporting one person every 
eight minutes during 2008, and 
the promise to ensure 
Britain’s population does not 
rise above 70 million. At the 
heart of this warping of 
population politics is not the 
idea that there are too many 
people in the country, rather 
that there are too many of a 
certain kind of people, namely 
ethnic minorities and eastern 
Europeans. Such a viewpoint, 
which is incidentally perhaps 
more widespread amongst the 
vast swathes of Tory-
controlled ‘middle England’ 

than the urban working 
classes is the product of a 
decades long witch hunt at 
the hands of a ferociously 
right-wing press. 
     But while the talk in the 
media has been about each 
potential Labour leader 
distancing themselves from 
the New Labour project, the 
right of the party has dared 
to suggest that the reason 
why it failed on 6 May was 
its failure to address the 
issue of immigration, claims 
which have been rubbished 
by both Diane Abbott and 
John McDonnell. Yet figures 
such as Andy Burnham in 
particular, continue to 
believe that immigration is a 
common worry for the 
working class (Guardian 16 
May). This conveniently 
distracts from New Labour’s 
failure as regards war, 
privatisation, inequality and 
its inaction in repealing anti-
trade union legislation. 
     Despite all of this, the 
common proverb amongst 
the left of ‘better the devil 
you know’ is again applicable 
here. We can safely say that 

At the heart of 
this warping of 
population 
politics is not 
the idea that 
there are too 
many people in 
the country, 
rather that 
there are too 
many of a 
certain kind of 
people 

IMMIGRAT ION 

Workers Workers 
of all of all 
lands, lands, 
Unite!Unite!  
Immigrants have become one of the easiest scapegoats for the bourgeois po-
litical parties and the Far Right. Julian Jones emphasises the importance of 
countering the media distortions surrounding immigration. 
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We can safely 
say that 
immigration 
policy during 
this 
parliamentary 
term will be 
even more 
racist and 
reactionary 
than anything 
seen under 
New Labour. 

the Tory party has always 
been a frankly xenophobic and 
often at least tacitly racist 
party and in all probability 
always will be, despite some 
exceptions. From Enoch 
Powell’s infamous rivers of 
blood speech to Thatcher’s 
demented rantings about the 
‘floodgates’ being open 
regarding Asian immigrants, or 
more recently MP Andrew 
Rosindell’s campaign leaflet on 
immigration which included 
the heading ‘We Cannot Go 
On Like This’, as well as Tory 
candidate for Bermondsey and 
Southwark who wrote on a 
Conservative blog: ‘“Britain is 
full” declares Nick Griffin at 
every available opportunity, 
and he is right.’ 
     As regards Liberal 
Democrat immigration policy, 
this was at best highly flawed, 
promoting the dispersal of 
immigrants throughout the 
country. This would leave an 
already vulnerable section of 
the population even more 
isolated, with little contact 
with others of the same 
background and exposed to 
isolated racist attacks. 
Nevertheless, their promise 
to give an amnesty to all illegal 
immigrants already in Britain 
was a positive one; however 
as with every Lib Dem policy 
with vaguely progressive 
elements, this was quickly 
abandoned in order to jump 
into bed with the Tories and 
all that it entails. 

     To summarise, we can say 
that this most sickening 
branch of politics is practised 
by the entire political 
mainstream. It is a classic 
example of a divide and rule 
philosophy which subscribes 
to the notion that there is a 
set amount of council housing 
or hospital beds or even jobs, 
and that we are all competing 
for these limited resources. 
But it isn’t only immigrants 
that this is applicable to. If we 
replace the word ‘immigrant’ 
with ‘unemployed’ or 
‘disabled’ we find that these 
groups of people can all be 
labelled as ‘scroungers’; 
people who do not 
‘contribute’ and thus cease to 
have basic human rights. It is a 
process of the legalisation of 
humanity, whereby each one 
of us has to earn a place in 
society. 
     Like unemployment, 
immigration (under the guise 
of the free movement of 
labour) is a politically 
engineered phenomenon. In 
short, capitalism relies upon a 
super exploited workforce 
ready to up and leave their 
homeland in order to earn a 
living anywhere across the 
world, driving down wages 
and the power of collective 
bargaining in the host country 
and depriving the country of 
origin of a skilled workforce. 
It makes sure that third world 
countries remain unable to 
develop, whilst it keeps the 

poor of the host country 
poor, without forgetting the 
immigrants themselves who 
may encounter xenophobia 
and racism to add to their 
extreme poverty. 
     Attempts to curb the 
‘free movement of labour’ 
are in complete 
juxtaposition to the whole 
ethos of capitalism and as a 
result we see another of the 
system’s glaring 
contradictions. Yet even 
those western governments 
that are seen to be ‘tough’ 
on immigration are anything 
but. They are tough on 
certain groups of people, but 
less tough on others, 
especially those that are 
white-skinned and come 
from developed countries. In 
the USA, successive 
governments have been 
‘tough’ on Mexicans; in 
Australia Asian students 
have been targeted; whilst 
here in Britain our 
governments have been very 
‘tough’ on those from the 
old black colonies over the 
past 30 years or so. We 
must also point out that the 
majority of illegal 
overstayers in the country 
come from the white 
Commonwealth, yet we 
rarely hear the Daily Mail 
claiming that white South 
Africans or Australians are 
stealing our jobs and houses. 
     We can safely say that 
immigration policy during 
this parliamentary term will 
be even more racist and 
reactionary than anything 
seen under New Labour. 
With this in mind it has 
never been more important 
that we express our 
solidarity with one of the 
most vulnerable groups in 
society. We must also seek 
to expose the lies circulated 
by the capitalist media and 
replace them with our 
rational arguments that seek 
not to blame the victims 
themselves but the madness 
of capitalism. Workers of all 
lands, unite! 



The 2010 General Election 
signals the beginning of a dark 
period for Britain’s youth. The 
empty questioning of the 
reasons behind young people’s 
apathy rings hollow against the 
uninspiring election campaign 
that provided no solutions to 
our problems. While part of 
the youth vote went to the 
Liberal Democrats who were 
perceived to be an alternative, 
the government they are 
propping up reveals their 
establishment foundations. 
The austerity programme 
being implemented by the Con
-Dem government constitutes 
an attack on young people. It 
is clear that the new 
government represents the 
agent that will carry out the 
ruling class offensive, while 
Britain’s rich have seen their 
wealth increase they seek to 
make ordinary working people 
pay for their crisis. The 
slashing of the education 
budget and privatisation of 
schools will ensure that class 

privilege will dictate the future 
of the young people now in 
school, college and university. 
The war in Afghanistan will be 
expanded and more young 
people, who see the armed 
forces as an escape from 
unemployment, will continue 
to die in that imperialist war. 
Austerity measures that will 
go further than under 
Thatcher will see youth 
unemployment, already at an 
unacceptable level, rise to the 
heights of the 1980s. Unless 
these cuts are fought we will 
see another lost generation.  
     From the start of the 
election campaign it was clear 
that the three main political 
parties were intent on making 
young people suffer.  Despite 
the swing to the Liberal 
Democrats associated with 
‘Clegg-mania’, Nick’s X-factor 
performance at the leader 
debates lacked any substance. 
A question was asked by a 
woman concerned about 
burglaries, the three leaders 

CON-DEM CUTS  
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With the general election over and the return of a Con-Dem 
government, Bernadette Wang reminds us of the real issues facing 
the public, namely resisting the cuts consensus. 

Time to resist 
the cuts 

then responded with their 
ideas about how to deal with 
the problem of ‘youth’. The 
question was about crime 
and did not mention to term 
‘youth’, yet the three party 
leaders demonstrated their 
contempt for young people 
by victimising them. The 
Liberal Democrats swift 
disposal of their artificial 
opposition to tuition fees and 
Trident as preconditions to 
enter into a coalition with a 
Tory party intent on 
privatising and hacking away 
at the public sector reveals 
their true colours. There was 
no Lib-Dem betrayal, they 
merely dropped popular 
policies that are easy to 
maintain when in opposition 
in order to implement the 
free market policies that the 
‘Orange book’ liberals have 
always favoured. Figures such 
as the former banker and 
millionaire M.P. David Laws, 
who appears to have been 
largely forgiven for conning 

From the start 
of the election 
campaign it 
was clear that 
the three main 
political parties 
were intent on 
making young 
people suffer. 
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£40 000 from the tax payer-
something that a benefit fraud 
would never be granted, 
demonstrate that the Liberal 
Democrats are just the same 
old corrupt bourgeois 
politicians.  
     There was a swing to labour 
in some areas, mainly in 
Scotland, and the swing to the 
Tories was smaller in parts of 
the north of England, London 
and South Wales. Labour also 
made huge gains in the local 
elections. This certainly 
reflected the feelings of working 
class people who are terrified at 
the prospect of a Tory 
government. The day before 
polling, Gordon Brown visited 
Skemelsdale shopping centre in 
Lancashire. He was greeted by 
crowds of ordinary working 
class people, mothers pushing 
prams were shouting ‘Go on 
Gordon, Keep Cameron out, 
Keep family tax credits!’ These 
were not party activists but 

ordinary people. This is one 
example of the collective 
response of certain working 
class communities who were 
prepared to prospectively 
reward the Labour party with 
their vote in order to prevent a 
Tory government planning to 
implement a severe austerity 
programme.  
     However, in other areas, 
principally in the South of 
England, hundreds of thousands 
of working class people 
retrospectively punished the 
Labour government and voted 
against them. Similarly the gains 
Labour made in the local 
elections was largely due to the 
increased turnout and many of 
the councils should never have 
been lost in the first place. 
Although turnout was increased 
large levels of apathy remain. To 
put it into perspective, almost 
one million more people voted 
Labour in 1979 when they lost 
to Thatcher’s Conservatives 

than voted Conservative 
when they won in 2010. 
The highest levels of 
apathy can be found 
amongst young people 
and in labour’s traditional 
working class heartland 
who feel alienated by 
New Labour. Labour did 
not lose this election 
because it lost the middle 
class vote. If we look at 
MORI’s election figures, 
we can see that the 
smallest swing to the 
conservatives was from 
the AB-managerial and 
professional class and the 
largest was from the C2-
skilled manual class.  
     Labour lost simply 
because it is seen as a 
corrupt party of the 
establishment. While 
investment in health and 
education had been 
increased under labour 
and the minimum wage 
introduced, they soon 
became marred. Schools 
and hospitals were 
privatised by the 
backdoor and the 
minimum wage acted to 
institutionalise low pay, 
the banding by age 
encouraged employers to 
pay young people less. 
Labour is perceived to be 
a party of the rich. Their 
moral bankruptcy was 
highlighted by their 
promotion of imperialist 

Labour did not 
lose this 
election 
because it lost 
the middle 
class vote - it 
lost simply 
because it is 
seen as a 
corrupt party of 
the 
establishment.  

