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editorial 
Dear Comrades, 
 
Welcome to the latest issue of Challenge. For the last few months we’ve been in 
a period of phoney war with first the New Labour and now the Con-Dem 
governments drawing the lines for their class offensive but not willing to unleash 
it for fear of low popularity. However, while we still have time to challenge the 
rationale that cuts are necessary and to make the argument that it should still be 
the monopoly capitalists that pay for their crisis, our key job in the coming 
period will be to resist the redundancies and massive cuts to front line services. 
 
We give you the tools to challenge the cuts consensus in Tim Gulliver’s expose 
of the misguided rationale behind the neoliberal Con-Dem ideology (p.9).We 
also see Bernadette Wang give a full breakdown of the cuts and what they mean 
for working people (pp.10-12 ). Turning to the international sphere Maya 
Llamazares surveys the strength of the international communist fight back against 
the cuts and urges us to do more in this country (pp.24-25). 
 
The death of formal YCL National Secretary Jimmy Reid also provides us with a 
timely reminder of how cuts were resisted in the past. When a Liquidator was 
appointed to Upper Clyde Shipbuilders Ltd. with the prospect of thousands of 
workers losing their jobs the shop stewards, under Reid’s leadership, took over 
the yards to prove the financial viability of the consortium and force a massive 
loss for the then Tory Prime Minister, Edward Heath. James Rodie looks at his 
life and this important struggle (pp.18-19) 
 
This summer also sees the re-launch of the radical rural newspaper Country 
Standard. Originally published by the Communist Party in 1935 it has provided 
an important rallying point for the left in campaigning on issues important to 
agricultural workers and giving a view of the countryside that isn’t simply that of 
the large landowners. Chris Kaufman outlines the importance of the journal and 
celebrates its history (p.22) while we give readers a taste of what’s in store with 
Brian Denny’s article on the EU’s Common Agricultural Policy (p.23). 
 
Along with our regular Book@Bedtime (pp.26-27) we also have both music 
(p.20) and video game (p.13) reviews for you to get your teeth into. Poetry 
Corner sees the launch of a Limerick competition, to which I urge as many 
readers as possible to send contributions. More information on p.21 . 
 
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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uan Manuel Santos has 
won an easy victory over 
Green Party candidate 

Antanas Mockus in the second 
round of Colombia’s presidential 
elections. 
     Taking 69% of the vote Santos 
thanked former president and 
fellow Social National Unity Party 
member Ulvaro Uribe stating that 
it was his victory as well and that 
he was one of the “best 
presidents” in Colombia’s history. 
Uribe has been linked to a number 
of right wing paramilitaries as well 
as faced numerous allegations of 
corruption. 
     Unemployment in Colombia 
stands at around 12% and Santos 
also faces serious challenges from 
drug cartels and paramilitaries.  
     Santos must also try to 
improve relations with his regional 
neighbours. Both Venezuela and 
Ecuador had frozen relations with 
Uribe’s regime due to cross-
border raids by the Colombian 
military and allegations that 
Chavez harbours Revolutionary 
Armed Forces of Colombia 
(FARC) paramilitaries. 
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in the news 

rom August 25th to 
August 29th this year, 
the youth leagues of 

the Chinese and Vietnamese 
Communist Parties will jointly 
hold a youth gala in China’s 
southern province of Guangxi 
to mark 2010 as the ‘Sino-
Vietnamese friendship year’. 
     The festival will be 
attended by around 32,000 
people and will include 
forums on friendship and 
peace, evening parties and 
concerts, sports competitions 
and various joint activities 

such as planting trees. The 
youth leagues’ representatives 
will then sign a formal 
‘friendship contract’. 
     The two countries went 
through a period of mutual 
hostility following China’s 
abortive attack on Vietnam in 
1979, but relations have 
steadily improved, with China 
rendering assistance to its 
southern neighbour by 
sending teams for landmine 
clearance among other tasks. 
Trade has grown significantly 
– China is now Vietnam’s 

largest trading partner - and 
the countries now have an 
open border policy. While 
some disputes remain 
Vietnam’s Deputy Prime 
Minister, Nguyen Tan Dung, 
stated recently that ‘border 
and territorial issues will be 
gradually resolved in a spirit 
of friendship and 
comradeship’. 
     Vietnam’s President, Tran 
Duc Luong, is due to visit 
China later this year to meet 
with his Chinese counterpart 
Hu Jintao. 

J 

Right retains Right retains Right retains 
power in power in power in 
ColombiaColombiaColombia   
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fghan war logs leaked 
by US not-for-profit 
organisation Wikileaks 

toward the end of July have 
revealed the true brutality of 
the war in Afghanistan – and 
the extent to which it is 
hidden by official military 
reports. 
    The Pentagon has lashed 
out at Wikileaks, insisting the 

more than 76,000 documents 
so far released will put lives at 
risk, but company chief Julian 
Assange has attacked 
Pentagon threats to censor 
the press organisation. 
    Revelations include 
evidence of a systematic 
disinformation process – for 
example, reporting after 
airstrikes that there were no 

Sir Philip Green appointed ‘efficiency tsar’Sir Philip Green appointed ‘efficiency tsar’  
he Con-Dem coalition 
could not have made 
its class allegiance 

clearer than by the 
appointment of billionaire tax-
dodger Sir Philip Green as its 
new ‘efficiency tsar’. 
     Green, whose assets are 
estimated at over £4 thousand 
million, was calculated to have 
evaded over £300 million in tax 
during 2005 alone by 
accountant Richard Murphy. 
Following the pre-election 
furore over Tory grandee Lord 
Ashcroft’s tax-dodging antics, 
the Conservative Party’s 
enthusiasm for this crook does 
not come as a surprise, but it 
does expose the hypocrisy of 
the Liberal Democrats, who 
railed against tax evasion by 
the super rich during the 
election campaign. 
     The government’s 
enthusiasm for cutting the 
deficit apparently does not 

extend to ensuring that the 
rich meet even their legal tax 
obligations, let alone take their 
fair share of the pain for the 
economic crisis that they 
caused. Instead, Cameron has 
decided to target benefit fraud, 
a genuine if hysterically 
overblown problem which 
accounts for less than 5% of 
the cost of tax evasion to the 
Treasury, according to Inland 
Revenue. Even, according to 
the Department for Work and 
Pensions it is dwarfed by 
money lost due to official error 
(which accounts for 2.1% of 
incapacity benefit spending, 
compared to 0.5% for 
fraudulent claims). Cameron’s 
plans – which include using 
private credit agencies to spy 
on the spending habits of those 
in receipt of benefits – will 
hammer the poorest and most 
vulnerable people in the 
country: people who have 

overwhelmingly paid towards 
the benefits they are now 
claiming, in taxes and national 

insurance paid while they were 
in work. Unlike Sir Philip 
Green. 
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civilian casualties, 
often without 
even having 
investigated the 
claim. In 
September 2009, 
for instance, an 
airstrike at 
Kunduz was 
reported by 
NATO to have 
killed 56 “enemy 
insurgents”, while 
an official Afghan 
enquiry 
concluded that 
the same strike 
had killed 
“between 30 and 
70 civilians.” 

     They have also revealed 
evidence of war crimes 
committed by secret CIA 
paramilitaries – described by 
the euphemism OGA, for 
‘Other Government Agency’ – 
who engage daily in 
confrontations with civilians and 
are responsible for so many 
deaths that even US puppet 
president Hamid Karzai has 
accused the US of regarding 

Afghan lives as ‘cheap’. NATO 
forces keep much of this quiet 
by paying hush money to 
families of up to $1,500 ‘a 
corpse’. 
     But many assaults on 
civilians go uncompensated, and 
certainly unpunished. Both US 
and French forces have opened 
fire on schoolbuses; ‘smart’ 
bombs have missed their 
targets completely and 
devastated villages; the 
operations of agencies like 
‘Task Force 373’ remain 
shrouded in mystery. 
     Many of the civilian deaths in 
Afghanistan are probably not 
planned by Western armies – 
but the evidence suggests that 
they do not give them much 
cause for concern. In any case, 
the military occupation of a 
country always comes at a high 
price in human lives. US 
commander General 
McChrystal has ordered more 
detailed reporting of civilian 
casualties. It is not enough. 
Only the withdrawal of the 
occupying armies will end the 
bloodshed in Afghanistan. 

Afghan ‘war logs’ Afghan ‘war logs’ 
reveal butcheryreveal butchery  



ony Blair has 
announced that he 
will hand over 
‘several million 

pounds’ in profits from his 
forthcoming memoirs to the 
Royal British Legion, a charity 
which cares for injured ex-
servicemen and women, as a 
way of marking the 
‘enormous sacrifice’ made by 
the armed forces. 
     The money will no doubt 
be welcomed by the charity, 
but campaigners warned that 
it could not make amends for 
the former prime minister’s 
warmongering record, which 
has resulted in the deaths of 
hundreds of British soldiers 
in the invasions of Iraq and 
Afghanistan, not to mention 
the more than a million 
deaths in the invaded 
countries. “It’s OK doing this 
now, but it was decisions 
Blair made while prime 
minister which got us into 
this situation. I still hold him 
responsible for the death of 
my son,” stated Rose Gentle 
of Military Families against 
the War, whose 19 year old 
son Gordon Campbell 
Gentle was killed in 2004. 
     Many around the country 
will find it hard to see Blair’s 
decision as anything but a 
cynical publicity ploy. Not 
only has his decision led to 

far more column inches 
about the book than a simple 
release but Blair will no 
doubt also be hoping that 
many who would otherwise 
not buy ‘A Journey’ (the 
original title, ‘The Journey’, 
presumably dropped because 
of the messianic overtones) 
due to revulsion at Blair’s 
war crimes may now dip into 
their pockets to get it on the 
bestsellers list. 
     The Hutton and Chilcot 
enquiries into the war are 
seen as having given the ex-
premier an easy ride, with 
over a third of respondents 
to a 2009 survey demanding 
that Blair be placed on trial 
for war crimes. Many 
questions regarding the 
circumstances of the march 
to war remain unexplained, 
with medical experts 
demanding a new enquiry 
into the death of Dr David 
Kelly, whose body was found 
in 2003 after he was linked 
to a leak to the BBC on the 
grounds for going to war. Dr 
Michael Powers, QC, a 
former coroner, led the 
demands, expressing doubt 
over the official verdict of 
suicide which was reached by 
a government backed enquiry 
after Blair blocked a 
coroner’s inquest. 

he Con-Dem 
government has u-
turned on its 
announced plans to 

scrap free milk for the under-
5s.  
     With dreaded chants of 
‘Cameron, Cameron, milk-
snatcher’ presumably ringing 
in his ears the Prime Minister 
rejected the plans suggested 
by junior health minister 
Anne Milton. 
     Currently around one and 
half million children from low 
income families receive a 
third of a pint of milk a day at 
a cost of £50 million a year. 
Milton wanted to scrap the 
scheme on the basis that it 
was too costly and milk did 
not have proven health 

benefits. It was attacked on 
the basis of being a relic of a 
post-war world in which such 
things as society cooperating 
and protecting the weakest 
might have been necessary. 
     Cameron’s overruling of 
the policy was so swift that 
Universities minister David 
Willetts was forced to change 
his position live on the BBC. 
     Cameron’s decision can 
either be seen as a 
floundering PM out of touch 
with what his government is 
doing, or as an attempted PR 
plot to portray a break with 
the Conservative’s 
Thatcherite past as they 
prepare to throw themselves 
fully into the ruling class 
offensive and ‘austerity’ 