  Voting (%) Change since 2005 (%) 

Social 
Class 

Con Lab LD Oth. Con 
Lead 

Turn-
out Con Lab LD 

Turn-
out 

Swin
g 

AB 39 26 29 7 13 76 +2 -2 0 +5 2.0 

C1 39 28 24 9 11 66 +2 -4 +1 +4 3.0 

C2 37 29 22 12 8 58 +4 -11 +3 0 7.5 

DE 31 40 17 12 -10 57 +6 -8 -1 +3 7.0 
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wars. The scandals involving 
Labour M.P.s concerning 
expenses and the selling of 
their influence to lobbyists 
for money confirmed their 
dishonest and shady 
appearance.  
     The election campaign 
became a debate between 
the main parties about what 
form of public spending cuts 
were to be implemented. The 
fact that the country was 
currently at war was not 
considered important enough 
to feature in the election 
campaign. It speaks volumes 
about the state of our 
democracy that not one of 
the main parties opposed the 
incoming austerity measures 
and none opposed the bailout 
of the bankers. As young 
communists we need to 
deconstruct the mystification 
of bourgeois politics.  The 
attacks on the people in the 
form of cuts are not some 
natural or innocent response 
to international financial crisis 
and the budget deficit. The 
manner in which crises are 
utilised in order to 
implement unpopular policies 
is nothing new and have been 
outlined by authors such as 
Naomi Klein in her book The 
Shock Doctrine: The Rise of 
Disaster Capitalism. From 
Pinochet’s Chile to hurricane 
Katrina real or perceived 
crises have been used to 
justify brutal attacks on 
ordinary people. It is a 
question of political pressure 
and political will. In 1945, 
both the will and pressure 
existed that lead to 
construction of Britain’s 
welfare state. Although the 
country was war-weary, 
bomb damaged and in huge 
levels of debt, we managed to 
create the NHS. The idea 
that huge cuts in public 
spending are required is 
ruling class propaganda that 
needs to be challenged.  
     As John Foster explained 
in his recent Morning Star 
article, the wealthiest 1,000 

people have increased their 
assets in just one year by £77 
billion, a gain of 30 per cent, 
bringing their total wealth up 
to £333 billion. This figure is 
‘more than twice the size of 
the £156 billion annual deficit 
which we are told has to be 
eliminated by all’. These 
‘sacrifices’ are patently not 
going to be shared by the 
rich. For instance the Con-
Dem government has already 
announced the cancellation of 
12 projects totalling £2 
billion. These include an £80 
million to Sheffield 
Forgemasters aiming to get 
young unemployed people 
into work. The government 
has shown itself willing to 
pour money into the 
maintenance of finance capital 
but apparently unable to 
support jobs in already 
deprived communities.  
     Beyond the smokescreen 
of bourgeois liberalism we 
have a new government that 
will unashamedly carry out 
the ruling class offensive on 
Britain’s working class and 
youth. As RMT general 
secretary Bob Crow has 
stated “The Tories have 
always been the party of mass 
unemployment because that 
suits their class and keeps the 

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 

workers under the 
cosh.”Our duty as young 
communists is to reveal the 
class nature of the Con-Dem 
coalition. It is useless to have 
any illusions about the 
existence of a preferable 
form of capitalism. Capitalism 
is the crisis. Some on the left 
have celebrated the election 
of a Green party MP who, 
like the Liberal Democrats, 
campaigned for a nicer 
version of capitalism. Yet, just 
like the Liberal Democrats, 
the Greens have displayed a 
willingness to abandon 
principles in order to get 
power such as their joint 
administration with the 
Conservatives on Leeds City 
council.  
     It is clear that the new 
government proposes to 
attack Britain’s youth and 
make pre-existing problems 
with education and youth 
unemployment much worse. 
It is important for us to 
remember that our rights 
were not given to us they 
were fought for by past 
struggles. In this vein, we 
need a broad coalition to 
fight these austerity 
measures. 
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People of Greece 
The general crisis of 
capitalism has hit 
most of the world. 
Central Committee 
member of the Com-
munist Youth of 
Greece (KNE) Yiannis 
Gkiokas outlines the 
situation in Greece. 

The main characteristic of this 
period is the outbreak of the 
capitalistic crisis. The attack that 
the crisis signalled on the 
people’s rights, especially on the 
younger generations, was 
without precedent. At the same 
time the banks and the 
monopolies are funded with 
thousands of millions of Euros. 
The liberal and social 
democratic governments of 
Europe are taking advantage of 
the crisis in order to accelerate 
the anti-worker measures which 
they have already jointly decided 
in the EU. In Greece the 
measures include: cuts in wages 
and pensions, tax increase, rise 
of the state pension age and 
refutation of every right in work 
relations that has been achieved 
in the past. The Greek 
government alleged the state’s 
deficits, the pressure employed 
on Greece by the international 
markets and the speculators in 
order to go ahead with these 
measures. At the same 
time, they fund 
capital with millions 
of Euros and 
decrease the taxation 
of capitalistic profit. 
They hide the fact that 

for the Greek capitalists these 
measures are necessary and of 
strategic importance, so that 
they increase their profits. We 
believe that this period can help 
draw necessary conclusions: 
The deficits and the debts are 
not merely a Greek issue. On 
the contrary, it appears in every 
capitalistic state/country, which 
gave millions of Euros from the 
state budgets to fund the banks 
and the monopolistic 
corporations. 
These measures do not refer 
only to Greece or will be 
implemented only during the 
period of the crisis. They are 
materialised in every country of 
the EU. The measures 
correspond to the Lisbon 
Strategy. Every country takes 
these measures to strengthen 
the competitiveness of their 
own monopolies. 
It is proven that during a crisis 
the 

competition between imperialist 
forces, for the gaining of new 
markets or energy sources, 
aggravates. This is not an 
ordinary juxtaposition that we 
encounter in this period 
between the U.S.A. and 
countries of the E.U. like 
Germany which, with Greece as 
a focal point, argues upon 
matters of bank loans and 
primacy of currency. These 
contradictions break through 
the EU borders. The facts 
confirm Lenin who pointed out 
100 years ago that a United 
States of Europe is either 
impossible or reactionary. The 
deceptive nature of the slogan 
“for a multipolar world” is 
revealed, behind which the new 
aggravation of the intra-
imperialistic contradictions is 
hidden but also the pursuit of 
some newly born imperialistic 
forces like Russia, China or 
Brazil, to play a larger and more 

leading role in the global 
matters. 
The dirty and dangerous role 
of social democracy is proven 
yet again. In crucial and difficult 
times the system appoints to her 
the duty for the materialisation 
of the anti-labour policies and 
the duty to control the people’s 
reaction and incorporate it. 
The role that social 
democracy plays in the unions is 
revealed. At the same time that 
the Communist Party of Greece 
(KKE), the Communist Youth of 
Greece (KNE) and the class-
oriented movement were 
warning the workers that the 
anti-labour measures are coming 
and called for strikes and 
demonstrations, the Union 
leaderships participated in 
negotiations with the 
government and the capitalists 
while they instructed the 
workers that there is nothing to 
worry about. Even when they 
were forced, under the pressure 
of the workers, to call for 
demonstrations, their slogan was 
“the people above the markets”; 
reproducing the government’s 
argument that Greece is the 

victim of the 

markets 

Rise Up!Rise Up!Rise Up!   
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the workers must help by 
making sacrifices. 
     The time has come for a 
social-popular front for 
political and mass action to 
take shape, developed from the 
existing militant forces that 
must be multiplied; The 
beginnings of such a front exist 
today as shown by All 
Workers’ Militant front 
(PAME), All Greek 
Antimonopoly Rally of the self-
employed and the small 
tradesman (PASEVE), All 
Peasants’ Militant Rally (PASY), 
Students’ Militant Front (MAS) 
and other formations of the 
movement. This social popular 
front must have two 
interrelated aims. The first is 
the struggle which includes 
resistance, attrition, and 
undermining of the barbaric 
measures that the government 
and its allies are trying to push 
through. However, the most 
important task of the front is 
to strengthen the alternative 
proposal for people’s power 
and a people’s economy having 
as key aims the socialisation of 
the monopolies, the formation 
of popular cooperatives in 
sectors where socialisation is 
not yet possible, nationwide 
planning with workers’ 
people’s control from the 
bottom up. 
     Today, a strong Communist 
Youth, in every country, 
fighting to attract youngsters 
to the perspective of Socialism, 
is needed even more than 
before: A Communist Youth 
having absorbed the Marxist - 
Leninist ideology, decisively 
defending the offer of the 
socialist construction of the 
20th century, fighting back 
against anticommunism, which 
has been converted to the 
official ideology of the EU. The 
achievement of this goal has 
also been the main 
preoccupation of our 10th 
congress some weeks ago. 
Closer co- operation and 
common action between the 
communist youth organisations 
are needed. 
     The strengthening and the 
common action of Communist 
Youths can contribute to the 
overall effort of restructuring 
the communist movement 

worldwide. The Communist 
Youth need to develop the 
ideological and political 
polemic against the bourgeoisie 
and opportunism. They need 
to confront the attempt of 
integrating communist forces 
by opportunists, who use the 
well known tactics of the ''new 
subjective'' (ex. European Left, 
Die Linke) and others like the 
5th International that has no 
relation to the 3rd Communist 
International. We remember at 
the beginning of the previous 
decade the ''Social Forums'' 
that were promoted to the 
youths, as the new 
''revolutionary subject'', only to 
become a main foothold of the 
EU and monopoly capital. 
     Today they keep on 
repeating their collapsed 
slogans ''the man above profits''. 
The truth is that such slogans 
contributed to the frustration 
and compromise of the labour 
movement, into making it not 
only unprepared but also 
integrated. The unions are 
controlled by reformists not 
only in numbers but 
ideologically and politically. The 
demands of the compromised 
union leadership in Europe are 
well known. Others agree with 
cutbacks and freezing the 
wages calling the capitalists to 
cut down on redundancies, 
others push the workers to 
agree with the anti-popular 
measures.  
     The Communists today 
have the following duty. To 
organise the struggle. To 
explain to the workers and the 
youths the causes of the 
capitalist crisis using our 
Marxist-Leninist approach. To 
fight against all the antiscientific 
theories such as ''casino 
capitalism'', ''immoral capitalism'' 
that absolve the capitalist 
production relations. Crisis is 
the most typical product of the 
capitalist way of production. 
It's a crisis of overaccumulated 
capital, that can no longer be 
invested with the big profits 
than of the past. The real cause 
of the crisis is the sharpening 
of the main contradiction of 
capitalism, the contradiction 
between the social character of 
production and the 
appropriation of its results due 

to the fact that the means of 
production are under capitalist 
ownership. There can be no 
pro-popular solution within this 
system. The capitalistic crisis 
has revealed the limits of the 
capitalist way of production, its 
reactionary, dangerous and 
parasitic nature. None of the 
well promoted governmental 
measures; no management plan 
can ever change this nature.  
     It is time for us to show that 
socialism is necessary now 
more than ever. The experience 
and conclusions of the socialist 
construction during the 20th 
century are more than valuable. 
Socialism was able to solve 
problems within the first years 
of its existence, which 
capitalism is still trying to solve 
after centuries. Rights such as 
the right to work, to have 
health insurance for free, to get 
free education were secured for 
all people. Man by man 
exploitation was abolished. 
Socialism proved its superiority 
over capitalism. 
     The future of the youth 
belongs not to capitalism, but to 
socialism-communism. 