6 

NEWS  

T 
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T 

Milk snatchers Milk snatchers 
return to formreturn to form  

Blair donates Blair donates 
profits from profits from 

memoirsmemoirs  



7 

CHI NA 

“Chinese workers challenge 
Beijing’s authority”, boomed a 
Wall Street Journal headline in 
June following a wave of strikes at 
various industrial plants around 
China. For a week or so, 
Western papers were full of 
reports on these ‘unofficial’ 
walkouts and how they 
represented a crisis for the 
Chinese government. 
     The strikes in question began 
on 17thMay, when 1,800 workers 
walked out of a Honda plant in 
China’s Guangdong province. 
Further walkouts continued 
during June and July, with the 
unrest spreading to Toyota plants 
in the northern city of Tianjin, 
while a spate of suicides at 
factories owned by the Taiwanese 
electronics corporation Foxconn 
also drew attention to appalling 
working conditions prevalent in 
many mainland factories. 
     Nonetheless, the idea that 
these strikes represented 
opposition to the Chinese 
authorities runs into some 
serious problems. For one thing, 
none of the strikes were at 
Chinese owned plants; the 
Chinese press gave extensive and 
sympathetic coverage to the 
strikers, and supported their 

demands against their employers; 
and the wave of industrial action 
has opened up a wide ranging 
debate in China on how to 
improve unions so as to enable 
better protection for working 
people. 
     Socialists may object that the 
very fact that strikes are going 
ahead raises concerns about the 
socialist nature of the Chinese 
state – since such strikes over 
wages and working conditions are 
indicators of antagonistic class 
relations in the country. Such 
concerns are valid, but fail to 
place these strikes in the context 
of China’s development. Since the 
late 1970s, the Chinese 
Communist Party has emphasised 
that they are building ‘the primary 
stage of socialism’. The eleventh 
Party Congress in 1977-78 
acknowledged that China had in 
1949 been an extremely 
underdeveloped nation, whose 
economy was dominated by semi-
colonial and feudal modes of 
production. The approach of the 
Mao years – to build socialism 
and communism from scratch on 
this basis – was rejected as 
foolhardy, and the development 
of China’s productive forces was 
prioritised. This, the Party 

admitted, would require the 
influx of foreign investment and 
the development of some 
capitalist elements in the 
national economy: but such 
elements would be kept under 
control, and the Party would 
ensure that the country 
continued to lay the 
groundwork for socialism. 
     The results of this economic 
policy have been extremely 
successful in some obvious ways. 
Hundreds of millions of people 
have been lifted out of poverty – 
living standards are much higher 
than they were in the 1970s and 
hunger is a thing of the past. Life 
expectancy and literacy, already 
much improved under Mao 
when compared to the previous 
epoch, have continued to rise to 
the point where a baby born in 
Shanghai can now expect to live 
longer than one born in London 
or New York. 
     On the other hand, Deng 
Xiaoping emphasised that the 
new economic approach would 
be one of trial and error – or, as 
he put it, ‘crossing the river by 
feeling the stones’. Many of the 
problems of the introduction of 
the market, and of foreign 
corporations, were not 

The idea that 
these strikes 
represented 
opposition to 
the Chinese 
authorities runs 
into some 
serious 
problems 

Ben Chacko investigates the wave of industrial unrest that struck China this 
summer and dispels some myths about Chinese industrial relations. 

strikesstrikes  
ChinaChina  
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successfully predicted by the Party. 
Some communists may deny stories 
they hear of Chinese workers 
working long hours for miserable 
wages, being unable to remonstrate 
with their employers, or powerless 
to insist on proper health and 
safety provisions. They are wrong 
to do so – these problems exist, 
the Chinese recognise them, and 
they are being dealt with. There are 
antagonistic class relations in 
Chinese cities. This was always 
going to be the case when capitalist 
corporations were allowed to 
operate – but it no more makes 
the Chinese government ‘capitalist’ 
than similar situations in Venezuela 
or Bolivia negate their 
governments’ commitment to 
socialism. 
     One of the most significant 
problems to emerge in China 
through the 1990s was that welfare 
provision had previously been 
provided by one’s ‘danwei’ or work 
unit – to which every state 
employed worker in China 
belonged. This situation was fine in 
the 1960s, when all employees 
worked for state run enterprises, 
or collective farms. But the 
protections afforded workers by 
the ‘danwei’ were frequently not 
available to those employed by a 
growing private sector. 
     From 2003, the Hu Jintao 
administration has done much to 
rectify this situation and bring the 
private sector into line. In 2006, 
Walmart, the US supermarket firm, 
was forced by the Chinese 
government to recognise trade 
unions in its workplaces – the first 
place in the world in which it had 
to do so. Between 2007 and 2009 
new employment laws, specifically 
directed at the private sector, 
forced private companies (including 
foreign companies) to allow a 

minimum of four weeks’ annual 
holiday, as well as to provide 
employees with health insurance 
and contribute to union-run 
pension schemes. Legal minimum 
wages are determined by 
provinces, since the disparity in 
development between the east 
coast and the interior is still large. 
But wages have been rising: last 
July, to take two examples, Beijing 
raised the minimum wage to 960 
yuan a month, while Shenzhen 
raised it to 1,100 yuan a month. 
Indeed, the average annual wage of 
an urban worker rose from 12,422 
yuan to 29,229 yuan between 2002 
and 2009 – impressive progress by 
any standards. 
     So why the strikes? Well, we 
must begin by dispelling the myth, 
peddled by the Western media, 
that strikes are illegal in China. 
They are not, as anyone who has 
lived there knows. The All China 
Federation of Trade Unions 
(ACFTU) recorded 10,000 labour 
disputes in 2009, with around 10% 
resulting in strike action. But the 
strikes at the Honda and Toyota 
plants were not organised by the 
ACFTU, but by individual workers 
coming together. 
     Again, we are dealing with a 
problem of adaptation to an 
economy with market elements – 
this time by the ACFTU. China’s 
economy is still ‘planned’, and most 
enterprises are still government 
run, including all of the 
‘commanding heights’ of the 
economy (oil, finance, transport, 
etc.) – but it includes a role for 
capitalism in certain areas. Unions 
in the 1960s did not have to deal 
with capitalists, any more than their 
counterparts in the USSR did. 
Unions looked after worker 
productivity, industrial safety, social 
and cultural activities, and services 

CHINA 

such as clinics, holiday homes, 
libraries and clubs. With wages 
determined centrally, they did 
not have to negotiate with them 
– and they still aren’t very good 
at it. 
     However, one thing you are 
unlikely to hear much about in 
the Western press is how willing 
they are to admit this. Zhang 
Jianguo, the head of collective 
contracts at ACFTU, warned 
this year that the Federation was 
in danger of becoming ‘obsolete’ 
in the light of the recent strikes, 
unless it became more adept at 
organising workers to stand up 
for their rights. Like the 
Communist Party and major 
media outlets such as People’s 
Daily, he welcomed the wave of 
strikes, and publicly supported 
the strikers; when Honda and 
Foxconn gave in to pressure, 
raising salaries by 34% and 30% 
respectively, People’s Daily 
described the wage hikes as 
‘long overdue’. “Many cadres of 
trade unions fail to adequately 
protect workers’ rights,” 
admitted Zhang. “Official unions 
must learn from the example of 
these workers.” 
     Exactly how to do that is an 
ongoing debate in China; Wang 
Yang, the Secretary of the 
Communist Party in Guangdong 
province, has enacted laws to 
‘professionalise union staff’ by 
taking them off company 
payrolls, so as to ‘enable the 
ACFTU to become more 
combative’. Different measures 
may well be taken in different 
provinces – the Chinese 
Communist Party, like the 
ACFTU, understands that it 
does not have all the answers. 
But they have woken up to the 
problem. These strikes were 
good for China – and good for 
socialism.  
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The economic situation has 
given the ruling class the 
perfect alibi to inflict their 
ideology upon the country. The 
Tories are able to bring about 
their pro-business, anti-state 
(which, as we all know, means 
anti-democratic and anti-
worker) policies. These 
policies are dressed up in 
liberal ideals of individuality, 
freedom, choice, aspiration and 
the “local”. What makes the 
situation worse is that the 
“pain” of the cuts is being 
blamed on the previous Labour 
government. The public are 
being told that the recession 
was not the systemic failure of 
capitalism, but the fault of a 
bloated public sector. 
     But who would not agree 
with the following: more 
choice; less bureaucracy; more 
local decision-making; efficient 
public services? Unfortunately 
the way the Con-Dems seek to 
bring about this “revolution” is 
by selling the country to the 
lowest bidder. We will 
examine this in two of the key 
policy areas announced so far – 
schools and the NHS. 
     The schools policies led by 
Michael Gove are a classic 
example of local empowerment 
being used as a mask for big 
business profiteering. The 
offensive began with the usual 
‘removal of bureaucracy and 
local decision-making’ mantra. 
In this case the local is to be 
devolved so far that parents 
will be allowed to set up and 
run schools themselves. What 

began under the New Labour 
academies program to help 
failing schools (a policy so 
flawed I don’t have space to go 
into it now) is to be extended 
so that every school, with a 
particular focus on the best 
achieving, will be “freed” from 
local government control. 
     At the same time as schools 
are to be turned into micro-
businesses, run by educational 
companies bought in by pushy 
parents, the Building Schools 
for the Future program is also 
abolished. So not only are 
schools taken away from 
democratically accountable 
local bodies, those bodies are 
left with no money to improve 
the schools that remain in their 
control. In effect the 
government is telling parents 
“if you want new schools, you 
have to go to the private 
sector and ask them to build 
them”. This two-pronged 
attack is designed to dismantle 
local government and clear 
space for commercial 
companies to move in. 
     Exactly the same process is 
happening in the NHS. Primary 
Care Trusts will be abolished 
and GP surgeries will manage 
their budgets. Seeing that the 
primary function of a GP is to 
treat patients, they will have 
little time to retrain as 
accountants and business 
managers. Logically the first 
thing a practice will have to do, 
if it wants its doctors to carry 
on treating people, is to bring a 
private management company 

in to carry out the role of the 
PCT. We will have profit 
making companies not only 
leeching money out of the 
system, but also making 
financial decisions on clinical 
care, placing budgets before 
health. This will end any 
pretence of universal coverage 
and hail the new dawn of the 
postcode lottery. 
     And what is next in this 
liberating agenda? We already 
know about the plans for 
elected Police Commissioners. 
Given the “common sense” 
agenda, who is likely to be 
elected? The Commissioner 
who focuses on rehabilitation, 
community care, building 
relationships and trust with the 
public, understanding the 
causes of crime – all costly 
policies? Or will it be the 
Commissioner that puts as 
many police on the streets as 
possible, comes down hard on 
“gangs of youths” and does it 
all on the cheap? Is it 
unrealistic to see this as a step 
towards a police state run by 
private security firms? 
     We must also not forget 
Royal Mail – even New Labour 
wanted to sell that off. First to 
dispel some myths. 1. Royal 
Mail is profitable. 2. The reason 
Royal Mail has a pension deficit 
is because Royal Mail 
management, not the staff, 
took a “payment holiday” from 
making contributions. A holiday 
that lasted an unbelievable TEN 
years! If Royal Mail is 
privatised, which bits are likely 

to go? I can, using my psychic 
powers, predict that it won’t 
be the parts that are not 
generating profit. The 
privateers will suck up all the 
choice contracts, leaving the 
taxpayer to look after the 
postman who has to walk up 
your garden path. Here’s a 
radical idea. If the government 
wants to turn Royal Mail into a 
first class service it only needs 
to do one simple thing. Give it 
back its monopoly. Kick out 
DHL, TNT and the rest. End 
the farce of TNT collecting 
mail from business customers 
and taking it to Royal Mail 
depots for them to sort and 
deliver, creaming of a profit for 
this minimal service. 
     The electorate have been 
lied to. It is easy to blame 
Labour for the economic crisis, 
a crisis of neo-liberal capitalism. 
Unfortunately the public have 
believed the lie that the way to 
fix capitalism is to have an 
accelerated, steroid pumped 
version of neo-liberal market 
policies. Capitalism is failing, 
but the electorate has voted 
for even more of the same. 
     Many of you will know that 
I like to end on quotes. I have 
two for you this month: 
     “I don’t want more choice, I 
just want nicer things!” – Edina 
Monsoon. 
     “The problems that exist in 
the world today cannot be 
solved by the level of thinking 
that created them” - Albert 
Einstein 