The Communists 
today have the 
following duty. To 
organise the 
struggle. To 
explain to the 
workers and the 
youths the causes 
of the capitalist 
crisis using our 
Marxist Leninist 
approach 
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With the world shocked by the 
criminal actions of the Israeli 
Government, James Rodie urges 
solidarity with Palestine. 

The recent murder of nine 
people delivering humanitarian 
aid to the people of Gaza has 
rightly shocked the world. For 
those who have been trying to 
highlight the racist and violent 
policies of Israel for years this 
presents an important 
opportunity. However, the 
Israeli state and British and 
American Zionists were quick 
to excuse the attack and 
Palestine appears once again to 
have fallen off the political 
agenda. It is vital that world 
opinion is mobilised behind the 
Palestinians at a crucial moment 
in the anti-Zionist struggle. 
     The sheer brazenness of the 
Israeli Defence Force’s actions 
have shocked many that 
thought they were used to 
Israel’s criminal actions. Many 
will also be more than familiar 
with Israel’s willingness to break 
international law. However, the 
craven murder of nine unarmed 
peace activists has truly 
shocked the international 
community and public opinion. 
A fleet of speedboats and three 
Black Hawk helicopters were 
sent to storm the Gaza flotilla. 
Reports (disputed by the Israeli 

army) suggest that the 
commandos boarded the ships 
with their guns blazing. 
     The flotilla itself was first 
mooted after Egypt announced 
it would no longer allow 
convoys organised by Viva 
Palestina to deliver aid through 
its border crossing with 
Palestine. The Egyptian police 
along with supportive thugs – 
most probably members of the 
Israeli security services –had 
attacked the third aid convoy 
(with George Galloway as its 
figurehead) with water cannons 
and rocks. The closing of the 
border crossing and Egyptian 
collusion with Israel meant that 
a new tactic was needed to 
break the siege of Gaza. 
     The siege itself began shortly 
after Hamas won the 
parliamentary elections in2006. 
The result of the election, 
internationally recognised as 
free from violence and in line 
with international standards, 
upset Israel and their allies in 
the United States and Britain. 
Subsequently sectarian fighting 
broke out between Fatah 
(which still held the presidency) 
and Hamas, leading to the 

breakup of the Palestinian 
Authority between Gaza, 
under Hamas’s control, and 
the West Bank, under Fatah’s 
control in 2007. Hamas’s 
ascendency came not only as a 
result of their rejection of the 
perceived collaborationism 
carried out by the Fatah, but 
also because of the extensive 
humanitarian work Hamas 
carries out – spending almost 
90% of their $70 million 
budget on social services. Fatah 
and Israel cannot deal with the 
fact that it is through 
community organisation and 
material benefit that Hamas 
wins its support. 
     However, needless to say, 
these divisions within the 
movement for Palestinian 
national liberation are 
secondary in the problems of 
the Palestinian people to that 
of Israel. The blockade of the 
Gaza strip has been 
economically ruinous to an 
already deeply impoverished 
region. More than three 
quarters of the population of 
Gaza are refugees barred from 
return to Israel after the wars 
in 1948, ’67 and ’73. Many of 

The siege 
began shortly 
after Hamas 
won the 
parliamentary 
elections in 
2006. The result 
of the election,  
upset Israel 
and its allies  

PALE ST INE  

End the siegeEnd the siege  



these still live in refugee 
camps in one of the most 
densely populated regions on 
the earth. Unsurprisingly the 
standard of life of Palestinians 
in Gaza is terrible, 70% of 
Palestinians rely on the UN 
Relief and Works Agency to 
meet their basic needs. 
     Since the blockade less 
than a quarter of the volume 
of supplies are imported into 
Gaza than the 2005 level – 
this despite a ballooning 
population. Rocket attacks by 
Palestinian militants have led 
Palestine to be classified as a 
hostile entity by Israel. 
However, we must raise 
significant doubts as to the 
fairness of this classification. 
Most states and international 
organisations regard Israel as 
an occupying force in Gaza 
and the West Bank. The right 
of an occupied people to 
resist their aggressors is 
generally recognised. No one 
would criticise the actions of 
The Résistance in Nazi 
occupied France as somehow 
immoral. While we may 
disagree with the utility of the 
actions of the militants 
therefore – in terms of their 
likelihood to actually meet 
their aims – it is not an 
immoral action. While the 
loss of life on either side is 
deplorable, Israel as an 
occupying force has clearly 
‘cast the first stone’ and 
provoked the situation. 
     This is why the attempts 
by Palestinian solidarity 
activists to break the illegal 
siege of Gaza and thereby 
fight the occupation are to be 
welcomed. It is also why Israel 
is so keen for them to be 
unsuccessful and why they are 
further willing to flout 
international law to maintain 
their grip on the Occupied 
Territories. 
     Eyewitness accounts came 
flooding out from some of the 
500 unarmed protesters 
shortly after the attacks. 
Kevin Ovenden told the 
Morning Star “The attack 
started with percussion 
grenades and we feared they 
would use tear gas. The Israeli 

commandos attacked from all 
sides and began shooting 
almost immediately, initially 
with so-called rubber bullets 
but certainly within two or 
three minutes we heard the 
unmistakable sound of live 
rounds.” 
     Israeli commandos also 
refused medical treatment to 
those they had wounded in 
the attacks. Speaking to a 
Palestine Solidarity Campaign 
meeting in London journalist 
Jamal Elshayyal told of how he 
and other passengers had 
retreated into a room with 3 
critically wounded activists. 
They announced over a 
tannoy in English, Arabic and 
Hebrew that they wished to 
surrender so that the injured 
could receive medical help, 
but the Israelis cut off the 
system. A member of the 
Knesset (Israeli parliament) on 
the flotilla and a British citizen 
attempted to talk to the 
soldiers but were threatened 
with guns. The protesters 
died of their injuries, Elshayyal 
said they were “killed twice, 
once by those who shot them 
and secondly by those who 
refused to come to their aid”. 
     Zionists were quick to try 
and whitewash or legitimise 
the incident however. Danny 
Ayalon, Israel’s deputy foreign 
minister, was one of the less 
subtle in his attempts to 
malign the flotilla. He called 
the attempt to break the siege 
an “armada of hate and 
violence” and a “premeditated 
and outrageous provocation”. 
Danny Danon, deputy speaker 
of the Knesset, conceded that 
“maybe some” of the people 
on board the boats were not 
terrorists but insisted the 
flotilla was bringing “Hamas 
terrorists” to Gaza. Suddenly 
rather than a mission of 
humanitarian concern the 
flotilla was some king of 
propaganda mission for 
Hamas. Rather than aid it was 
weapons and hatred that was 
being delivered to the people 
of Gaza. 
     Yet the only evidence 
Israel could provide of the 
violent intent of these 
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extremists was a horde of 
knives from the kitchen. 
Footage was also released of 
the boarding soldiers being 
attacked with chairs and iron 
polls. Again while not wishing to 
condone violence, a decision to 
not just sit around quietly while 
being attacked with gas 
canisters and rubber bullets as 
boarded can hardly be 
criticised. Flotilla passengers did 
indeed clearly try to prevent 
violence and the Turkish crew 
of the boats have been praised 
for their attempts to both help 
the injured and prevent 
bloodshed. 
     The unnecessary use of 
deadly force is also evident in 
Israel’s attacks. Of the nine 
deaths, five were shot through 
the head, suggesting a clear 
shoot to kill policy. The gung-ho 
attitude of the commandos was 
further evidenced by more than 
30 bullets in the dead activists 
bodies. 
     However, the point must be 
rammed home that this is not 
Israel acting unusually. The 
continuing blockade of Gaza 

constitutes collective 
punishment of a civilian 
population – in clear breach of 
international law. So too are the 
continued settlements across 
Palestine. Israel has shown 
repeated willingness to use 
deadly force against their 
enemies, from stone throwing 
youths to those attempting to 
pick their oranges. 
      As Kevin Ovenden said in 
the Morning Star: “This is the 
Sharpeville and Soweto of the 
movement for Palestinian 
solidarity and it must mark a 
turning point in world opinion 
and in the actions of 
governments around the world 
to end this immoral and illegal 
siege and the treatment the 
Israelis mete out to 
Palestinians.” It is up to us in 
Britain to ensure that the 
original positive noises from 
almost all Western 
governments in terms of 
condemnation of Israel’s piracy 
translates into real action. 
International pressure must be 
applied to ensure that Israel 
cannot whitewash this incident. 
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perfectly acceptable for 
pharmaceutical companies to 
profit from peoples’ illness. 
     “Young Enterprise” 
schemes have started in 
schools to promote young 
people in business. However, 
all these schemes do is 
present to young people that 
their only hope is to start a 
business. “Charities for young 
enterprise” are now going 
into schools and setting up 
mock stock floors that 
students are supposed to 
trade on in practice for their 
hopeful careers later in life as 
stockbrokers. Pupils have to 
write about the particular 
capitalist they admire most 
and then draw up countless 
model business plans. The 
impression given by all this is 
that our whole generation 
can be one of small business 

This “Apprentice” 
culture has 
seeped into all of 
our society, not 
least our schools 
Capitalist greed at 
the moment takes 
pride of place on 
the school 
curriculum. 

I recently watched the TV 
show “Junior Apprentice.” I 
was horrified at the young 
contestants’ willingness to step 
on anyone and everyone to 
grab at profit. This “Dragons’ 
Den”/ “Apprentice” culture 
has seeped into all of our 
society, not least our schools. 
Capitalist greed at the moment 
takes pride of place on the 
school curriculum. 
     Within our movement 
there is much discussion of the 
ridiculous anti-communist 
history taught in schools. In 
schools Fascism is equated 
with Communism in History; 
all workers revolutions of the 
past presented as coups 
against “legitimate” democratic 
government and the Imperialist 
powers are ridiculously 
presented as defenders of 
democracy, with imperialism 

itself being rehabilitated as 
some kind of noble concept. 
     However, when it comes 
to the wrongs of what’s taught 
in schools, this is just the tip of 
the iceberg. Schools now 
attempt to instil in students 
the capitalist mindset of 
individualism and greed. From 
stockbrokers and businessmen 
visiting schools, to business 
studies courses, business-run 
academies; “Young Enterprise” 
programs and the renaming of 
schools as “Business Colleges,” 
schools have in recent years 
become more and more 
simply like academies for the 
perfect capitalist citizens. In 
English we are taught how to 
design adverts; in ICT how to 
use computers to work out 
profits of businesses; in DT 
how to market products; and 
in Science about how it is 

While education has never accurately served the needs of the people recent 
assaults on our education system bring standards to new lows. Dominic Curran 
reveals the purpose of education in a capitalist state and argues we must fight 
back against it. 

LessonsLessons  
in greedin greed  
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owners. It was this attitude that 
caused the financial crisis as the 
fat cats lent money to many of 
the poorest in society at 
exorbitant interest rates and 
went bust when people couldn’t 
pay them back. It all comes 
from the capitalist idea that 
there should be a free-for-all; 
everyone attempting to make 
money as an entrepreneur and 
the most ruthless will rise to 
the top, trampling on humanity 
in the process. 
     This education in 
“enterprise” comes at the 
expense of the kind of 
education that young people 
desperately need. In today’s 
society many young workers do 
not even think of joining a trade 
union and in the worst cases do 
not know what a union is. 
Communists and the whole 
Labour movement must be 
dedicated to increasing class 
consciousness and awareness of 
trade unions in schools, so that 
when young people start 
employment they realise the 
first thing they need to do is to 
seek out their trade union 
representative so that they can 
have protection and dignity at 
work. This is particularly 
important in the kinds of 
precarious and low paid work 
young people are forced to 
take, where trade union 
organisation is at its lowest but 
most vital. 
     The ruling classes are all too 
quick to blame youth crime on 
the break-up of families and the 
subsequent supposed lack of 
male role models. As a result, 
schools are constantly being 
encouraged to have “role 
models” turn up at schools to 
give talks. However, these role 
models usually take the form of 
bankers and businessmen who 
often claim that they have come 
from “nothing” (more often 
than not a comfortable 
suburban upbringing). For a 
start, it is hard to think of 
something more likely to turn 
someone to brutality and theft 
than having a city banker for a 
role model. Having only these 
people turning up at schools 

tells young people that 
anyone who has a job that 
benefits society like a bus 
driver or factory worker is a 
“nobody;” and makes rubbish 
of the statement that “all 
work is noble.” Young people 
are being told that even if 
they work hard to benefit 
society they are nothing 
without a wad of cash. This in 
turn causes despair in many 
young people, who, being told 
that only money can get them 
respect, turn to gang culture 
and drugs. This effect 
becomes more apparent 
when big businesses and 
record labels hijack the music 
of the dispossessed and 
downtrodden and convert it 
into chauvinist mainstream hip 
hop which glorifies greed and 
gangsterism. 
     The new prominence of 
money-grabbing lessons in 
classrooms comes on the 
heels of the academies 
directive. The academies 
scheme essentially privatised 
school and handed power 
over from the democratic 
Local Education Authorities 
to private companies. Some 
schools even took the name 
of the company that controls 
them. As such, schools have 
become more and more like 
the breeding ground for the 
bosses’ “model workers.” 
Cameron’s “big society” idea 
of handing power over 
schools to local people may 
sound nice, but it is simply a 
cover for further involvement 

of big business fat cats in our 
education system. 
     As Communists we must 
demand an education that 
teaches pupils the true 
corrupt, murderous nature of 
the society in which we live; 
an education that teaches the 
relations between classes in 
our society, the role of trade 
unions, and an education that 
presents ordinary working-
people as the best role-
models for the youth. Young 
people don’t need “Young 
Enterprise” to give them a 
start in life; they need real 
apprenticeships with decent 
wages, free higher education 
and a guarantee of a decent 
job after education or 
training. 
     Young people today are 
facing an onslaught of 
education cuts and 
privatisation of schools. If we 
are to stand any chance 
against such an assault the 
YCL must begin by fighting 
the capitalist education 
system and all that it teaches 
our generation. The YCL and 
the Communist Party must 
make ever harder efforts to 
go into schools to give talks 
so that class consciousness is 
strengthened in our 
generation. Student groups 
must work with teachers’ 
unions and parents’ groups to 
build a mass movement 
against education cuts and 
school privatisation, the YCL 
has a vital role to play in such 
a movement. 

Schools 
have 
become 
more and 
more like 
the 
breeding 
ground for 
the bosses’ 
“model 
workers” 
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In 2005 the husband and wife 
team of Jung Chang and Jon 
Halliday published an 
incredible book to much 
acclaim by the bourgeois 
media. Was Mao Really a 
Monster? represents an 
important contribution to the 
fight back against the 
distortion of history which is 
so entrenched in ‘popular’ 
histories of the twentieth 
century. 
     This book is a collection of 
14 reviews of Chang and 
Halliday’s Mao: The Unknown 
Story. The reviews are all 
written by eminent China 
scholars from a range of 
countries – Britain, USA, 
Australia, Canada and Taiwan, 
and they take on Chang and 
Halliday’s version of events 
from a variety of different 
angles. None of the reviewers 
are known for any special 
sympathy for Mao; many are 
hostile to the man and his 

record, but they are united in 
rejecting Chang and Halliday’s 
monochrome version of 
events – of an entirely passive 
China, manipulated on the 
road to ruin by ‘a sadistic 
power-monger lacking in 
vision or ideals, comfort-
loving and often lazy, riding 
the revolution to power to 
satisfy a lust for torture and 
sex.’ So keen is Chang to deny 
that Mao had any positive 
qualities that she even denies 
his belief in communism, 
stating ludicrously that he 
joined the Party to enter ‘the 
comfortable lifestyle of a 
professional revolutionary’. 
     As befits a scholarly work, 
much attention is given to 
problems in Chang and 
Halliday’s methodology 
(“many of their discoveries 
come from sources that 
cannot be checked, others are 
openly speculative or are 
based on circumstantial 

evidence, and some are 
untrue”). One salient 
example which gives a flavour 
of the sort of ‘evidence’ 
preferred by Chang is the 
case of the most famous 
battle of the Long March, the 
battle of Luding Bridge (over 
the Dadu River) in 1935. 
Chang claims the battle never 
took place, her source: an 
interview with a ‘sprightly 93 
year old’ who claims the 
‘reds’ crossed the bridge 
unopposed. Subsequent 
investigations by historians 
found no-one who could say 
who this woman could have 
been, as well as another 
eyewitness who remembered 
the battle. Furthermore she 
ignores inconvenient facts 
such as the reports of the 
battle published in magazines 
and newspapers on several 
dates in May 1935; orders 
from nationalist leader 
Chiang Kai-shek to 

ReRe--writing historywriting history  

In another article attacking anti-Communist revisionism, Ben Chacko looks at 
the academic response to Chang and Halliday’s Mao: The Unknown Story 

“many of [Chang 
and Halliday’s] 
discoveries come 
from sources that 
cannot be 
checked, others 
are openly specu-
lative or are 
based on circum-
stantial evidence, 
and some are un-
true” 



Was Mao Really 
a Monster? strikes 
a blow for 
genuine historical 
scholarship 
against a 
titillating and 
salacious 
demonography 
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anything to do with the 
debates over ‘elite versus 
mass culture’ which had 
been raging in Chinese 
intellectual circles since the 
1920s, Jiang’s fury was 
apparently because she was 
‘desperate from lack of sex’.  
     Arthur Waldron, the 
author of the only essay in 
the book which buys much 
of Chang’s story, reveals in 
one sentence why the book 
gained such instant 
popularity in the West. “Like 
Solzhenitsyn’s Gulag 
Archipelago, it strikes a death 
blow to an entire way of 
thinking.” It doesn’t do this 
by actually considering the 
role of ideology in the 
Chinese revolution; 
references to Mao’s written 
works are cursory, while 
consistently viewing 
everything he said or did in 
the worst possible light 
leaves little room for 
discussion of ‘Maoism’ as 
such. Rather – as with 
revisionist histories of the 
USSR – it is seen as easier to 
discredit communism by 
ignoring the fact that it ever 
had any appeal. Its leaders 
had purely selfish motives 
and whole peoples were 
tricked or terrorised into 

following them. 
     This view of Mao is 
unlikely to prove convincing 
in China itself, where 
hundreds of millions of 
people remember Mao and a 
popular grassroots ‘cult’ of 
the leader flourishes despite 
a lukewarm reception from 
the authorities. But it has 
played its role in discrediting 
communism in the West. 
Times journalist Daniel 
Finkelstein has written that 
there is ‘no excuse’ for 
communism anymore 
because ‘we have read 
Solzhenitsyn’s account of 
Stalin’s crimes, and heard 
Jung Chang tell of Mao’s.’ 
Was Mao Really a Monster? 
strikes a blow for genuine 
historical scholarship against 
a titillating and salacious 
demonography. It is not 
cheap (I paid £23.99 for my 
copy) but it is an excellent 
resource for all those 
interested in challenging the 
neoliberal consensus that 
communism was simply a 
horrific and pointless 
historical cul-de-sac ‘without 
law or heaven’, as the 
Chinese say; and for all 
those who might still wish to 
heed Mao’s injunction to 
‘seek truth from facts’. 