CON-DEMS  

Common Common   

Tim Gulliver challenges the 
underlying ideology behind of Con-
Dems latest proposals. 
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Machinarium  
Machinarium is a point-and-click adventure game by Amrita Design. The 
player controls a small robot which needs to solve certain puzzles to 
continue the adventure. This is generally a successful gameplay device, 
however in Machinarium it seems to have been poorly implemented. 
This is because the solutions to puzzles are not obvious, and therefore 
often descend into a frustrating clicking spree or finding an internet 
walkthrough. 
     My second gripe with the game is that it's coded in Flash, and for 
some reason that ran quite badly on my PC; it took up an around of 
50% of my CPU usage and ran at an average of 11 frames per second. 
This made it practically useless at full HD resolution, compare that to 
the recent Secret of Monkey Island: Special Edition which is coded in 
C++ and ran at a solid 30 fps in full HD. 
     Machinarium's strong point is its artistic graphics, each setting is 
beautifully hand-drawn and conveys the atmosphere of the game per-
fectly. They prove that it's possible to make an immersive game world 

without the bombastic 3D models found in most modern games. It's also a success for an independent game studio which is making avant-garde 
games in an industry heavily populated by big mainstream game developers. 
     One of Anita Design's early games 'Samorost' is available to play free on their website http://amanita-design.net/samorost-1/ 

World in Conflict  
World in Conflict is a real-time strategy game from Massive Entertain-
ment, previously known for the 'Ground Control' series. And like 
Ground Control, World in Conflict was one of those games which 
looked cool when it came out and then quickly faded into obscurity. 
     It takes place in the remnants of a paranoid American fantasy in 
which instead of losing the Cold War, the USSR invades the United 
States. It seems to be taking its cue from Red Alert 2, except it ignores 
the brilliant post-modernist satire and instead takes itself very seriously. 
The opening cut scene includes seemingly random shots of soldiers 
carrying the United States flag, and for audiences in Britain I suspect the 
effect of patriotism will be lost. 
     The gameplay differs from traditional real-time strategy by focusing 
more on the action and tactics while leaving out the resource manage-
ment, empire building and colonisation. The player is forced to rely on 
the territory and maximise the strengths of each unit to eliminate the 
enemy. Anti-tank units should garrison in buildings, infantry should hide 
in forests to ambush jeep convoys etc. Think of it as a small-scale Total 
War battle. 

Alien Swarm  
Alien Swarm is a top-down co-op shooter from Valve. Its main advantages draw from the fact it's free and open-source, this means teams can 
easily form and play together. The team game mechanics apply very much the same as they did in Left4Dead; any player that leaves the safety of 

the group is overwhelmed and killed. This discriminates as much against 
players who push ahead as those who lag behind, forcing the players to 
adapt to one another's strengths. 
     Despite this, approaching the end of each level the game tends to 
break down into a foray after which it's ‘every man for himself’. Players 
sometimes all make a mad dash for safety and refuse to stop by and 
heal team-mates. Along with Left4Dead Team Fortress also shines 
through as an influence, the class-based combat makes the team much 
more interdependent. 
     The game isn't fully finished, that's left up to the audience to do (the 
game comes with a relatively easy level editor). If one were cynical this 
could all be a plot by Valve to get their audience to do the hard work 
of making and refining their games – after all their last two major re-
leases originated in mods of their previous games. However, given the 
quality of the outcome I think they can be let off. And if you're at a 
LAN party waiting for the 5th member of your Counter-Strike clan to 
turn up, Alien Swarm is well worth a try. 

Video Game 
Reviews 

Pierre Marshall explores some of the 
latest video game releases 



The June emergency budget 
announcement by George 
Osborne was merely the parting 
shot in what’s likely to be a 
protracted class war pursued by 
the ConDem government on 
working class jobs, pay, pensions 
and living standards. This 
includes an all-out attack on the 
'social wage'—social benefits and 
public services which are the 
hallmark of a civilised society, 
paid for out of taxes on the 
capitalist class as well as on 
workers. 
     Of course the emergency 
budget wasn’t bad news for 
everyone, the defeat of the New 
Labour government at the 
general election has seen the 
stripping away of the carefully 
crafted veneer that we’re all in it 
together. The budget proved to 
be a bonanza for the super-rich, 
big business and those in the 
City with unprecedented cuts in 
corporation tax, cuts on 
taxation of business profits and 
withdrawal of the proposed 
increase in employers NI 
contribution. This would appear 
to those who’ve swallowed the 
monopoly capitals lies to be 
entirely contradictory, since it 
will actually reduce the amount 
of government revenue to the 
tune of £38bn a year. Needless 
to say the government has a few 
ideas as to how to raise this 
extra money but clearly not 
everyone is required to make 

CON-DEM CUTS  
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With the ‘emergency’ budget 
announcement the ConDem government 
has drawn the battle lines for its offensive 
on public services. Bernadette Wang looks at 
the cuts agenda and outlines the Communist 
response. 

sacrifices. 
     What 
isn’t being 
addressed 
in any of the 
parliamentary 
debates so far of 
course is that 
these 
swingeing 
cuts in 
public expenditure are far from 
necessary or inevitable. It is 
unsurprising that the challenge to 
this argument is not being made. 
The difference between the three 
main parties has always been one 
of timing rather than fundamental 
programmatic differences. Even if 
New Labour had been returned 
to government they had already 
planned to cut public spending 
programmes by around £130 
billion by 2015. Of course these 
cuts were buried in their targets, 
rather than made explicit in their 
General Election manifesto, A 
Future Fair for All. New Labour 
had however at least guaranteed 
that there would be no reduction 
in planned current expenditure 
until the 2011-12 financial year, 
although additional capital 
spending and scheduled projects 
would have been axed 
immediately. Since there was no 
attempt to raise additional 
revenue, the basis for these 
claims that on overly optimistic 
estimates of economic growth, 
tax proceeds, unemployment 

costs, inflation, 
interest rates 
etc.   

     The mantra that we are facing 
a deficit crisis is more a reflection 
of the ideological commitment 
which has found its expression 
under successive Tory and New 
Labour governments since the 
1980s and continues under the 
new Con-Dem government. 
Over the last thirty years, the 
British ruling class have been 
engaged in an all-out assault on 
public services with the increasing 
role of the private sector in 
education and health being the 
most prominent feature of this 
current phase.  
     The bourgeois parties’ have 
failed to recognise the economic 
crisis as an indictment of their 
own obsession with the market, 
instead they are cynically using 
the opportunity to hack away at 
the gains made by British working 
people throughout the twentieth 
century and return us to the 
unregulated ‘classical’ capitalism 
of the nineteenth century. The 
debt crisis is nothing to do with 
‘excessive’ public spending, 
whatever the Con-Dems say – 

The axemen 

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.  

cometh 
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even the Office for Budget 
Responsibility (hardly a bastion of 
revolutionaries) acknowledges that 
two thirds of the deficit (£86 
billion) is directly due to the 
financial crisis – which was caused 
by the casino-capitalism of the 
stockbrokers, bankers and City 
slickers, not by public sector 
workers or those that depend on 
the services they provide. 
     The Communist Party warned 
in its General Election manifesto, 
Britain for the People not the Bankers, 
that cuts of the magnitude now 
being touted had already been 
drawn up by government 
departments prior to the election. 
It could be concluded, from the 
consensus among the ‘big three’ 
parties of British politics, expressed 
both during the election campaign 
and in all debates of the new 
parliament, that slashing the deficit 
is indeed a priority. In fact, 
however, economists such as the 
New York Times’ Paul Krugman and 
the Financial Times’ Martin Wolf 
have pointed out that this is not the 
case – other countries, such as 
France and Germany, have 
comparable levels of debt relative 
to GDP, whilst Italy and Japan 
maintain a relative level of debt that 
is twice that of the UK. The fact 
that bond markets have been 
slashing interest rates indicates that 
there is a desire to increase rather 
than decrease borrowing – in order 
to secure an economic recovery 
through a programme of 
investment and job protection thus 
safeguarding the eventual 
repayment of debt. The cuts agenda 
virtually ensures the likelihood of a 
double dip recession, (as we 
experienced during the crisis and 
subsequent depression of the 
1930s) which will simply lead to a 

vicious circle of spiralling job losses 
and further collapses in government 
revenue – then justifying further 
cuts. 
     The Con-Dem government has 
so far committed to cuts totalling 
£262 billion over the next six years, 
including over £5bn worth of 
immediate cuts. These cuts include 
£26bn are in welfare benefits, 
£51bn in other public services and 
£10bn in planned capital 
investment. The cuts they’ve 
announced represent a reduction in 
public expenditure of nearly 2% a 
year in real terms. But the outlook 
is far, far worse.  
     About half of all public spending 
can vary due to factors not fully 
under government control (e.g. 
unemployment and related benefits, 
debt interest payments). If this goes 
up, which is a near certainty given 
the estimated job losses, 
redundancies and the lack of any 
real programme of job creation, 
further cuts will have to be made in 
public services.  
     Furthermore, the Con-Dem 
government, like New Labour, has 
promised to protect 'front-line' 
NHS current expenditure together 
with overseas aid. The education 
and military budgets will also 
receive some protection, especially 
the extra cost of imperialist wars 
(more than £18bn in Afghanistan 
and Iraq so far). The Con-Dems 
have also indicated their intention 
to 'ring fence' Trident renewal or 
replacement. 
     All of which means that any 
further cuts are likely to be 
concentrated in other sectors such 
as housing, transport and other 
social provisions. That is why all 
government departments have been 
asked to draw up scenarios for cuts 
of between 25 and 40% in their 

spending programmes. The 
Pre-Budget Spending Review 
on October 20th will provide 
detailed plans for these cuts 
between 2011- 2016. 
     Other Con-Dem 
measures indicate the range 
and ferocity of the ruling 
class offensive. Any tax 
increases that have been 
brought in are designed to 
hit the poorest hardest. In 
particular, the June budget 
proposed an increase in VAT 
to raise an additional £68bn 
over five years. The 
government also intends to 
impose a two-year wage 
freeze (up to a 6% cut in real 
terms) on public sector 
workers from September. 
Other June budget measures 
which will benefit the ruling 
class by picking the pockets 
of the working class and 
their families include; an 
increase in employees' NI 
contributions; a three-year 
freeze on Child Benefit; the 
linking of other state benefits 
to the Consumer Price Index 
(which excludes housing 
costs) instead of the Retail 
Price Index (which includes 
them).  
     The impact of these 
changes, as the August 25 
report from the Institute for 
Fiscal Studies shows, is that 
contrary to the governments 
claims of a ‘tough but fair’ 
approach to austerity 
measures, the wealthiest 
30% of the population gain 
substantially, while the 
poorest 30% lose. The levy 
on bank bonuses (which is 
intended to raise £11bn over 
five years) should be 
contrasted with the £21bn 
profits of the major high 
street banks (HSBC, 
Barclays, Lloyds, RBS and 
Standard Chartered) in just 
the first six months of 2010. 
Despite a major public 
stakeholding in some of 
these banks, no attempt to 
force them to lend in the 
public interest or even to 
rein in the colossal bonuses 
of their incompetent 
directors is on the Tory 
agenda. 
     These double standards 
reveal the loyalties of the 
government. If slashing the 
deficit was their real goal, a 