‘annihilate’ the communists at 
the Dadu River, and reports 
from Nationalist commanders 
of a ‘fierce battle’ they fought 
there. That her use of 
sources is highly selective is 
made clear by the fact that 
the same sources are 
consulted when convenient 
and ignored when not – Otto 
Braun, a Comintern agent 
who was highly critical of 
Mao, is quoted at length 
when making adverse 
comments about Mao’s 
character, but his recollection 
of the Dadu Bridge battle in 
the same memoir is 
miraculously not mentioned. 
     There are dozens of such 
examples which could be 
added, and this important 
collection details many. But 
that is not the only problem. 
Many reviews return to the 
total absence of historical 
context in the book. The 
communists ‘engaged in fifty 
years of mass torture, killing 
and destruction for no good 
purpose, leaving [the] people 
impoverished and 
exhausted’ (although by 
measures such as life 
expectancy or GDP per 
capita, China at Mao’s death 
was streets ahead of China in 
1949). ‘The countless 
Chinese who did struggle for 
change are denied any role in 
their own story’. The entire 
revolution is reduced to a 
plot by ‘Evil men . . . Mao and 
Stalin’ and ‘a cast of lesser 
Badlings, traitorous generals 
and credulous Americans’. 
The authors of Mao: The 
Unknown Story are not afraid 
of resorting to the most 
tired, chauvinist stereotypes 
in their quest to remove all 
non-personal factors from 
China’s twentieth century 
history. Jiang Qing – ‘Mme 
Mao’ – is well known for her 
role in the attacks on ‘elite 
culture’ in the Cultural 
Revolution; she was 
imprisoned for them after 
Mao’s death. But rather than 
see that movement as 
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Unite’s first ever lay member 
parliament of a thousand Unite 
delegates representing one and a 
half million members met in 
Manchester at the beginning of 
June. A full range of policies, 
solidly left-wing and progressive, 
were passed by conference. 
 
BA onslaught to be resisted 
Conference was stormy in its 
anger at the vicious nature of 
BA’s management onslaught 
against cabin crew.  Conference 
heard Tony Woodley and Derek 
Simpson denounce a climate of 
fear within the company, 
launched by multi-millionaire 
boss, Willie Walsh. 
     Since most of the strikers are 
from the old T&G, it fell to Tony 
Woodley to pour out his 
passionate advocacy of his 
members’ interests. He declared 
that the dispute had become “a 
defining moment for our union 
… Walsh has made petty, 
vindictive attacks against our 
members, and it is clear that the 
company wants to starve our 

people back to work. This strike, 
which has cost BA at least £91 
million, with each day of action 
adding another £7m, can be 
summed up in one word: 
bullying. Well, there is only one 
thing to do with bullies, and that 
is to stand up to them until they 
learn some manners,” the Joint 
General Secretary stormed.  
     One BA worker from the 
administrative grades who spoke 
in solidarity had to withhold 
their name, so fearful are 
workers of victimisation. The 
delegate told the cabin crew at 
conference that all “baggage 
handlers, check-in staff and 
ground crew know that these 
bullies will be coming for us 
when they've finished with you.” 
     Unite conference delegates 
were absolutely unanimous and 
firm that the union will never be 
prepared to see its members 
humiliated. The bullying that has 
seen other BA employees incited 
against cabin crew with, to their 
lasting shame, the collusion of 
scab pilots, was denounced from 

the rostrum. Bullying that has 
seen more than 50 cabin crew 
suspended or sacked for the 
crime of sending a text or 
posting a remark on Facebook. 
This is harassment that forbids 
them from talking about their 
own dispute in public and that 
victimises trade unionists by 
branding them second-class 
employees for life. 
     Fellow joint general secretary 
Derek Simpson reiterated that a 
resolution could be possible - if 
staff that walked out are given 
back travel concessions that are 
crucial to boost their low pay 
and enable them to get to work. 
“But rather than trying to 
resolve this dispute, in which the 
only obstacle is a no-cost item, 
Walsh wants the thing to 
crumble and he seems to want it 
to go on.” Derek Simpson 
savaged Willie Walsh for wanting 
to impose “regime change” on 
thousands of cabin crew at the 
firm, and warned that the 
airline's management wanted to 
“keep the strike going to defeat 

the union and then do whatever 
they want without opposition.” 
Israeli aggression denounced 
The Israel flotilla assault, which 
took place as conference met, 
provoked conference into a 
demand for urgent sanctions. 
Furious delegates interrupted 
conference business to hold an 
emergency debate on the assault 
on aid ships that had been 
headed for Gaza, which had 
drawn global attention with early 
reports suggesting up to 20 
peace activists dead.  
Delegates unanimously called for 
immediate sanctions against the 
Israeli state and reiterated 
Unite's solidarity with the 
Palestinian trade union 
movement and their fight against 
the Israeli occupation of the 
West Bank and siege of Gaza. 
     London & Eastern region 
chair, Jim Kelly, pointed out that 
Israel's war against Gaza in 
December 2008 had left 1,400 
dead in “an attempt by Israel to 
bomb the Palestinians back to 
the Stone Age. They are saying 

INDUSTRIAL DIARY 

YCL Industrial Organiser Joanne Stevenson reports back from the Unite Confer-
ence in the return of Challenge’s Industrial Diary. 

Unite by nature? 
Unite by name, 
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to the world: We will do what we 
like, when we like, with impunity; 
but this is a rogue state that we 
cannot afford to turn a blind eye 
to.” 
Moroccans fight for justice in 
Gibraltar 
Unite members working in 
Gibraltar, one of the last formal 
remnants of the British Empire, 
told conference of their concerns 
that Moroccan workers in 
Gibraltar are treated as second-
class citizens. The British 
government had urged Moroccans 
to migrate there to work, 
following the closure of the 
frontier with Spain in 1969.  
     However, despite British 
immigration rules that allow 
immigrants to gain indefinite leave 
to remain status - and full access 
to public services and benefits - 
the International Centre for 
Trade Union Rights has called the 
position in Gibraltar a “disgrace”. 
Although workers pay full taxes 
they still receive little access to 
public housing and health care, 
and face restrictions on travelling 
to visit relatives in Morocco. 
Unite vows to fight anti-union 
laws 
Conference threw its weight 
entirely behind the repeal of anti-
union laws that delegates 
denounced as “leaving us to fight 
with one arm tied behind our 
back.” Local government worker, 
Colin Calder stressed: “no union 
should be placed in the position of 
repudiating industrial action that 
rank-and-file members want to 
take.” Print worker Nigel 
Gawthorpe said such a move was 
necessary to “stop the barbaric 
practice of bosses taking on 
workers for just a few weeks and 
then sacking them without even a 
penny in compensation.” 
Women and Visteon staff 
lead calls for pension rights 

Women and Visteon workers 
joined forces at Unite's policy 
conference to call for pension 
rights.  Janet Fellows, South West 
delegate for MoD and 
government departments said: 
"Many women are living in 
poverty in retirement. My mother 
has to work as a cleaner just to 
supplement her pension, which is 
unacceptable.” Gerry Campbell, 
one of the workers who occupied 
Ford's factory, spoke about the 
campaign against the denial of 
pensions guaranteed by the 
company when it transferred 
workers to Visteon. 
Unite’s debate over Trident 
The peace and disarmament 
debate threatened to overrun and 
throw the agenda’s timetable as a 
heated discussion over the 
cancelling of Britain's nuclear 
deterrent took place. London and 
Eastern delegate, Mike Hedges, 
proposed a motion for the 
government to cancel its £76 
billon plan to replace Trident and 
use the money for public services 
such as health, education and 
social services.  
     “A nuclear exchange will spell 
the destruction of us all and a 
catastrophic loss of life. We must 
cancel Trident unequivocally,” he 
said. 
     Some delegates were worried 
about what the cancellation could 
mean for the jobs and families of 
those working in the industry. But 
South East regional delegate, 
Chris Bond, won massive support 
for his view that: “Trident is 
diverting money away from our 
public services. These billions 
could provide significant 
employment, in health, education 
and other public services.” He 
was joined by Tony Woodley 
who made it clear: “Nothing 
matters more to this union than 
world peace.” 

International 
A series of international motions 
were passed. Tracey Osment, 
from Dublin, highlighted the 
continued human rights abuses 
being suffered by the Palestinian 
people. She added that the union 
must support the right to secure 
a Palestinian state that co-exists 
peacefully with Israel. The motion 
called on the union to take 
positive action - including putting 
pressure on the European Union 
over its failure to oppose Israel's 
actions under EU law. 
     A motion citing the non-
capitalist road taken by much of 
Latin America was supported by 
Regional Chair for London & 
Eastern, Jim Kelly, who insisted 
that: “We don't just have to sit 
back and accept capitalism and 
the market. Latin America has 
shown we can take control of our 
lives. In Cuba there is equal pay 
for women and exemplary 
childcare. It is a far cry from the 
squalid picture that the capitalist 
Western world likes to paint of 
it. This motion calls for us to step 
up our support for Latin America 
and to learn that another world is 
possible. We don't have to accept 
that the market is good.” 
Conference resolved to work 
with the Cuba Solidarity 
Campaign and TUC to educate 
members and the public about 
the reality of life in Cuba. 
10% CO2 cut by 2011 
Radical measures to pressure the 
government to cut carbon 
emissions by 10% within the next 
six months were supported on 
the final day of the Unite 
conference in a motion 
recognising that there is a climate 
emergency. Proposing the 
motion, East Midlands delegate, 
Mike Thompson, said: “This 
problem cannot be left to the 
market mechanisms of capitalism 
to solve, it is those mechanisms 
which have been part of creating 
the problem.” 
Back the Morning Star says 
Unite 
Conference also unanimously 
voted in favour of a motion for 
Unite to develop its support given 
to the Morning Star, including 
launching a campaign to 
encourage members and activists 
to become regular readers. Print 
sector delegate and life-long 
Communist, George Hickman, 
from the West Midlands, showed 
conference what the Star’s 
practical support had meant for 
so long. 
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Music Reviews 
Marianne Rodie 
takes a look at 
some of the latest 
singles released. 

Kylie – All the Lovers 
Kylie is no stranger to crimes against music, such as Can’t Get You Out of my Head and 
Spinning Around, I would rather have Joe Pasquale singing ‘I know a song that will get on 
your nerves’ beamed into my subconscious for the rest of my days than listen to either of 
those one more time. However All the Lovers is not quite as bad: pointless but passable. It 
was clearly written to weasel its way into the festival and advertising markets with its 
electronica, breathy beats, and will no doubt be welcomed by promoters with open arms 
and smiling dollar-sign-eyes. 

Professor Green ft. Lily Allen – Just Be Good To Green  
Covers are a complex business, they can go so right, as with punk revolutionaries The 
Clash’s cover of Junior Murvin’s Police and Thieves becoming a classic in its own right. And 
covers can go so wrong; I direct you to SOS Band’s 1983 R&B hit Just be Good to Me, 
murdered by up and coming Hackney rapper Professor Green and the mind bogglingly 
popular Lily Allen. Green raps averagely about girls, money and being a ‘bad boy’ while 
Lily Allen struggles with the high notes, at points becoming a human dog whistle. I 
imagine in the coming months this song will be hard to avoid, but I recommend you try. 

Alejandro – Lady Gaga 
You, I and nearly everyone else in the world had no idea who Stefani Germanotta was 
until 2008. Her career has been prolific, barely leaving the top 40 since. Her success 
could be down to her being somewhat of a misfit in today’s musically manufactured 
industry by proving she can write, sing and create, unlike many. The power of 
controversy also fuels her success, and Alejandro is no exception. Sounding eerily like 
Madonna’s La Isla Bonita and absolutely anything by ABBA, Alejandro has sparked furore 
among some Christians for its ‘blasphemous’ video depicting Gaga as a nun being thrown 
around by topless men. It begs the question: Is Gaga art or a contrary provocateur? I say 
it’s ridiculous art, but art all the same, and I say let’s applaud some actual talent. 

Turn it up – Pixie Lott 
You would think that Pixie, being a 19 year old with clear ambition in music and in 
assimilating herself as a ‘fashionista’ would want to contend with the provocative 
American stars that dominate the airwaves such as Rihanna and Lady Gaga. However she 
seems to be happy producing tacky pop with little substance. Turn it Up is cheesier than 
an industrial sized vat of gruyere. I could say “Turn it Up? Turn it Off!” but that would 
imply you have started listening in the first place... 
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For the last few months, I have 
been recording a list of articles 
that I have seen published by the 
BBC on Cuba. I have done this 
in response to a startling 
revelation by researchers at the 
University of West England that 
found that only 3 of 304 articles 
published by the BBC on 
Venezuela mentioned any of the 
positive reforms introduced by 
the Chavez administration from 
1998 to 2008. In fact, in one 
article heavily implied that, 
President Chavez, who has been 
elected and re-elected more 
times than any other world 
leader, was a dictator and 
compared him with Adolf Hitler. 
For the full article, go to http://
venezuelanalysis.com/
analysis/5003. I therefore 
decided to conduct my own 
crude litmus test to get a flavour 
of the reporting conducted by 
our national broadcaster on 
Cuba. You can find the results 
on the Cymru Cuba Facebook 
page. 
     The results have been 
predictably negative in the main. 
Inevitably, they have centred 
around possible economic 
reforms (i.e. the watering down 
of socialism) now that Fidel 
Castro has stepped aside; the 
issue of political dissidents; and 
comments from the US 
administration criticising Cuba 
for failing to make changes to its 
political system. Now, it so 
happened that I decided to carry 
this research out at an 
interesting time given what was 

happening in Cuba. However, 
there was no mention of the 
93% turnout in local elections 
held nationwide, or the 
successful Havana May Day 
celebrations (bar one picture 
from the May Day march, but 
this was hidden in amongst a 
series of photographs), which 
were attended by over a million 
people. The tone of the articles 
is constantly questioning the 
validity of the Cuban model of 
government, and the apparently 
intransigent state apparatus that 
is failing to meet the needs of its 
citizens. 
     One example is over access 
to the internet, which, 
admittedly, is not easily 
accessible for all citizens, and is 
often slow. A report by Michael 
Voss on 19th March entitled 
Social Networking Sites comes to 
Cuba states 'for many Cubans, 
internet access remains limited 
and expensive'. This report goes 
on to mention state censorship 
of certain individuals and sites, 
and imply that Cuban citizens 
are frustrated by their inability 
to log on as well as the 
omnipotent presence of the one 
party state that monitors their 
computer activity. 
     However, the whole article 
fails to represent the true 
situation facing Cuban citizens, 
namely that Cuba is a developing 
country subject to an illegal 
trade embargo. Of course, most 
people in Britain have access to 
these luxuries, but indirectly 
comparing Cuba to the UK or 
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any other developed country is 
in a way very complimentary, 
but not practical given our 
GDP, industrialised 
infrastructure and most 
importantly in this instance, our 
access to energy, which 
outstrips most countries, let 
alone the one in question. 
     A fairer example would be 
to compare Cuba with Haiti, a 
county of more comparable 
size and geography. How many 
people living in Haiti, for 
example, have the ability to gain 
access to a computer or the 
internet? Well, the answer in 
both Cuba and Haiti, ironically 
is 115 per 1000 people, but 
then Haiti certainly doesn't 
have anywhere near the same 
capacity in terms of social 
welfare provision, not to 
mention medical resources to 
help its neighbours out in times 
of natural disasters. Although 
we do hear mention of the 
blockade, the BBC always seem 
at pains to suggest that this is a 
conspiracy theory, constantly 
reiterating that 'The Cuban 
Government blames the United 

There was no 
mention of the 
93% turnout in 
local elections 
held nationwide, 
or the successful 
Havana May Day 
celebrations, 
which were 
attended by over 
a million people 

The media in bourgeois liberal society is 
theoretically portrayed as free and 
independent. Yet as Matt Brierley 
shows how when it comes to reporting 
socialist achievements in Cuba, this is 
clearly not the case. 
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who share those views, like 
future business and political 
players. Many of Britain's top 
chief executives, mandarins, 
army generals and politicians 
will also have attended these 
same institutions, reinforcing 
their beliefs amongst 
themselves, that the free 
market capitalist system which 
has served them and their 
families so well, should not be 
challenged. Indeed, this free 
market capitalist system is 
actually beneficial for the rest 
of society, as they see it, as 
wealth creation by 
entrepreneurs will trickle down 
to those at the bottom. Clearly, 
the huge disparity between the 
richest and poorest in this 
country would suggest that this 
does not work. 
     Of course, there are 
exceptions, as with all aspects 
of the state, but the power and 
influence of those from 
privileged backgrounds is much 
more overwhelming than that 
of members of the lower 
classes. Given that the rest of 
the British press is so right 
wing, and that contacts in the 
industry tend to be built 
through patronage, BBC 
journalists are much more likely 
to succeed if they come from 
the right background. 
     However, I would urge one 
word of caution amongst the 
doom and gloom of my analysis; 
although we may criticise the 
BBC for its pro-capitalist 
stance, we should remember 
that the alternative is private 
ownership under capitalism. 
Although we would like to see 
a BBC controlled by a socialist 
government, and therefore 
reflecting socialist policies, it 
still maintains some progressive 
elements and only recently 
agreed that product placements 
will not be allowed on its 
channels, unlike ITV, for 
example. But when it comes to 
Cuba, and the countries of 
Latin America that have 
promoted the an alternative 
future, they will continue to 
come up against resistance 
within the BBC so long as they 
seek to offer a system which 
runs counter to the ingrained 
beliefs of an entrenched ruling 
elite. 
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States'. 
     When those people who do 
have access to the net, criticise 
the government, they are held 
up as heroes, breaking the 
shackles of Communist 
authoritarianism. This liberal 
bullshit completely ignores the 
historical justification for any 
restrictions that have been put 
in place, and is also used by the 
right wing to attack legitimate 
reasons for their existence. In 
short; why is internet not freely 
available? There are many 
reasons, including a lack of 
bandwidth, lack of electricity, 
and lack of hardware. It is a 
poor country, but one that 
distributes what little resources 
that it has, into trying to make 
life for all people better. Free 
healthcare, education, social 
security, and heavily subsidised 
food, public transport and 
domestic appliances for example 
and are the envy of many other 
countries worldwide. 
     These examples, of Cuba and 
of Venezuela, can be used to 
open up a whole range of 
questions, which could perhaps 
be followed up in future articles. 
But the most pressing and 
provocative question for me is 
the issue of the supposed 
neutrality of the BBC. This is 
especially pertinent given the 
right wing tendencies of our 
national newspapers that are 
dominated by rich individuals. I, 
like many people have been 
brought up to trust the BBC. 
Indeed, many people the world 
over, recognise it as the 
standard bearer for independent 
state sponsored journalism. 
     However, like all elements of 
the state including the judiciary, 
the police, armed forces, senior 

civil servants and sub sections of 
government, their ‘neutrality’ 
comes across as conservative, 
and therefore pro capitalist, 
which of course, Cuba is not. In 
their attempts to remain 
‘neutral’, they merely reinforce 
the status quo. As Ralph 
Miliband alludes to in this book 
‘State in Capitalist Society’, the 
BBC, like capitalism, works on 
the philosophy that the plurality 
of opinions gives it strength. 
Because there are so many 
contending stakeholders, there 
can never be an overriding 
power holder that determines 
policies and opinions. But as we 
know, this is simply not true, 
since big business and 
conservative ideology is deeply 
ingrained in our class driven 
society. 
     This is represented in the 
types of employees that tend to 
drive the institution. A report 
by the Sutton Trust in 2006 
suggested that 54% of the top 
100 journalists in the country 
came from private schools, 
which represent only 7% of the 
population. The BBC is not 
immune from this. To give a few 
examples, Nick Robinson, chief 
political editor was an Oxford 
graduate (as is director general 
Mark Thompson and business 
editor Robert Peston) as well as 
being a former Young 
Conservative. His predecessor 
Andrew Marr was a Cambridge 
graduate. Presenter Bill Turnbull 
went to Eton College. The list 
goes on. 
     Inevitably, attending these 
privileged institutions is likely to 
lead to a support of the system 
which has put you there and 
create contacts with other 
influential members of society 
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On 11th June the FIFA World 
Cup kicked off in South Africa. 
The event has great 
significance for Africa as it is 
the first time the event has 
ever been held in the 
continent. What better nation 
to host the tournament than 
one whose struggle against 
racism and colonialism 
embodied the world-wide 
struggle of the oppressed.  
     The ANC’s bid was 
undertaken on the basis that 
the World Cup should leave a 
lasting legacy for the country. 
One heritage left by apartheid 
is the lack of sports facilities in 
disadvantaged areas, especially 
for football, a sport which was 
barely recognised by the 
apartheid-era government. 
Isolated internationally since 
being expelled by FIFA in 1964, 
football in South Africa 
remained unfunded. Popular 
with the working class and 
black majority the sport 
became a weapon against the 
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Apartheid government. 
     Although liberated from the 
grip of Apartheid many 
economic and social problems 
remain, nonetheless the World 
Cup will bring badly needed 
investment in public utilities. 
This is a people’s World Cup 
and the building of sports and 
health facilities in South Africa 
and across the entire continent 
stresses its social nature. As 
well as providing hours of 
entertainment for South 
Africans cheering on Bafana 
Bafana-the colloquial term for the 
national team literally meaning 
'the boys the boys'-the 2010 
World Cup will contribute 55.7 
billion rand to the South African 
economy between 2006 and 
2010 and generate 415,400 
jobs. The R19.3 billion in 
income tax will help to fund the 
building of infrastructure.  
     400 000 visitors are 
expected to travel to South 
Africa during the World Cup, 
although almost ten million 

tourists visit south Africa every 
year, a huge programme of 
infrastructure building has been 
carried out to cope with the 
extra visitors. It has been 
estimated that between 2006 
and 2010, the ANC government 
will spend approximately R600 
billion on infrastructure, of this 
R170 billion has been invested 
in the transport system over 
the five-year period from 
2005/06 to 2009/10. The 
Government has spent R19 
billion on a transport upgrade 
for among others refurbished 
airports and a new terminal at 
OR Tambo International 
Airport to deal with the 
expected largest wave of 
aviation traffic in its history. 
Steps taken to deal with the 
level of guests to the country 
have led South Africa the first 
country in the history of the 
World Cup to offer an event 
visa. 
     In terms of rail, the 
government has embarked on 
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A LastingA Lasting  
Legacy?Legacy?  