The Communist 
Party warned in 
its General 
Election 
manifesto, 
Britain for the 
People not the 
Bankers, that 
cuts of the 
magnitude now 
being touted 
had already 
been drawn up 
by government 
departments 
prior to the 
election 
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‘robin hood tax’ on City 
transactions could bring in £30 
billion a year, a 2% ‘wealth tax’ 
on the richest 10% of the 
population would raise £78 
billion, and huge sums could be 
brought in by various other 
measures (clamping down on tax 
evasion: £70 billion. A 20% 
windfall tax on drug, armament, 
and energy monopolies: £16 
billion.  Scrap Trident? £76 
billion saved; withdraw from 
Afghanistan: £4 billion a year.) 
But the government has no 
intention of making the fat cats 
pay for their crisis. For all their 
harping on about economic 
necessity, Cameron gave the 
game away when asked whether 
public spending could rise again 
if the economy recovered. “I 
think we need to move on from 
that kind of view of the state,” 
he answered.  
     Essentially, the cuts aim to 
put the final nail in the coffin of 
the welfare state - taking us back 
to a more parasitic, rabid and 
destructive capitalism. These 
austerity measures, in this 
regard, represent an 
acceleration of what has been 
government strategy for the last 
30 years, rather than a dramatic 
shift in strategy bought about by 
changing circumstances.  
     In order to protect working 
people’s jobs and the public 
services which were wrested 
from an unwilling capitalist class 
after the Second World War 
broad, trade-union led resistance 
to the cuts will be crucial. Mass 
local campaigns to defend local 
services, working in tandem with 
trades councils, will play their 
part – as Education Secretary 
Michael Gove discovered, even 
Tory MPs can start getting hot 
under the collar if there is a 
sufficient expression of outrage 
locally over cuts. We must also 
take the opportunity to exploit 
the divisions within the ruling 
parties, the treacherous role of 
the Liberal Democrats should be 
highlighted, since they have 
proved enthusiastic cutters and 
jettisoned practically every 
progressive commitment they 
made during the election 
campaign. The Liberal Democrat 
leadership has shown its true 
colours – but that party contains 
significant numbers of grassroots 
activists, taken in by left-leaning 
rhetoric whilst in opposition on 

subjects from Trident and the 
Iraq war to tuition fees, who 
could prove valuable allies in the 
fight to defend our welfare state. 
     However, a weakness of the 
left over the past decade and 
more has been its exclusively 
defensive agenda – focusing 
always on defending this or that 
public service from privatisation 
or preventing this or that foreign 
intervention. These were 
important things to do, and 
completely understandable 
considering the ferocity of the 
ruling class assault that the left 
has been struggling against and 
the scale of the defeats inflicted 
during the 1980s on the most 
advanced sections of the labour 
movement. But the left, if it is to 
avoid falling into the trap of 
appearing to be guardians of the 
status quo and reach out to 
form the broad alliance 
necessary to turn the tide, needs 
to demonstrate that there is an 
alternative not just to the cuts, 
but to the neo-liberal consensus. 
The People’s Charter is key in 
this regard – its demands 
represent an excellent starting 
point for pushing our society in 
the right direction, forcing a 
break with the current 
consensus and achieving political 
re-alignment in favour of the 
working class and its allies. It will 
need to be at the heart of all 
campaigning over the coming 
period both locally and 

Essentially, the 
cuts aim to put 
the final nail in 
the coffin of the 
welfare state - 
taking us back 
to a more 
parasitic, rabid 
and destructive 
capitalism.  

nationally in order to build a 
mass popular movement capable 
of bringing this about. 
     This, in itself, is but a step 
along the road. A shift towards a 
more social-democratic 
consensus is always a 
compromise. It preserves the 
capitalist system and all the 
violence and exploitation that 
entails, whilst, at the same time, 
forcing the ruling class to make 
concessions to socialist 
demands. Publicly funded, free at 
the point of use social services, 
education and health care are 
hard won socialist policies, 
wrested unwillingly from the 
‘liberal’ elite. When the balance 
of class forces changes, 
something is always going to 
give, and the last time that 
happened, the capitalist class 
seized the opportunity and 
redrew the boundaries of the 
post-war consensus. But as 
Communists our aim cannot 
simply be to fend off the worst 
blows of capitalism or drag our 
country back to ‘old Labour’ 
truisms. The welfare state is 
against the logic of the capitalist 
system. If working class gains are 
to be permanently secured, we 
need fundamental and 
revolutionary change: we need 
socialism. 
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People of Greece 
Understanding of 
mental illness has 
evolved with changing 
class relationships. 
Frances McKay reflects 
on the relationship 
between depression 
and socio-economic 
systems. 

Bourgeois notions of mental health 
have proceeded to individualise 
the cause and treatment of mental 
illness, in the context of late 
twentieth century capitalism the 
cause of illness is normally 
considered to be based on 
biological mechanisms. 
Despite much 
scientific 
research the 
cause and 
origin of 
depressive 
illness 
remains 
largely 
unknown. 
Treatment 
however, has 
largely 

been aimed at targeting biological 
mechanisms which are seen to be 
central to the causality of 
depression.   
     It was in his first major work 
Madness and Civilisation that 
Foucault laid the foundations for a 

critical review of psychiatric 
history. The thesis affords a 

central position to the 
context in which new 
understandings and 
treatments of mental 
illnesses developed, 
what Foucault 

describes as 'the great 
confinement', which took 

place throughout Europe 
during the years c1660-

c1800. The 'great confinement' 
is a reference to the 

process of 
rounding up 

the mad 
along with 
paupers, 
criminals 

and 

beggars. 
The mad were 
literally 

'driven 
away', or 
arrested 
by the 
municipal 

authorities 
'they were 

simply thrown in 
prison'. For 
Foucault it was 
during this period 
that the 
conditions were 

established under which the 
profession of psychiatry would 
eventually emerge. The mad and 
mentally ill were made deviants 
and criminals. These efforts, 
according to Foucault, made no 
improvement on the state of 
population level mental health as 
this moral treatment merely 
represented moral imprisonment, 
however confinement served 
other purposes. He observes that 
the confinement produced a 
distortion in the labour markets of 
France, generating new economic 
resources in terms of an expanding 
employment of cheap labour. It is 
within this context (until the 18th 
century) in which medical 
conceptualisations and cures of 
melancholia is to be assessed. 
     During the 16th century, “the 
notion of melancholy was caught 
between...symptoms and 
explanation” (Foucault). In 1621 
Robert Burton published the 
Autonomy of Melancholy and was 
the dominant paradigm for 
European thought for around a 
century. Burton characterised 
melancholy as 'a kind of dotage 
without a fever'. Melancholy was a 
partial delirium characterised by 
words, visions, actions and 
humour. Symptoms of melancholy 
included “digestion”, “crudity”, 
“wind”, “dry brains”, “hard belly”, 
“thick blood”, “much waking”, 
“palpitations”. It may have natural 
(air, diet, exercise, sleep, retention 
and passion) or supernatural 
causes, while cure was with the 
assistance of god, the physician, 
patient attitude and diet. Through 
the adoption of words and 
humour, narrative was beginning 
to emerge as a central theme in 
the diagnosis of melancholia. It is 
the integration of language into the 
diagnostic toolkit of the medical 
professionals which is crucial to 
the social construction and 
manipulation of mental health 

diagnosis and treatment. 
During 

the 
17th 

century melancholy is 
characterised by sadness and fear, 
and a form of delirium. The 
medical classification was, 
according to Foucault, based on an 
interpretation of madness as the 
manifestation in a man of an 
‘obscure and aquatic elements, a 
dark disorder, a moving chaos, the 
seed and death of all things, which 
opposes the minds luminous and 
adult stability'. It is during these 
years religiosity and superstition 
were developing as more 
important social mechanisms for 
defining what is 'good' and 'bad' 
health practices and there was a 
central role for Christianity.  
     Published during the 18th 
century, the work of Jean 
Colombier and Francois Doublet 
aimed to assign diagnosis and 
treatment of madness and 
melancholy. For Colombier and 
Doublet melancholy is a form of 
delirium which fixes on a small 
number of objects with great 
determination without fear fever 
or fury, differing from frenzy and 
mania. This 'delirium' is usually 
linked to an insurmountable 
sadness, misanthropy and a 
preference for solitude, and is the 
necessary symptom for an 
individual to be considered a 
madman. The second half of the 
18th century saw a change initiated 
by the 'techniques of the cure'. 
Cures for madness were 
elaborated whose aim not so 
much to care for the soul as to 
cure the entire individual. The 
recognition of madness was 
inextricably linked to medical 
diagnosis, and medical 
consciousness and training was 
necessary for any judgement of 
insanity. Medical philosophers 
asserted themselves as the 
authority and 'only a doctor was 
competent to decide if an 
individual was mad, and to 
determine the degree to which he 
still had the use of his reason'. The 
power of decision was entrusted 
to medical opinion, as only a 
physician was viewed as having the 
capacity to understand the world 

Depression andDepression andDepression and   
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of madness. Traditional capacities 
of classification however are based, 
simply, on frequency: frequently 
occurring behaviours in a 
population are normal, so 
infrequent behaviours are not 
normal. The problem, of course, is 
that frequency tells us nothing 
about when a behaviour is to be 
normal or abnormal, these factors 
are dependent upon many other 
systems which are not objective, 
such as the social, despite terms 
such as 'maladaptive behaviour' and 
'unacceptable behaviour' becoming 
part of the medicalised scientific 
discourse. These demarcations 
reflect both the power 
relationships and the value system 
operating in a culture at a point in 
time. These biases probably reflect 
the professional socialisation of 
each group - psychologists operate 
statistical assumptions about 
experience and behaviour, whereas 
medical practitioners are taught to 
distinguish normality from 
abnormality by emphasising 
diagnostic criteria. 
     During the 18th century 
confinement is realised as an 
economic mistake, confinement 
interfered (negatively) with the 
labour market and capital 
generation and so these initiatives 
began to cease and the economic 
necessity for melancholy and 
madness began to rescind. Foucault 
concludes that the 18th century saw 
not the acceptance of humanism 
but the rejection of the economic 
necessity of confinement and 
migrated classifications of 
individuals from madness to utility. 
     Under the influence of a 
naturalist scientific method of 
inquiry the 19th century saw the 
identification of new mental 
illnesses such as mania, paranoia, 
and dementia prawcox. The 
identification of these conditions 
was based on the positivistic 
reasoning of visible signs and their 
symptomatology included frenzy, 
incoherence, mania and sensitivity. 
These conditions were identified 
not in the context of confinement 
performing an economic role but 
in the context of poverty becoming 
an economic phenomenon. That is, 
the illnesses were no longer 
‘natural’ but routed in policies. 
     The critique offered by Gilles 
Deleuze in Capitalism and 

Schizophrenia sees mental illness 
undergoing a process of materialist 
construction. He described it as a 
synthesis between the product and 
the production which is orientated 
around individual desire.  For 
Deleuze, there is no objective 
nature but an arbitrary 
categorisation of illness, “what an 
individual experiences both as an 
individual and as a member of the 
human species is not one aspect of 
“nature” but a nature as a process 
of production”. Deleuze adds “the 
Schizophrenic is the universal 
producer. There is no need to 
distinguish here between producing 
and its product...the pure ‘thisness’ 
of the object produced is carried 
over into a new net of producing” 
noting that this multiplicity is based 
on the “ability to rearrange 
fragments continually in new and 
different patterns or conjections”. 
The process of production is based 
on the utility of those individuals 
under examination, referred to by 
Deleuze as a body without organs, 
that is, whether surplus value can 
be extracted from those 
individuals. “The body without 
organs, the unproductive, the 
unconsumable, serves as a surface 
for the recording of the entire 
process of production”. The 
definition of the ill can therefore be 
seen as a reflection of the 
hegemonic traits of those with 
which the power sits to diagnose. 
Arguably under depression and the 
development of the pharmaceutical 
market those who were hitherto 
unconsuming and valueless can 
now produce, and more 
importantly maintain, vast 
quantities of surplus value through 
the use of anti-depressants. 
Deleuze sees this as an extension 
of the dichotomy of labour and 
capital, and deepening the 
connections between conformity 
and owners of the means of their 
production. The industrial system 
directly intervenes with those 
invested in the society through the 
neo-liberal state, which is 
concerned to “free itself of the 
overly burdensome 
responsibilities” such as welfare. 
Neo-liberals through the 
introduction of market forces seek 
to exploit those supportive roles 
traditionally held with the social 
network and the family. For 

Deleuze this marks the entrance 
of capital into a sphere of “moral 
civilization [sic]”. 
     Foucault and Deleuze 
demonstrated the ways in which 
medicine is governed by the 
emergence of strategic 
partnerships and practices in the 
medical and economic 
professions, which draw on 
power based on knowledge and 
clinical activity. The 
characterisations of context-
dependent social functions were 
an important contributor to the 
medicalised understanding of 
those behaviours and narratives 
which were to be considered 
indicators of mental illness. For 
Foucault, if the existence of 
delirious disease is the underlying 
struggle of madness, then language 
is the primary structure. The 
understanding of language and 
social interactions are important 
for the development of health 
care research. Deleuze indicates 
that market economics and the 
idea of utility of man are central 
to the definition of 20th century 
mental illness and the priority of 
the capitalist system is the 
extraction of surplus value. The 
ability to produce and/or consume 
is therefore a mediating factor in 
defining those traits of illness. 
Although the connections may 
not be straightforward, mental 
distress may often link to 
experiences of power and 
powerlessness. However this 
power does not operate in a 
vacuum but is dependent upon 
the structure and relations of the 
agents within it. Power may be 
seen as something that is always 
present in the everyday 
discourses and interactions that 
take place between people. These 
processes may be implicated in 
sequential events that are 
sufficient to generate mental 
distress. 
     As socialists we need to 
appreciate that mental illness is 
not necessarily an individual illness 
but is defined by the bourgeoisie 
around production, consumption, 
and utility. Rather than prescribing 
drugs with known serious side 
effects – prozac has a total of 259 
– interventions could be focussed 
at communities to generate 
collective wellbeing. We all know 
capitalism cannot provide the 
working class with opportunities 
of collective cohesion, only under 
socialism can individuals and 
communities realise collective 
wellbeing. We must advance 
comrades, to happiness. 