As the world’s attention turns to South Africa for the 2010 World Cup, Ruth 
Maleka looks at some of the positive changes that the tournament is bringing 
to the South African people. 
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the Gautrain project, a 80-
kilometre mass rapid transit 
railway system in Gauteng 
Province, which will link 
Johannesburg, Pretoria, and 
Tambo International Airport. 
South Africa has also improved 
its current public transport 
infrastructure within the various 
cities to reduce both congestion 
and pollution. The Rea Vaya 
(‘We are moving’) Bus Rapid 
Transit system is a highly 
technological integrated 
transport system that brings 
21st century methods of 
transportation to the country. It 
is expected to transport 430 
000 passengers daily and in the 
city of Johannesburg Rea Vaya is 
being used to achieve a 70:30 
ratio of public to private 
transport use.  
     The country’s road system 
has also been subject to an 
expansion and increased 
maintenance in order to relieve 
gridlock and park-and-ride 
schemes have been introduced. 
     In relation to the 
tournament venues a series of 
spectacular stadiums have been 
constructed or renovated. R8.4 
billion has been spent in building 
5 new stadiums and upgrading 5 
existing stadiums, including 
Durban’s Moses Mabhida 
stadium, named after a former 
General Secretary of the 
South African Communist 
Party (SACP). 
     In addition to the 
stadiums that have been built 
and upgraded, plans have been 
made to overcome the legacy of 
lack of investment during the 
apartheid-era by building 
one football turf in each 
of the 52 South 
African Football 
Association (SAFA) 
regions to promote 
the sport and ensure 
that all South Africans 
have access to facilities 
to play football in their 
communities. This initiative 
has received R81 million has 
been allocated to the project by 
the National Lottery 
Workshops have been held by 
FIFA as part of the Win in 
Africa with Africa initiative to 
ensure the training of staff in 
maintenance of the turfs across 

the country and in neighbouring 
African nations. 
     This World Cup is also a 
green one, with its impact on 
the environment being taken 
into account. All stadiums and 
fan parks will introduce dry and 
wet waste bin system to 
promote waste separation at 
source. Dry waste will be all 
recyclables material and wet 
waste will include organic and 
contaminated waste. 
Recyclables will be sent to 
recycling companies and wet 
waste will be used for compost 
making or disposed of in waste 
disposal sites.  
     The social legacy of the 2010 
World Cup was discussed at 
the Football for Hope Forum 
that took place in Vaal, south of 
Johannesburg in June 2009. 
Experts from all over the world 
drew up plans to ensure that 
development will accompany 
the football. Its goal is to build 
20 centres of education, public 
health and football 
across Africa 
that will 
specialise 
in 

treatment of HIV.  
     The politics of the country 
are reflected in the 
tournament’s official mascot, a 
leopard named Zakumi, ‘born’ 
on international youth day, 
1994 – the date of the Soweto 
uprising by students protesting 
being taught only in English and 
Afrikaans – to symbolise the 
birth of free South Africa. 
Dolls of Zakumi and other 
merchandise have been 
sourced locally due to 
concerns about the native 
manufacturing sector from the 
Congress of South African 
Trade Unions (COSATU). 
     However, there have been 
many problems with the 2010 
World Cup. As well as the 
issue with the cost price of 
tickets and official Bafana 
Bafana strips there have been 
industrial disputes. In 2009 there 
was a huge strike of 
construction workers over 
pay. The hotel where the 
French National team are 
based was subject to a picket 
by SACP supporters 
demanding the reinstatement 
of 21 dismissed workers. 
     Standing firm in support of 
workers’ rights the SACP has 

warned bosses not to use 
the World Cup to 

exploit people and has 
committed itself to struggle 

for a World Cup for all, not 
for elites.  
     The investment created by 
the World Cup in South Africa 
will ensure economic 
development and improved 
public services for years to 
come, in the meantime the 
people of South Africa can join 
the rest of the globe in 
enjoying some world class 
football. 
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Regular Challenge readers will 
already be well acquainted with the 
drive towards privatisation in the 
education system pursued over the 
course of 13 years of New 
Labour’s government and will 
perhaps be 
unsurprised that the 
new Con-Dem 
government has 
already decided to pick 
up where New Labour 
left off. Indeed one of 
the main obstacles to 
mobilising effective 
opposition to school 
closures and the 
creation of new 
academies by trade 
unionists and local 
education campaigners 
has been the 
unjustifiable consensus 
between the three 
main parties over the belief 
that the private sector is 
better suited to educate 
future generations than 
democratically controlled 
local government. 
     The Con-Dem’s plans, 
recently announced by 
the Education 
secretary Michael 
Gove, to massively 
accelerate the 
academies 
programme first 
instituted by Tony 
Blair are part and 
parcel of a much wider 
ideological assault. 
     ‘Academies’ are 
privately run schools, 
paid for from the public 
purse. A private sponsor – 
a business, religious 
organisation or charity – 
gets a say on the 
curriculum, staffing 

conditions and even the pupils’ 
discipline, while receiving funding 
from the state. This ‘worst of both 
worlds’ scenario has been a 
favourite with the New Labour 

government (and with the 
Tories before them.) 
     Of course this strategy 
of privately run services 
that receive massive 
public subsidies isn’t just 
confined to the education 
sector, but is at the heart 
of the neo-liberal 
economic politics. We 
saw it with foundation 
hospitals. We saw the 
government pour 
thousands of millions into 
private banks without 
nationalising them – 
allowing the taxpayer to 
take on their debts and 
their risks while the 
bankers themselves can 

continue to reap massive profits 
and pay their top 
stockbrokers bonuses worth 
millions. We still see it with 
the privatised railways: each 
year the rail companies suck 

up huge subsidies from the 
state while running 
themselves entirely for 
private profit – resulting 
in a rail system which is 
horrendously expensive, 

usually overcrowded, 
hardly ever punctual and 
not even safe, since fatal 
accidents have risen 
dramatically since 
privatisation. The supposed 
virtues of competition which 

would result from privatisation 
are also denied us since routes 
are monopolised by individual 
companies. You can’t say ‘I 
hate First Great Western, I’m 
travelling by Virgin’. It 

doesn’t work like that. It’s called 
state monopoly capitalism and it’s 
been around for over a century, 
but the government’s passion for 
taking money away from the public 
and then directly handing it over to 
businesses that have no obligation 
to run a service in the public 
interest is more novel. 
     Under Blair, academies were 
allegedly a mechanism to improve 
schools in the most deprived areas. 
The Tories have ditched that fig-
leaf, stating that they want 
‘outstanding’ schools to become 
academies. They have also 
suggested that such ‘outstanding’ 
schools should be free from Ofsted 
inspections, making them even less 
accountable. Similar strategies have 
been pursued with the privatisation 
of British Rail amongst others, 
steadily selling off the most 
profitable and successful areas, 
leaving an under-funded and ‘failing’ 
system which can then be used as 
an example for the inadequacies of 
state-run services. On top of this, 
the Tories’ manifesto pledge to 
create so-called free schools, based 
on the US model have become 
part and parcel of the coalition 
governments’s education strategy. 
     Free schools are a step beyond 
the academies going much further 
than even New Labour dared. The 
Con-Dems haven't yet put the 
flesh on the bones, but 
fundamentally they intend to allow 
any community group or group of 
parents to start a school in any 
premises they want. The intended 
result is to create many more 
school places than there are pupils, 
forcing schools to fight for "bums 
on seats." Each child would carry 
with them their "share" of the 
education budget. 
     Free Schools would have 
complete independence from the 

national curriculum and the local 
education authority but would 
almost certainly enjoy massive 
state subsidies. The experience in 
Sweden, which the Con-Dems 
never quote, is that this leads to 
increasing social division. The most 
well-to-do parents have the 
resources and time to "run" such 
schools, while working-class 
parents, both of whom are often 
working full-time on low pay, do 
not. Often these schools end up 
being "managed on behalf of the 
parents" by for profit driven 
businesses that specialise in 
education and PFI projects. The 
more the system is broken up, the 
more competition there is 
between schools, the wider the 
gap between the "winners" and 
"losers" in that competition in 
terms of education achievement 
will grow. 
     Cameron and Clegg have 
bragged about a ‘new politics’, but 
the results of the election have 
revealed the total lack of control 
the British people have over 
government policy. Under Blair 
schools had to be bullied and 
bribed into becoming academies. 
The same will be true now, since 
despite Gove’s open invitation less 
than 5% of secondary schools have 
shown an interest and education 
unions have resolved to use all 
means at their disposal to resist 
the creation of new academies. 
Academies are not popular, nor 
are they in the public interest. 
Neither were many other policies 
of the New Labour administration. 
That’s why it lost the election. But 
sadly the only choice we were 
given was between two and a half 
pro-privatisation, pro-war parties. 
The socialist alternative is barely 
represented in parliament. The real 
struggle will rage outside it. 
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The Labour government’s support of academies was part of an education 
policy that sought to impose neo-liberalism on education. The Con-Dem 
government have plans to take this further, explains Claudia Hill. 
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There has been, perhaps 
understandably, a reticence by 
many in the Communist 
movement to conduct a 
serious examination of the 
failures and ultimately the 
collapse of socialism in the 
Soviet Union and Eastern 
Europe. This of course has 
meant that the explanation for 
this calamitous setback in the 
struggle for a new form of 
society has been left largely to 
its opponents. Socialism 
Betrayed is an attempt to 
redress the balance. It very 
much builds on some of the 
recent work by Marxists in this 
area in particular Heroic 
Struggle, Bitter Defeat by 
Bahman Azad, which is also 
worth reading for those trying 
to get to grips with this 
subject. 
     Rather predictably given the 
way in which these debates 
usually progress there is a 
great deal of treatment paid to 
attitude of the authors to 
specific Soviet premiers. The 
argument presented is perhaps 
best summed up by the 
following quotation. “After 
1953, a new economic basis for 
bourgeois ideas began growing 
within socialism...it emerged 
under Khruschev, flourished 
under Brezhnev and in many 
respects replace the primary 
socialist economy under 
Gorbachev and Yeltsin.” 
     This is largely par for the 
course, however there is at 
least some attempt to address 
the economic strategy pursued 
by respective Soviet leaders. 
However this leadership-led 
analysis as to how the different 