As socialists we 
need to 
appreciate that 
mental illness is 
not necessarily 
an individual 
illness but is 
defined by the 
bourgeoisie 
around 
production, 
consumption, 
and utility 

Further Reading 
Michel Foucault, Madness and Civilisation 
Robert Burton, Autonomy of Melancholy  
Gilles Deleuze, Capitalism and Schizophrenia  
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“Globalisation”; the word is on 
the lips of everyone: geography 
and economics teachers, political 
commentators, business leaders 
and people on patronising BBC3 
documentaries. But what exactly 
is it? Is it a force for progress? 
And how can the left respond to 
it? 
     When considering this topic, 
the first thing that must be said is 
that the exchange of ideas, 
culture, and of course money, 
resources and workers between 
countries is nothing new. 
Medieval Islamic scholars were 
educated in the works of the 
great thinkers of Ancient Greece, 
ancient Britons living under 
Roman imperial rule developed a 
taste for Greek olive oil; and 
Chinese silk has been traded 
across the world since ancient 
times. 
     However, the word 
“globalisation” has been used to 
describe the effects of the free 
market policies implemented 
since the 1980s, accelerated since 
the fall of the European socialist 
bloc, and the emergence of the 
internet that followed. The free 
market policies have forced open 
the world’s economies to 

international capitalism and meant 
that control of industry has been 
placed in the hands of a 
Washington-led class of 
international capitalists. These 
capitalists have set up factories, 
farms and mines in the developing 
world, paying oppressed and un-
unionised workers a pittance 
while the profits taken from the 
labourers are completely taken 
out of the host-nation’s economy. 
This has resulted in a dramatically 
increased economic domination 
of the North (richer nations) over 
the South (poorer nations). What 
has followed the global economic 
dominance of the US-led North is 
cultural and political dominance. 
As Washington-led multi-national 
companies have taken control of 
the Southern nations economies, 
they have taken political control 
by installing puppet governments 
(such as Uribe in Colombia or 
Arroyo in the Philippines) to do 
their bidding by brutally attacking 
trade unions and anyone who 
opposes their dominance. 
Cultural control has also 
followed, forcing onto the 
developing world Hollywood films 
and American music. 
     From this, it can be gathered 

that the term “globalisation” is 
probably an ill-fitting term for 
the phenomenon it represents. 
The word “globalisation” 
suggests a process that makes 
the world a cultural and 
economic melting pot that links 
up nations across the globe. This 
of course is not the case as the 
North, led by the USA has 
simply imposed its own 
economic, political and cultural 
model over the world. The term 
neo-imperialism seems far more 
fitting. The way the United States 
behaves towards the rest of the 
world, exploiting the natural 
resources of other nations and 
imposing its political will over 
them, is very similar to the way 
European empires behaved in the 
18th/19th century. 
     Another development of 
“globalisation” is that of a 
“footloose proletariat.” That is, a 
highly mobile workforce being 
shifted around the world to 
work. Workers have also always 
moved around the world, for 
instance post-war immigration 
from the Caribbean to Britain. 
However, in those times 
workers moved to settle 
permanently, whereas now they 

The exchange 
of ideas and 
culture is 
nothing new, 
but in its 
present form 
globalisation 
means the 
spread of 
neoliberal 
policies 

GLOBAL ISAT IO N 

The phenomenon of globalisation undoubtedly serves the interests of multi-national 
companies and large scale capitalists at the expense of the workers. Dominic Curran 
explores globalisation and whether it could serve the working class. 

Who’s Global World?Who’s Global World?  



are far more mobile, moving to 
countries temporarily for higher 
paid jobs, sending money to 
families at home and moving on 
when the host country’s 
employment levels take a dip. 
This has been demonstrated by 
the reports of East European 
labourers leaving Britain after 
staying temporarily for higher 
paid jobs that now are in shorter 
supply 
     What the emergence of the 
“footloose proletariat” has meant 
is the ability of bosses to use 
workers from developing 
countries who have little history 
of unionisation (often because of 
harsh repression in their home 
nations) and a willingness to work 
for low pay to work in the 
developed world. This has 
resulted in a “race to the 
bottom” among workers, with 
workers from different countries 
being forced to compete with 
each other for lower wages, 
poorer conditions and weaker 
trade union organisation, in order 
to be hired by bosses. 
     Before moving on to possible 
alternatives to today’s 
globalisation, changing world 
conditions must be considered; 
firstly, the replacement of Bush Jr. 
with Obama. This was hailed by 
many commentators as a sea 
change in American foreign 
policy. However, to paraphrase 
Tariq Ali, the difference between 
Bush and Obama is similar to that 
between “Caligula and Claudius”. 
That is to say that the empire has 
a more human face, but is still 
dominating the world. Obama has 
continued the war in Afghanistan, 
the blockade on Cuba and the 
backing of Colombia against 
Venezuela and the Bolivarian 
bloc. 
     Though Obama’s election has 
not greatly changed world 
politics, other factors have. The 
financial crisis has mortally 
wounded the US Empire and it is 
bleeding to death, much as the 
post-war British Empire was 
bleeding to death as it gave rise 
to America, rendering Britain an 
American puppet state ever since. 
What shall replace the American 
empire can be speculated over. 
The rise of the BRIC countries 
(Brazil, Russia, India and China), 
however, suggest that the current 
US-dominated world model will 
not be replaced by another – 
single nation’s dominance, but by 

a multi polar world. Already 
China has started raw-material 
enterprises in Congo and Angola 
but has promised these countries 
help in development in return (far 
more humanitarian than US and 
European actions.) From this 
impression, future global 
developments look promising. 
     Despite the fact that 
communists need to oppose 
globalisation as it exists today, we 
should not oppose the process in 
principle. Simply being “against” 
globalisation is backward and 
fascistic and would suggest that 
nations should retreat inward and 
reject all outside influence and 
ideas. Had people done this, 
humanity would have not have 
advanced past the Stone Age. No, 
we must propose a new, socialist 
global order. 
     What then would this new, 
socialist order entail? To begin 
with, developments in Latin 
America must be analysed. The 
left-wing governments of Morales 
in Bolivia, Chavez in Venezuela, 
Correa in Ecuador, and indeed 
Castro in Cuba, have shown that 
patriotism and internationalism, 
at least in the developing world, 
are not necessarily irreconcilable 
ideas. While these countries do 
defend their economic, political 
and cultural sovereignty, they also 
seek to develop not just regional, 
but global ties. Venezuela, for 
instance, has launched many joint 
enterprises with Iran that have 
benefited both countries. Though 
of course Iran is a brutal, 

theocratic regime, its 
cooperation with Venezuela does 
provide a good model for 
international collaboration. 
Rather than approaching other 
nations like over-bloated bullies-
seeking to exploit natural 
resources (as the United States 
did in the past) Iran and 
Venezuela approach each other 
as economic equals and as such 
both nations have benefited from 
joint enterprises. 
     Hugo Chavez’s speech to the 
UN General Assembly in 2005 
elaborates on how a socialist 
global order might work. He said 
the UN headquarters “must be in 
the South” and suggested that 
Jerusalem should become an 
international city, housing the UN 
building, rather than New York 
where it is now. He also called 
for a strengthening of the powers 
of the UN Secretary General, the 
expansion of permanent and non-
permanent seats on the UN 
Security Council and the 
abolishment of its veto over 
resolutions. Such measures would 
certainly challenge the political 
dominance of the United States 
over the world. Tony Benn often 
calls for a directly elected UN 
Parliament, stating that it is 
undemocratic that China, a nation 
of over a thousand million people 
has the same amount of votes in 
the UN (one) as Luxembourg a 
nation of just over five hundred 
thousand. Such a parliamentary 
body presiding over the UN 
would certainly add an extra 

democratic weight to the 
resolutions denouncing the US 
blockade on Cuba as illegal. 
     The world economy, now 
truly global, must be matched by 
some form of global government 
to legislate to control it. A 
“global government” could easily 
take the form of a democratised, 
more powerful UN with a 
directly elected parliament and 
officials. Such a government, even 
if capitalist in nature, would make 
it harder for the global ruling 
class to evade taxes, as they do 
now, and for any one nation to 
politically dominate the world. 
Global labour standards could 
also be set which would avoid 
bosses setting workers off against 
each other in a “race to the 
bottom.” 
     Therefore, the world socialist 
order that needs to be fought for 
is one with a strong world 
government able to challenge any 
one nation’s dominance and 
where nations retain economic 
and political sovereignty while 
also cooperating with others in 
mutually beneficial exchanges of 
knowledge and resources. The 
use of a “footloose proletariat” 
must be stopped by workers 
from different countries uniting 
to force the bosses to stop 
setting them off against each 
other in an effort to lower wages. 
The battle cry of the oppressed 
peoples of the world needs to be, 
in the words of comrades Fidel 
and Che: “Homeland and 
socialism, or death!” 

GLOBAL ISAT IO N 
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the economy and small businesses 
to fail, generally favouring large 
monopolistic corporations. 
     The UCS combine had been 
created by Tony Benn as the 
Technology Minister as an 
amalgamation of 5 unprofitable 
firms. But by the beginning of 1971 
the unprofitable contracts had 
been worked through and the 
order book looked promising. 
However, in June 1971 the 
government withdrew trade 
credits and stated that they would 
refuse to secure any future loans 
to UCS – despite the fact that 
they were not at this time asking 
for any. Inevitably this led to much 
panic amongst existing creditors 
and the company was forced into 
administration. 
     The government 
commissioned a report into the 
shipbuilding industry on the Clyde. 
Those investigating – dubbed the 
‘Four Wise Men’ –recommended 
liquidation of the consortium, and 
closure of some of the yards. For 
6,000 workers this meant the loss 
of their job within three months. 
At the time of the work-in up to 
twenty thousand people relied on 
the shipyards for their income, 
around 8,000 of whom actually 

“They now 
appreciate their 
own strength. It is 
one step from that 
to realisation that 
once workers 
move into action 
they represent an 
invincible force.” 

Jimmy Reid’s politics were formed 
experiencing the poverty around 
the Govan area of Glasgow in 
which he grew up. He left school 
at 14 and – after briefly working at 
the Glasgow stock exchange – 
became an apprentice. In 1950 he 
joined the Young Communist 
League. In 1952, at the age of 19, 
Reid was a driving force behind 
massive strikes of apprentices, 
initially where he was working at 
Bristol Polar Engines, but 
eventually spreading across the 
Clyde, then across the country 
with an estimated 40,000 
apprentices going on strike for 
better wages. 
     After three and half weeks of 
national strikes the employers 
caved and the apprentices won 
significant raises in a number of 
sectors. However, before the 
national strike the Clydeside 
apprentices had already downed 
tools for 31 weeks up to April 
1952. The YCL was instrumental in 
the conduct of this dispute with 
Jimmy Reid a leading figure. 
Speaking of the growing political 
and class consciousness of his 
fellow apprentices Reid told the 
1952 YCL Congress “They now 
appreciate their own strength. It is 

one step from that to realisation 
that once workers move into 
action they represent an invincible 
force.” 
     Reid went on to become the 
National Secretary of the Young 
Communist League, a post he held 
until 1964. He returned to 
Scotland at this point and quickly 
became the Scottish Secretary of 
the Party. He resigned this post in 
1969 for personal reasons and 
returned to work in the shipyards. 
He quickly became a shop steward. 
He was also elected Communist 
Councillor in Clydebank, the 
fourth Communist on the town’s 
council. 
     Reid’s next major battle and 
the one from which he gained 
most notoriety and rose to 
national prominence was the 
Upper Clyde Shipbuilders work in. 
     The Upper Clyde Shipbuilders 
Ltd was a consortium of five 
shipbuilding firms formed in 1968. 
In 1970 Edward Heath became 
Prime Minister and quickly sought 
to provoke the unions and reduce 
state involvement in industry. The 
government indicated its intention 
to kill off any “lame ducks” in 
British industry; this generally 
meant allowing weaker sectors of 

The death of Jimmy Reid sees the 
passing of the leader of one of the 
most successful working class battles of 
the 20th Century. Many eulogisers have 
given credit for the continued 
existence of any shipbuilding industry 
on the Clyde to Jimmy Reid. James 
Rodie celebrates his contribution to 
British workers. 

JimmyJimmy  
ReidReid  

JIMMY RE ID  
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worked in the yards and all these 
jobs had been put in jeopardy. 
     The workers’ natural despair 
soon turned to indignation and the 
trade union movement began 
planning resistance to the 
closures. A token industrial 
stoppage was organised for 24th 
June while Heath was receiving 
delegations from the workforce. 
Over 100,000 stopped work and 
half that number marched through 
Glasgow, including representatives 
from every factory in the West of 
Scotland and elsewhere. The 
march was led by the stewards 
from the yards, a number of local 
MPs and the entire town council 
of Clydebank. The rally at the end 
saw Tony Benn express his regret 
at not having fully nationalised 
UCS (the government had around 
a 48% stake) in 1968. He read out 
the draft of a nationalisation bill he 
was introducing into the House of 
Commons. 
     The meeting also heard from 
Jimmy Airlie, Chairman of the 
Shop Stewards Co-ordinating 
Committee, report that the 
workers in the shipbuilding 
industry would not accept any 
redundancies nor contraction of 
existing working conditions. Airlie, 
a Communist Party member up 
until 1991, went on to sit on the 
AEU executive council at a time 
when the right had an anti-
Communist grip on the union. 
While Jimmy Reid’s powerful 
oratory saw him become the 
public face of the dispute, Airlie 
along with another Communist, 
Sammy Barr, were heavily involved 
behind the scenes. 
     After the government revealed 
their intention to accept the Four 
Wise Men’s report in full the 
workers swung into action. On 
Friday 30th July the shop stewards 
informed the security at the yards 
that they were no longer required. 
They then invited the press in to 
see Jimmy Reid tell 3,000 
assembled employees of the 
intention to start a work-in. In a 
famous speech he announced to 
the workers and world press: 
“We are taking over the yards 
because we refuse to accept that 
faceless men can make these 
decisions. We are not going to 
strike. We are not even having a 
sit-in strike. Nobody and nothing 
will come in and nothing will go 
out without our permission. 
There will be no hooliganism, 
there will be no vandalism, there 
will be no bevvying, because the 
world is watching us.” 
     It was the first campaign of its 
type in British trade unionism. The 

idea had first been put by Sammy 
Barr, convener at Connells yard. At 
first the suggestion to carry on work 
was treated with some derision, but 
it was pointed out that strike action 
would only aid the administrators, 
making it easier for them to shut 
down the yards, while even a sit-in 
strike would be hard to administer 
across a geographically dispersed 
workforce spread over multiple 
yards. The idea quickly held and the 
yards were taken over with no 
violence or resistance (the police 
had been informed of and agreed to 
the action) and the shop stewards, 
on rotation, fulfilled all the tasks of 
management and security. 
     The importance of the 
shipbuilders’ battle was quickly 
grasped by workers across Scotland 
and the wider world. A repeat of the 
June demonstration was planned for 
18th August. The Scottish Trades 
Union Congress even convened its 
first ever special Congress, 
unanimously resolving to provide 
financial support for the work-in and 
throwing its weight behind the strike 
and demonstration set for the 18th. 
     It is estimated that a quarter of 
Scottish workers stopped work on 
18th August. Of the 200,000 workers 
who went out at least 80,000 joined 
the march. Speakers from the 
Labour Party, Communist Party and 
Scottish Nationalists as well as 
national trade union officials 
addressed the rally. The loudest 
cheers were saved for Jimmy Reid: 
“we started off fighting for our jobs 
and in a matter of days we knew we 
were fighting for Scotland and the 
British working class movement.” 
     Naturally the running of the 
yards was not cheap, the Liquidator 
continued to pay some men, but 
those he laid off still needed their 
wages. The Co-ordinating 
Committee, which took over 

management’s functions, paid out up 
to £9,000 a week (today around 
£100,000). Every UCS worker took 
50p a week from their own wages 
for the fund, but the rest came from 
the British and international labour 
movement. 
     The Communist Party was one of 
the most active of supporters of the 
UCS workers, its General Secretary 
John Gollan visited the work in and 
offered the full support of the Party. 
The Young Communist League was 
also particularly active around the 
work-in. A number of shop stewards 
were YCL members – largely due to 
the strength of YCL involvement in 
the 1952 strike – and a special issue 
of Challenge produced by the 
Scottish Committee of the YCL sold 
6,000 copies. 
     By February 1972 it became clear 
that the workers’ resolve was 
beginning to dent the government’s 
‘lame duck’ policy. The government 
eventually offered £35 million to 
cover losses and provide credit (the 
liquidators had first been called in 
after a refusal to grant a £6 million 
loan). All but the ultra-left saw this 
as a stunning victory and the 
workers accepted the government’s 
offer, with the continuation of the 
industry and thousands of jobs 
secured. 
     Jimmy Reid continued to play an 
important role in the Scottish left for 
the next four decades. Despite going 
on to join the Labour Party and then 
SNP, and condemning Scargill during 
the Miners’ Strike and even writing 
for Murdoch’s Sun. After 1997 he 
drifted back to the left and 
condemned Blair on a number of 
issues. Jimmy Reid played an 
instrumental role in one of the most 
important labour movement 
struggles of the twentieth century, 
and should be remembered as a true 
hero of the communist movement. 

“We started 
off fighting for 
our jobs and 
in a matter of 
days we 
knew we 
were fighting 
for Scotland 
and the 
British 
working class 
movement.” 
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REV I EWS  

Music Reviews Marianne Rodie 
takes a look at 
some of the latest 
singles releases. 

Katie Price – Free to Love Again 
Can you have ghost singers as well as ghost writers? Because I assume her 
voice has been so digitally enhanced and re-jigged that she might as well 
have paid some Eurovision reject to be a human ring tone and then just slap 
Katie Price ‘the brand’ all over it. The actual song is not as dire as we all 
thought it would be, obviously that does not go as far to say it should ever 
have been made. It is in essence a serving of extraordinarily average electro 
pop. Swedish ex celebrity big brother contestant and evil eyed raider of the 
pop charts Basshunter, who has forced fairly similar and no better dance 
‘anthems’ onto the music buying public, would probably manage to sell 
millions with ‘Free to Love Again’. Instead it sold a measly 3800 copies, 
realistically of course that’s 3800 more than it should have. 

Mark Ronson and the Business International – Bang Bang Bang  
Mark Ronson may as well become Mr Holier-Than-Thou in the next Mr 
Men book. He is the smuggest man in music, he might as well have ‘god I’m 
good’ tattooed onto his haughty forehead. His self gratification of course has 
not been earned in terms of quality even though his last album sold vast 
amounts. If I had known all you need is a trumpet, a song someone else had 
already written and Amy Winehouse to be a hit, I think I would be as smug 
as him. As much as it pains me to say it, ‘Bang Bang Bang’ is actually not bad. 
It grows on you like an unwelcome skin rash. Mark Ronson is doing his usual 
trick of latching onto the nearest trend, first it was the soul revival with 
muses such as Winehouse, Adele and Merriweather. This time he has 
hitched a ride with the 80s resurgence bandwagon. He also seems to have 
Alvin Hall and Deidre Rashid in his line up, which is always a bonus. Maybe 
he’ll quit the music business and become a philandering financier. A mighty 
smug one at that. 

Ellie Goulding – The Writer  
The hype surrounding Ellie Goulding has bewildered me ever since I googled 
her name and a recommended song of hers came up some months ago. 
Having heard her described as one of the best lyrical writers around with 
‘depth’ and a ‘fresh and interesting’ take on the world around her I was ex-
pecting a modern day Patti Smith. She is frighteningly far from that. Maybe 
I’m missing something? No. This song is awful. The only thing she has 
achieved with this truly dreadful 4 minutes is actually managing to make a 
VOICE slapable. Ellie seems to think she has a wistfully angelic tone, instead 
she sounds like the victim of a helium accident at a young age. Listening to 
paint dry suddenly seems very appealing. 
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Poetry Corner Poetry Corner Poetry Corner    

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

Like molten gold the sun on high 
Purples the mists of the far off hill: 
Beauty dwells in palm and sky, 
You are lovlier still. 
 
O'er Teruel, the mountains frown 
And eye and mind in vain  beguile 
To gain a moment's high renown, 
To match the sweetness of your smile. 
 
La Mancha's plains with glee can sing, 
Your rosy cheeks are the same proud hue 
And wishes and spice in tribune bring, 
Rejoicing to resemble you. 
 
A trio of things I can declare: 
The young palm's green and the wind is free, 
And you are lovely beyond compare 
And I, alas, love thee.  

Like Molten Gold the 
Sun on High 

Frank Brooks 

This poem was written by Frank Brooks of the Wandsworth YCL while he was serving with the British Battalion of the 
International Brigades. He wrote the poem for his girlfriend. 
When he shot his rifle at fascists he declared “there’s a message from the young workers of Wandsworth.” 

Challenge Poetry Competition 
Challenge is offering you the chance to win a YCL t-shirt (all sizes) with our limerick competition. 
Simply write a five line poem with AABBA rhyming pattern. Try to make it a political one, but try 
to make it fun as well. The best examples will be published in Challenge and the best limerick (as 
judged by the Challenge team) will win a YCL t-shirt. Send your contributions to 
challenge@ycl.org.uk, or Challenge, YCL, Ruskin House, 23 Coombe Road, London, CR0 1BD. 
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passive participation. 
     The paper has over the years 
memorably campaigned for the 
abolition of the hated tied cottage 
system, for a ban on the 
weedkiller 245T and control of 
pesticides, for increased use of 
organic farming which promotes 
more jobs - and highly skilled ones 
at that - defending rural services 
like hospitals, post offices and 
buses, calling for affordable rural 
housing, health and safety at work, 
and a healthy environment. 
     It will continue to do so, 
putting forward our alternative 
vision for the countryside, calling 

for sustainable food and 
employment policies in 
Britain as part of our global 
perspective of solidarity 
with rural workers and 
peoples struggling in 
Africa, Latin America, 
Asia, Europe, Oceania 
and the Caribbean. 
     We want readers to 
write to us and let us 
know their views on the 
many topics covered or 
anything we haven't 
covered. 