responses to the economic 
problems within the USSR 
does produce several errors. 
There is a great deal of 
indulgence in ‘What if’ 
scenarios particularly in 
regards to Andropov. The 
authors quote a former CIA 
director as evidence for the 
plausibility of this anti-
Historical Materialist 
indulgence. “I believe that if 
Andropov had been fifteen 
years younger when he took 
power in 1982, we would still 
have a Soviet Union with us.” 
    Apart from the obvious self-
defeating arguments that 
surround this kind of an 
approach, historical 
materialism is not a method to 
understand the role of 
individuals within historical 
events but the nature and 
phase of the class struggle. It 
also encourages further leaps 
of logic. 
     For instance the 
explanation as to why 
Khruschev pursued the path of 
a drive towards consumer 
production in an attempt to 
compete with the West on its 
own terms, is “there is a sense 
that ideas have a life of their 
own” a wholly anti-Marxist 
sentiment. Ideas do not hang 
around in the ether waiting to 
be plucked out of the air, they 
are a product of the particular 
conditions within the class 
struggle and there is little 
treatment given to an 
explanation as to why these 
‘bourgeois’ sentiments would 
have taken hold in a Socialist 
society which had eliminated 
class divisions. 

     This is an area which has 
not yet been treated to a 
serious historical analysis by 
Marxists. The immediate post-
Stalin period of Soviet history 
is one which still deeply divides 
people in the Communist 
movement today and it is 
perhaps a desire not to further 
accentuate these divisions that 
has prevented a serious 
analysis. 
     However there is much in 
Socialism Betrayed that is of 
value to those seeking to 
understand the legacy of the 
first Socialist experiment. It is 
in the economic sphere that 
the authors really come into 
their own. 
     The black market or, more 
accurately, the Second 
Economy has been for a long 
time severely misunderstood 
and misrepresented. The very 
mention of it conjures up 
images of men in trench coats 
trying to sell you Swiss 
watches. But it was a much 
more widespread and common 
phenomenon. Second economy 
refers to any form of economic 
activity that was not part of the 
centralised, planned, socialist 
economy, from highly illegal 
activities to petty corruption 
to aspects of day-to-day 
activity such as repairs, services 
and even production. 
     Between the early 1960s 
and late 1980s, official national 
income increased fourfold, but 
the second economy had 
grown by more than eighteen 
times.  By 1988 the second 
economy had grown to the 
extent that it accounted for 
nearly 20-25 per cent of all 

personal wealth. Whilst there 
we’re certainly in the past 
ideological aberrations that 
may have potentially presented 
a challenge to the existence of 
Socialism in the Soviet Union, 
it wasn’t until there was an 
economic basis for it that it 
would truly have the potential 
to reverse the historic triumph 
of October 1917. The growth 
of the Second Economy not 
only allowed for the 
emergence of the embryonic 
class that would assume power 
in the early ‘90s – the 
managers of state enterprises 
as well as those individuals 
involved in the more criminal 
aspects of the Second 
economy - the growth of the 
second economy chipped away 
at the economic ties that the 
working class had to the 
‘official’ socialist economy since 
the chaos created by 
Perestroika meant that many 
citizens increasingly turned to 
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Critically examining the record of the socialist states is vital for the 
In this Book@bedtime Sylvia Jones talks us through Roger Keeran and 
Soviet Union.  
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the second economy for goods 
and services. 
     As Socialism Betrayed put it 
“The collapse of the Soviet 
Union did not occur because of 
an internal economic crisis or 
popular uprising. It occurred 
because of the reforms initiated 
at the top.” It was “the 
treatment of the illness rather 
than the illness itself that caused 
the death of the patient.” 
     It also effectively deals with 
alternative explanations for the 
collapse – although quite why 
this is shunted at the back as an 
epilogue remains to be seen. 
Both those advanced by 
opponents and proponents 
alike. The all too familiar 
arguments that Socialism failed 
because humans are ultimately 
selfish, is not a new argument 
and has been dealt with 
effectively in other Challenge 
articles so it’s not worth 
retreading well worn steps 
here. However there is a sense 
that some of the other 
contributing factors, whilst 
recognised as having some 
validity by the authors are not 
given nearly enough 
prominence. 
     The level of external 
pressure exerted on the Soviet 
Union of the course of its 
entire existence was immense. 

Putting aside for the time being 
the obvious earlier examples - 
invasion by 14 imperialist 
countries during the civil war, 
the long imposed economic 
isolation of the Soviet Union 
and the fascist invasion which 
cost the lives of 28 million 
Soviet citizens - at the height of 
the Cold War the level of arms 
that the Soviet Union was 
forced into producing 
constituted nearly 30% of the 
economy. Their commitment to 
national liberation movements 
and other Socialist governments 
ran at more than $44 billion per 
year. Of course an effective 
centrally planned economy 
should be sufficiently robust to 
deal with these factors as well 
as of course dealing with the 
long period of espionage and 
sabotage pursued by the 
imperialist powers. It is also 
almost certain that the 
bureaucratised style of decision 
making, the lack of rigorous 
ideological discussion and 
debate and the fact that the 
working class became 
increasingly isolated and 
alienated from Party and state 
structures meant that those 
that supported the continuation 
of a Socialist system in the 
Soviet Union and Eastern 
Europe were not effectively 

future of the socialist movement and is a key component of Marxism. 
Thomas Kenny’s Socialism Betrayed: Behind the Collapse of the 
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mobilised in support of its 
continued existence. 
      When socialism was 
overturned it was not to the 
sound of mass resistance or 
mass support but with a 
reluctant sigh and a whimper. 
     Unfortunately Socialism 
Betrayed leaves the reader 
feeling a little wanting. But 
this is perhaps not the fault of 
the book itself, the scale, 
speed and shock of the 
collapse of socialism in the 
Soviet Union and Eastern 
Europe means that there is 
often a desire, even amongst 
supposed Marxists for some 
kind of ‘silver-bullet’ 
explanation that will 
illuminate all and guarantee 
the success of all attempts to 
build Socialism in the future. 
Of course this is an entirely 
ahistorical and un-Marxian 
supposition. Revolutions and 
indeed counter-revolutions 
cannot be explained in ten 
words or less without 
creating further confusion 
and misrepresentation. Even 
more importantly their 
analysis by successive 
generations of Marxists, 
continuing to re-analyse 
historical developments in 
order to better understand 
how the struggle develops 
today and in the future is one 
of the key components of 
Marxist theory and allows it 
to continue to thrive and 
develop as a living theory. As 
the former Chinese premier 
Zhou Enlai said to a journalist 
when asked what he thought 
of the French Revolution “it’s 
too soon to tell.” 

There is much 
in Socialism 
Betrayed that is 
of value to 
those seeking 
to understand 
the legacy of 
the first Socialist 
experiment. It is 
in the 
economic 
sphere that the 
authors really 
come into their 
own. 
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important character outside the 
family, who turns from talking 
religion to talking communism 
without any need to change his 
moral stance. Got a lot of sinful 
idears – but they seem kinda 
sensible. That remark sums it all 
up. 
     If you’re moved by The 
Grapes of Wrath, get hold of 
another Steinbeck novel  In 
Dubious Battle, written in 1936. 
This is no literary masterpiece 
but it’s more overtly political 
than the later book. It’s 
concerned entirely with trade 
union struggles. It shows how 
the sort of state violence 
inflicted on British miners in 
1984-85 has been the common 
experience of militant workers 
in the USA.   

I was a teenager when this 
novel was published in 
1939. It made a deep 
impression on me. The 
Grapes of Wrath recounts 
the struggles of a single 
family of tenant farmers 
thrown off their land during 
the great depression of the 
1930s and forced to join the 
proletarians seeking casual 
work in California. During 
the capitalist era millions of 
tenant farmers all over the 
world have faced a similar 
trauma. 
     Like Tressell’s, 
Steinbeck’s words are full of 
anger at the profit system 
and the way it pits people 
against each other. 
Californians, fearing for 
their jobs, call the 
immigrants Oakies, just as 
other victims are today 
labelled Pakis. Steinbeck’s 
compassion is for all 
humanity; the exploited and 
those forced to exploit or 
cheat them. Like the 
farmer’s son who becomes 
a tractor driver for a big 
landowner and drives his 
machine over the family 
home, because it’s a job, 
and jobs are scarce. 
     Unlike The Ragged 

Trousered Philanthopists, The 
Grapes of Wrath doesn’t 
describe the socialist 
alternative. But there’s a 
vision of a better future 
when the Joad family get a 
pitch in a Federal 
government camp. There 
the migrant folk have 
established their own 
organisation to welcome 
newcomers, manage their 
common affairs, and police 
the community. 
     The book has an unusual 
pattern. Every other 
chapter gives an 
impressionistic, almost 
poetic, account of some 
aspect of the geographical, 
economic and social 
background, showing the 
havoc wreaked by 
capitalism. The alternate 
chapters concentrate on the 
Joad family’s struggle to 
cross half a continent in a 
decrepit vehicle, and to re-
establish their lives in a 
strange environment. So 
political generalisation is at 
once turned into intense 
personal experience. 
     The epic story is told 
entirely from the family’s 
point of view, so vividly that 
we share their ignorance, 

surprise, anger, despair, 
hope and determination. 
The three generations are 
fully rounded characters, 
displayed in all their 
strengths and weaknesses. 
The form is historical but 
the content will be 
contemporary so long as 
capitalism survives to 
torture humanity. 
        Tom Joad, the eldest 
son, slowly learns from 
bitter experience that he 
must struggle not against 
individuals but against the 
system itself. When he has 
to leave the family after 
tangling with authority, he 
says farewell to his mother 
in words of commitment 
and solidarity: Wherever 
they’s a fight so hungry people 
can eat, I’ll be there. 
Wherever they’s a cop beating 
up a guy, I’ll be there. An’ 
when our folks eat the stuff 
they raise an’ live in the 
houses they build – why, I’ll be 
there.  
     It’s Ma who holds the 
family together, conquering 
her own fears and doubts 
to keep up their morale and 
support Tom. 
     He has gleaned much 
from the preacher, the only 
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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 
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