     If you haven’t picked up 
your copy yet read it online at 

www.issuu.com/countrystandard, 
country-standard.blogspot.com or 

email challenge@ycl.org.uk to have 
one sent to you. 
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Country Standard rides again. After 
a spell in cold storage our radical 
rural campaigning paper has been 
lovingly revived by a collective of 
enthusiastic young blades, who 
recognised the vacuum left by its 
absence, and more seasoned rural 
activists - some of whom can even 
remember the publication of our 
first edition whose 75th 
anniversary is this year. 
The world is changing faster than 
it's ever done before. Science and 
computer technology have 
revolutionised our capabilities. 
     We're able to produce food in 
abundance. Yet half the world is 
starving and facing catastrophic 
water shortages and famine. The 
global grip of big business and 
finance has concentrated wealth 
and power into the hands of the 
few, who are unwilling to save the 
planet from environmental suicide. 
     Capitalism, once a stimulus for 
constructive change, is in the hands 
of "neoliberal" economists and 
politicians who are neither new 
nor liberal. It is responsible for vast 
transnational movements of capital 
and economic migrants, switching 
production to wherever labour is 
cheapest and curbing food 
production to keep prices up. 
     Our agricultural and rural 
workers, often responsible for 
livestock and machinery worth 
thousands of pounds, are paid 

peanuts. 
     They sow it, they reap it, but 
they can't afford to eat it. And if 
the Con-Dem government 
succeeds in abolishing the 
Agricultural Wages Board (AWB) 
they will be paid even less, with 
paralysing effects on the rural 
economy. 
     Up to half a million permanent 
and temporary agricultural and 
horticultural workers have their 
legally enforceable pay rates 
determined by union Unite and 
National Farmers Union 
negotiations, but many other rural 
industries such as food processing 
and engineering use the AWB 
settlement as a benchmark. The 
Unite crusade to Save the AWB 
needs the widest possible 
coalition behind it. 
     Country 
Standard has a 
long tradition of 
speaking up 
for peace 
and 
socialism, 
but also it 
offers a forum 
and friendship 
to all who 
would raise the 
standards of the 
countryside. We 
want a lively 
debate, not 

Sickles!Sickles!  

Sharpen Sharpen   
2010’s Tolpuddle Martyr’s Festival saw 
the relaunch of radical rural paper 
Country Standard. Former Unite 
National Secretary for Rural & 
Agricultural Workers and CS leader 
writer Chris Kaufman celebrates its 
return. 

YourYour 



The Common Agricultural Policy 
is a hugely expensive system of 
European Union agricultural 
subsidies, which represents half of 
the EU’s total budget and 
represents the ‘dark soul’ of the 
EU project. 
     Yet it is rarely discussed or 
exposed in the media, probably 
because it is also the most 
expensive, damaging and 
controversial EU programme. 
     Despite its free market 
rhetoric, the EU is purchasing 
millions of tonnes of surplus 
output every year at guaranteed 
market prices and hoarding it in 
huge quantities. This has led to 
mountains of butter and rice and 
lakes of wine and milk, before 
selling the produce wholesale to 
the world’s poorest nations at 
lower prices in a process called 
‘dumping’. 
     The CAP also rewards larger 
producers over small scale 
farmers. Because the CAP has 
traditionally rewarded farmers 
who produce more, larger farms 
have benefited much more from 
subsidies than smaller farms. 
     According to the 2003 Human 
Development Report the average 
dairy cow in the year 2000 under 
the European Union received 
$913 in subsidies annually, whilst 
an average of $8 per human being 
was sent in aid to Sub-Saharan 
Africa. The 2005 HD Report 
described the CAP as 
"extravagant, wreaking havoc in 
global sugar markets". 
     As a result, many Third World 
farmers cannot keep up with such 
cheap competition from Europe, 
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driving them off the land and 
forcing whole populations to rely 
heavily on imports of EU-
subsidised exports. 
     In 2007, in response to a 
parliamentary written question, 
the UK government revealed that 
over the preceding year the EU 
Public Stock had amassed 
“13,476,812 tonnes of cereal, rice, 
sugar and milk products and 
3,529,002 litres of wine”. 
     In January 2009 the EU will 
also purchase and further 
subsidise the export of 30,000 
tonnes of butter and 109,000 
tonnes of powdered milk to the 
third world. 
     A few years ago the Italian Rice 
Millers’ Association (AIRI) said 
that EU paddy rice stocks of 
500,000 tonnes, nearly half of 
which are of Italian origin and 20 
per cent of the EU's annual 
production, were in danger of 
rotting and should be used to help 
the world’s poorest people. 
     AIRI director Roberto 
Carriere said: "If the European 
Union does not use these stocks 
for food aid as quickly as possible, 
they will deteriorate and have to 
be destroyed". 
     However European 
Commission spokesman Gregor 
Kreuzhuber said "No! We have a 
huge structural surplus and we 
need to balance the market. It is 
wrong to say this could be solved 
either through dumping goods on 
third world markets or by giving it 
away as food aid, we need to 
reform the sector ". 
     Yet increasing quantities of rice 
are being poured into so-called 

intervention stocks, buying in food 
commodities at guaranteed prices 
under the EU farm policy. 
     This process ensures EU “price 
stability” rather than increased 
production and EU calls for 
"reform" will mean slashing jobs 
and capacity in the industry. 
     AIRI estimated that EU 
taxpayers had paid over 100 
million euro for the rice stocks 
and it costs more than one million 
per month to store it. 
     This insane example of the 
destructive nature of CAP can be 
multiplied by any number of 
agricultural produce grown within 
the EU. 
     Brussels is forever demanding 
that Africa drop trade barriers, 
designed to protect beleaguered 
African economies, in order to 
allow EU goods to flood their 
fragile markets. This is formally 
organised in the Lome convention 
between the EU and nearly 70 
Afro-Caribbean-Pacific states. 
     The CAP is not about 
producing food for people. It is a 
model created by the need for a 
complex political fix within the 
EU. As part of this political trade-
off agricultural member states like 
France, Spain, and Portugal receive 
more money under the CAP. 
Ultimately, it distorts agricultural 
development in the member states 
to the needs of the EU and the 
CAP itself. This is not only 
damaging to these domestic 
industries but creates the 
conditions for a deeply imperialist 
neocolonial relationship with the 
so-called third world. 

In the year 
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cow in the EU 
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Saharan Africa. 

Europe’sEurope’s  
Dark SoulDark Soul  

As a taster of what Country Standard has to offer here’s No2EU convener Brian 
Denny’s article on the Common Agricultural Policy. 
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INTERNATIONAL RESISTANCE 

Comrade Lenin once said 
“state monopoly capitalism is 
the last rung on the ladder 
from socialism, there are no 
intermediate rungs.” Never has 
a truer phrase been said, 
indeed this has been proved 
time and again, be it through 
Mafia run Cuba falling to The 
26th July Movement or Oil 
Baron Venezuela toppling to 
the sound of Chavez and The 
Partido Socialista Unida de 
Venezuela. 
     In the 21st century, only 
socialism provides the answer, 
the richest few in our capitalist 
society have caused a huge 
collapse in their unworkable 
system and have just started to 
embark on an assault, in order 
to force the working class to 
bank roll them as we always 
have done. 
     When the Berlin Wall fell 
they thought that they had 

won, they weren’t counting on 
communists to mobilise masses 
across the world against their 
siege of cuts through their 
favourite debt collector the 
International Monetary Fund 
(IMF). The surest example of 
this was in Greece where the 
Greek Communist Party (KKE) 
has managed to mobilise the 
masses, members and non 
members alike within minutes 
through the All Workers’ 
Militant Front. The KKE is the 
voice of the people and they 
have noted this and taken up 
banners in support of them.  
     China, a country that is 
routed in Socialism, through its 
adoption of a planned 
economic policy, clearly 
outlined in the party’s pamphlet 
on the matter, has led the way. 
Throughout the so called 
financial crisis, China’s 
economy did not shrink in the 

same manner as practically 
every other country in the 
world, but rather it grew. This 
was only possible through the 
strictly planned economic 
system that China, a country 
that was practically feudal 50 
years ago possesses. Giving 
living proof that the only 
system that is viable for the 
world is Socialism, it is the 
most productive, ecological 
and humanitarian option for 
all. 
     The humanitarian work of 
communists and socialists 
throughout the world has 
encouraged the world to 
realise that we are not baby 
eaters. Let us take the 
example of Cuba and 
‘Operacion Milagro’. 
Operation Miracle was set up 
by the Cuban government in 
order to offer life altering and 
in many cases life saving 

the only system 
that is viable for 
the world is 
Socialism, it is 
the most 
productive, 
ecological and 
humanitarian 
option for all 

With the crisis of world capitalism well underway, showing little sign of 
meaningful recovery and the British government only just coming out of the 
Phoney War stage of the cuts, Maya Llamazares outlines the way communists 
should respond to the capitalist onslaught. 

Socialism’sSocialism’s  
Challenge toChallenge to  

CapitalismCapitalism  



treatment to the poor around 
the world. Restoring and 
giving the gift of sight to all 
without question of their 
ideology, colour or creed. 
Cuban Doctors even restored 
the sight of Che Guevara’s 
murderer – who the CIA did 
not reward in the same way as 
many such as Cubana Airlines 
bomber Posada Carriles, but 
left him to die with nothing, 
living in a slum in Bolivia. This 
unconditional love for fellow 
man has permitted the world 
to realise that perhaps what 
they hear in the fat cat media 
is not true and has 
undoubtedly encouraged the 
spread of socialism in Latin 
America, making in the point 
of hope for the world. 
     The phrase “no more 
boom and bust” was 
completely false, as we 
predicted. Since the start of 
the latest economic crisis of 
the totally unworkable 
capitalist system communists 
and socialists have been at the 
forefront defending against the 
cuts. None have been more 
active than our Greek 
comrades from the KKE and 
its sympathisers who have 
managed on many occasions 
to combat The IMF head on 
with massive, sometimes 
spontaneous public protests, 
which has led the working 
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class to realise once again that 
only socialism provides them 
with real hope, not the 
accumulation of vast wealth 
that capitalism promises them, 
but never delivers. Instead it 
cuts their jobs and squeezes 
their public services and 
benefits, reducing them to 
poverty. Of course the ruling 
class which imposes these 
draconian rules do not suffer 
from their crises. 
     We have seen these 
examples from our bothers 
and sisters from abroad and 
the truth is that we could be 
doing a lot more here in 
Britain. It is clear that our 
efforts to pressurise the 
Tories and a misguided TUC 
from stopping Cameron from 

speaking were effective but 
what we are not doing is not 
looking beyond the narrow 
confines of the existing labour 
movement, to the working 
class at large who need a voice 
now more than ever. We have 
a mission which we must carry 
out which is why I ask all 
Challenge readers, be you 
communist socialist or just a 
compassionate human being to 
raise the Red Flag, tell all your 
friends family and neighbours 
about what is going on give 
them a red banner and ask 
them to fight back against the 
bosses’ Government. We 
must do this unless we want 
to end up with nothing again. 
Sitting in a chair analysing the 
situation is just not good 
enough: organise everyone 
you know, debate with those 
who will speak against you and 
win the battle for the working 
class. We must defend and live 
up to the proud history of the 
trade union movement in this 
country. We have constantly 
fought the injustices 
committed against our 
brothers and sisters, many 
have given their lives in the 
struggle from the Levellers and 
the Chartists to Cable Street 
and World War II. Let’s not 
give them a bad name, lets 
stand up and be counted and 
march on, finding a way to 
unite the left so that we can 
stand up and speak up with 
one loud voice saying “NO 
PASARAN, HASTA LA 
VICTORIA SIEMPRE! “ 
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The story of the 1871 Paris 
Commune is one of the most 
important episodes in 
revolutionary history. It was the 
first time in history that the 
working class had taken state 
power and played an important 
role in the development of 
Marx’s thought on revolutionary 
struggle. The Civil War in France 
is split into six parts dealing with 
the Franco-Prussian War 
through to the fall of the 
Commune. The pamphlet was 
originally published on behalf of 
the International Working 
Men’s Association (the First 
International) and was 
addressed to the workers of the 
world.  
     The Franco-Prussian War 
took place between the French 
Empire under Napoleon III and 
Prussia, along with the other 
soon to be German states, 
under Wilhelm and Bismarck. 
Marx explains the class forces at 
work in the run up to the war 
and reveals the machinations of 
both French and Germans to 

ensure that their imperial 
ambitions damaged their 
respective working classes.  
     Throughout the war both 
sides claimed they were acting 
defensively, but the mask soon 
slipped as the respective 
governments tried to compete 
for power in Europe. Marx 
clearly outlines the position that 
the International was putting 
forward at the time for the 
workers of both nations to 
reject the war and outlining – 
prophetically as it turned out – 
the suffering that the workers 
would undergo as a result of a 
war policy. The German 
working class, he said, having 
been “decimated by the battles 
abroad, they will be once more 
decimated by misery at home”. 
     Napoleon III’s execution of 
the war was so terrible that by 
September 1870, just over a 
month after the declaration of 
war, a Republic had been 
declared by the workers of 
Paris. Yet still the French were 
pushed back until the Prussian 

armies surrounded Paris and 
laid siege to it. Yet the evident 
hostility of the Parisian workers 
to the Prussian’s domination 
and the capitulation by the new 
bourgeois government of Thiers 
prevented anything more than a 
muted victory parade and then 
return to the siege positions by 
the Prussian troops. During the 
siege it had been necessary to 
arm the Paris proletariat 
through battalions of National 
Guard as regular soldiers had 
been captured by the Prussians. 
This presented a problem for 
Thiers as “armed Paris was the 
only serious obstacle in the way 
of the counter-revolutionary 
conspiracy”. 
     On 18th March, under cover 
of darkness Thiers – now having 
fled Paris to set up Government 
in Versailles – therefore sent a 
body of regular troops to take 
the artillery of the National 
Guard, which had by now 
organised itself into a Central 
Committee and almost formed 
a proto-government. However, 
the column sent to retrieve the 
artillery soon broke down and 
fraternised with ‘the enemy’, 
Thiers implored the National 
Guard to rally around his 
‘legitimate’ government: of 
300,000 only 300 answer his 
call.  
     The achievements of the 
Commune in social affairs and 
its genius in administration are 
too numerous to mention here 
but it suffices to say that it truly 
represented a government of a 
new type in which the working 
class for the first time wielded 
the state machinery. It was in 
this sphere that the Commune 
had the profoundest effect on 
Marx’s thought about 

revolution. Where previously 
he had been vague on the topic 
Marx declared “the working 
class cannot simply lay hold of 
the ready-made state 
machinery, and wield it for its 
own purposes”. All the 
functions of government and the 
state were brought under the 
direct control of an elected 
government subject to instant 
recall and paid a worker’s wage. 
The Commune fulfilled the roles 
of executive and legislature. 
     However, despite the 
numerous successes of the 
Commune, all lucidly explained 
by Marx, the first workers’ 
government was to fall. Marx 
had stated earlier that it was 
one of the decisive mistakes of 
the Commune that the National 
Guard had not at once marched 
on Versailles to defeat the 
forces of reaction stationed 
there. Instead some sporadic 
fighting and attempts at peace 
negotiations Thiers was allowed 
to build up his forces. The 
internationalism of the 
bourgeoisie in crushing the 
proletariat was also shown as 
Bismarck gladly released 
captured French soldiers to aid 
in the slaughter of the 
Communards. Thiers unleashed 
one of the greatest White 
Terrors seen against the 
Parisian insurgents that made 
even the bourgeois press blush 
in its extremeness. 
     The Civil War in France stands 
as one of the finest pieces of 
political journalism and 
contemporary history writing 
published. It is highly 
recommended both as a 
fantastic overview of the Paris 
Commune and a lesson in 
Marxist history writing.  
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The Paris Commune remains an important part of the history of the international 
working class movement. Claudia Hill talks us through one of Marx’s finest 
pieces of political journalism, The Civil War in France. 
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People will be different in a 
socialist society. But must peo-
ple change before we can win 
socialism, or must we have 
socialism before people will 
change? Many Challenge readers 
have probably discussed this 
question. The dialectical Marx-
ist answer is that by commit-
ting themselves to the struggle 
for a better future, people be-
gin to change themselves – and 
the world. No writer has con-
veyed this truth more elo-
quently than the Russian revo-
lutionary Maxim Gorky (1868-
1936) in his great novel Mother. 
     Gorky described people 
and society as they are, but at 
the same time discovered 
within them the essence of 
new men and women and the 
seeds of a different social or-
der. This, I take it, is what is 
meant by socialist realism. 
     The book was published in 
1907 and set in a period when 
the Bolshevik party was illegal 
and forced to operate under-
ground. The novel’s originality 
and strength are that the devel-
oping class struggle is seen en-
tirely through the conscious-
ness of the mother, as she 
morphs from an illiterate bat-
tered wife into an active com-
munist. 
     Pelagea Nilovna is a widow 
living close to the factory 
where her only son Pavel 
works. She is puzzled when he 
takes to reading serious books 
that he hides carefully away. 
One evening several young 
men and women come covertly 
to the house for an animated 
discussion. The mother is 

shocked when Pavel tells her 
“We’re socialists.”  
     Slowly and painfully her fear 
for his future is overcome by 
admiration and respect for the 
dedication of Pavel and his 
comrades to a cause she still 
doesn’t fully understand. 
     Pavel takes leaflets into the 
factory. He’s arrested. The 
comrades realise that if the 
leaflets stop coming it will be 
clear that Pavel was responsi-
ble. So his mother volunteers 
to sell food at the factory gate, 
and finds a way of passing the 
leaflets to a trusted worker.  
     She struggles to teach her-
self to read. As her understand-
ing grows, she is drawn into 
more activity: taking leaflets to 
the peasants; helping one of the 
comrades to hide after he’s 
escaped from prison; smuggling 
copy to a sympathetic printer. 
     Pavel’s great speech in 
court, condemning capitalism, is 
printed as a leaflet. The mother 
takes a load to the railway sta-
tion, where she is accosted by a 
spy. The bag flies open; she 
hands out the leaflets and for 

the first time in her life makes a 
public speech, before she is 
brutally arrested. Her transfor-
mation is complete.  
     The novel is driven by 
Gorky’s anger and compassion. 
For instance, on domestic vio-
lence: he used to beat me as if he 
was beating everybody he had a 
grudge against. On the future: 
We’re forced to hate people so 
that the time will come when we 
can love them all…when each will 
be like a star to all the others. On 
the capitalist state: The director 
winks, the policeman nods…One 
of them holds the people by the 
horns while the other milks them 
dry.  
     Some critics have said that 
Gorky’s communists are too 
good to be true. I think he set 
out to show how communists 
should be – and can be. If there 
had not been many comrades 
like those in Mother, the Bol-
sheviks would never have led a 
successful revolution nor built 
so much of socialism in a back-
ward land. The novel is still an 
inspiring read for any would-be 
revolutionary.  
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In the latest  instalment of David Grove’s exploration of novels with a political 
message he looks at early 20th century Russian novel Mother by the revolution-
ary author Maxim Gorky. 



Young people have always been 
a vital force in the development 
of societies. The struggles of 
the youth for freedom and 
democracy and in social 
transformation, for the right to 
education and employment 
have always played a significant 
role in the general struggle for 
a fair and peaceful world. We 
have seen this in the past, but 
in the present periods big 
demonstrations of students and 
young workers have made up 
the vanguard of resistance 
against exploitation, 
infringements of rights, 
imperialist plunder of 
resources, racism, sexual 
discrimination, colonialism, 
fascism, military interventions 
and war, and for the survival of 
the Human. We call upon the 
youth to continue these 
struggles. 
     While imperialism 
dominates the world, during 
one of the deepest ever 
structural crises of the 
capitalist system, the situation 
of the youth is worsening. This 
is clear in the increasing 
number of young people 
unemployed or working under 

precarious working conditions 
while the profits of the large 
capitalist monopolies do not 
suffer. This crisis shows the 
historical limits of this system 
and that there is potential for 
greater struggles against it and 
positive changes in the balance 
of the different forces in the 
world. We call all the youth to 
line up in our struggle of 
resistance against the 
exploitation of all peoples and 
the environment, for the true 
satisfaction of peoples’ needs. 
     In times when imperialist 
forces increase militarisation of 
the world, by founding more 
military bases, by competing 
with each other for markets 
and natural resources, 
increasing the fire power of 
armies and their budgets, 
developing high technology 
weapons, and devastating the 
environment and natural 
resources (proving the 
environmentally destructive 
character of imperialism), the 
Earth has become a more 
dangerous place to grow up. 
Alongside the strengthening of 
imperialist structures, such as 
NATO, the EU, AFRICOM and 

others, imperialist forces have 
become more aggressive 
towards progressive, 
democratic and communist 
organisations, which makes the 
struggle for peace all the more 
important. Among other 
examples the increasing 
military provocations against 
progressive governments and 
peoples in Latin America and 
the Caribbean, the equating of 
communism and Nazism in 
Eastern Europe, the crimes  
against the youth and people of 
Palestine by the imperialist, 
Zionist Israeli occupation, the 
occupations of Iraq and 
Afghanistan, the oppression of 
indigenous people demonstrate 
that the attempt of imperialism 
to destroy democratic rights is 
not merely an isolated event in 
one country, but is in fact a key 
element of imperialism. 
     Youth has struggled, now 
struggles and will keep 
struggling for public, free, 
quality and democratic 
education, for the right to 
employment with full labour 
rights, for democratic rights, 
for the right to free and 
universal access to healthcare, 
sport and culture, for the 
protection of the environment, 
for a decent life, and for 
friendship, solidarity and peace 
among all peoples of the world. 
There is no imperialist 
campaign, no anti-scientific 
school book, no nationalist 
feeling, racial prejudice, ethnic 
or religious conflict that can 
stop the struggle of the youth 
and all the workers against the 
exploitation of man by man. 
     The 17th World Festival of 
Youth and Students (WFYS) 
will be held in Pretoria, South 
Africa, in December 2010. The 
Festival has a rich heritage and 
will build on the experience of 
the 16th WFYS in August 2005 
in Caracas, Venezuela. 
     The 17th WFYS in South 
Africa states and underlines the 
anti-imperialist character of all 
the World Festivals of Youth 
and Students. This firm 
confrontation with imperialism 
has been the key element for 
the resistance of WFYS, always 
having had an important 
contribution from the 

progressive and socialist 
countries. The international, 
mass participation of the youth 
and students and cultural 
celebrations are elements that 
we should reinforce. Alongside 
our solidarity with South 
Africa’s resistance to any type 
of imperialist intervention, 
building a multicultural and 
multinational country of peace, 
sovereignty and social justice, 
now that the brave struggle of 
the South African people and 
youth have thrown off the yoke 
of apartheid. 
     Furthermore, organising the 
17th WFYS for the first time 
on the African continent is a 
sign of support to the African 
youth, which so bravely 
struggles against the new waves 
of imperialism, whether military 
– by founding new bases all 
over the continent (particularly 
the dangerous US project of 
AFRICOM) and the growing 
military presence in Somalia – 
or political and economic – by 
attempting to force all 
countries to bend to the will of 
imperialism, punishing with 
sanctions all those who refuse 
to accept this new sort of neo-
colonialist offensive against 
their countries and peoples. 
     The World Festival of 
Youth and Students is 
collectively organised and 
represents the millions of 
young people who struggle for 
a peaceful future without 
imperialism. Its democratic 
process, since the first 
preparatory moment until the 
closing ceremony, is unique and 
should be preserved and 
deepened, in order to connect 
even more with the concrete 
everyday struggles, in all 
countries of the world, of 
youth and students. 
     We call upon all progressive 
youth and students to join the 
struggle for peace and against 
imperialism, and work actively 
from now to strengthen the 
17th WFYS in their countries 
and participate in the Festival in 
South Africa. 
    Let’s defeat imperialism, for 
a world of peace, solidarity and 
social transformation! 
    Let us work for a successful 
17th World Festival of Youth 
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With the World Festival just months 
away, Challenge is reproducing the 
call that has gone out across the globe 
urging all progressive and anti-
imperialist youth to play their part in 
ensuring its a success 
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WHAT  WE  S TAND FOR  

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The Young Communist League is... 

 

If you’re under 29 and want to join the YCL write to the address below or visit 
our website. If you want to subscribe to Challenge then fill in this form & send to. 
Young Communist League, Ruskin House, 23 Coombe Rd, London CR0 1BD 
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Challenge subscriptions are £7 for two years (eight issues), £9 for Europe, £11 for Overseas (please pay by international money order). 
Cheques & P/O should be made payable to YCL.  Order online at www.ycl.org.uk 

We aim 
not to 
mend 
capitalism 
but to end 
it 
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YCL button badges! 
75p each, £1.25 for 2, £2 for 4, £3.50 for 8* 

*all prices incl. p&p 

YCL T-shirt - New sizes in 
stock £12.50 (inc. p&p) 
Size: S      M      L      XL      XXL 
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