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editorial 
Dear Comrades, 
 
Welcome to the latest issue of Challenge. It’s been an exciting time in 
British and world politics in recent months. The initial despair I’m sure we 
all felt at the election of a Conservative and Liberal Democrat 
government has given way to an anger at their policies and the massive 
cuts that they are trying to introduce.  
 
The mood of resistance could be felt at the TUC, from which George 
Waterhouse reports (pp. 12-13) and the latent anger exploded at 
Demolition 2010, the joint NUS and UCU demonstration with violence 
breaking out and windows smashed at the Conservative Party’s 
headquarters.  
 
The rightful indignation students have felt at the trebling of tuition fees 
(pp. 7-8) has so far not found proper political direction and class 
understanding. The fight against tuition fees must be understood as part of 
a wider assault against the gains made by the working class. It is only 
though linking up with the trade union movement and community groups 
that the full force of these cuts can be resisted on all fronts and we can 
defend our public services. Young Communists must be at the forefront 
of these movements, exposing the sham of the cuts rationale and 
explaining the economic crisis as one endemic to capitalism and how the 
only lasting alternative is socialism. 
 
As well as a variety of articles exploring the various ways people are 
fighting back against neoliberal onslaught we also have our regular features 
with Back 2 Basics looking at Education (p. 24) and a look at more 
political novels in Book@Bedtime (p. 25), as well as In The News (pp. 4-
6) and more video games reviews.. 
 
We also bring you the report back from the 65th anniversary celebrations 
of the World Federation of Democratic Youth (p. 9), which the YCL had 
the honour of hosting and next issue will have a report back from the 
World Festival of Youth and Students held in South Africa. 
 
Don’t forget if you want to contribute to Challenge, either through 
writing articles, poems, reviews or artwork 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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he decision to end a jobs 
fund 12 months early will 
create a gap for 

unemployed young people looking 
for work warned the government. 
The Future Jobs Fund, totalling £1 
thousand million is planned to end 
next March. A committee of MPs 
warned that young people 
attempting to find work need 
proper transitional arrangements. 
A gap will be left until June when 
the new Work Programme is set 
to begin. “This government may 
be prepared to callously write off 
a generation of young people but 
this is just the sort of short-
sighted move which gives cause 
for real concern about whether or 
not this government has the first 
idea about how to grow our 
economy out of recession.” said 
Unite general secretary Len 
McCluskey. The Department for 
Work and Pensions argued that 
the Future Jobs Fund was 
expensive and the best way of 
getting young people employed 
was by apprenticeship 
programmes. 
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in the news 

uts against the youth go 
much further than the 
tuition fee increase, cuts 

in the Education Maintenance 
Allowance (EMA) and youth 
centres are also taking place. 
The government plans to scrap 
EMA despite grassroots 
campaigns to save the payment 
which gives young people from 
working and poor backgrounds 
the economic ability to 
continue their studies. 
Katharine Birbalsingh - a 
former head teacher the 
conservative party invited to 
speak at their annual 
conference – called EMA 

recipients “goons” and called 
for the universities they attend 
to be “razed to the ground”. In 
December school students 
from all backgrounds took part 
in a national demonstration 
during school hours. 
     Police have warned that 
cuts to youth centres will see 
more young people turning 
towards crime. In West 
Oxfordshire Chief Inspector 
Jack Malhi criticised 
Oxfordshire County Council’s 
planned cuts to funding. 
Oxfordshire is overwhelmingly 
Conservative-run, but cuts to 
21 centres will also be seen in 

Bampton, Burford, Carterton, 
Chiping Norton, Eynsham, and 
Standlake totalling £4.2 million. 
     Cambridgeshire is also 
considering cutting staff and 
pupils in its Education 
Otherwise Than At School 
service. A council consultation 
document shows that a 
number of staff will be made 
redundant. Once more the 
fight back against the cuts 
seems to be growing from the 
ground up as parents whose 
children attend the Cambridge 
Student Support Centre will 
protest on January 7th at Shire 
Hall. 
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ven after the 
December 9th 
tuition fee rise 

students are planning fresh 
demonstrations for the new 
year. The Education Activist 
Network and the National 
Campaign Against Cuts and 
Fees are planning the next 
demonstration for 29th 
January. Unions have backed 
the protest hoping that tens 
of thousands will take part. 
Student leaders believe that 
the past demonstrations have 
shown the youth’s ability to 
mobilise masses in Britain’s 
major cities. Paul Kenny of 
GMB gave “complete 
support” to the activist’s 
“opposition to the disgraceful 
and immoral attacks on access 
to education.” Kenny 
criticised the already existing 
tuition fees, and the dressing 
up of cuts as necessary 

because of the banking crisis. 
He went on to say that, 
“GMB is proud to join with 
students and the University 
and College Union. Our 
public services section shop 
stewards and members will be 
contacted in order to 
maximise our support.” Len 
McCluskey of Unite praised 
students for refreshing the 
political world and said that 
unions had been, “put on the 
spot”. McCluskey expressed 
that the anti cuts campaign 
must become a broader 
movement and not solely a 
student or union based fight 
back. “The magnificent 
students' movement needs 
urgently to find a wider echo 
if the government is to be 
stopped.” he said. More on 
the students movement on 
pp. 7-8. 

KKE shows its strength in regional electionsKKE shows its strength in regional elections  
he Communist Party of 
Greece (KKE) was the 
only party in Greek 

local elections to increase its 
vote in November, securing just 
shy of 11% of the vote. 

     The local elections 
were an important 
marking point in the 
Greek Party’s ongoing 
struggle against the 
EU and IMF imposed 
austerity measures. 
The results show that 
the KKE’s leading role 
in these struggles, 
alongside the All 
Workers Militant 
Front (PAME) 
Students Militant 
Front (MAS) and 
other Communist-led 
fronts, has been 
recognised, with 
prominent figures 
from these 
movements being 
elected onto councils 
across Greece. 
     The additional 
80,000 votes and 

3.3% came alongside a massive 
increase in abstentions. Voting is 
still technically compulsory in 
Greece although it is not 
enforced by law. As such the 
61% turnout down from the 
normal 70-80% shows a mass 
disillusionment with Greek 
democracy. While the KKE does 
not support abstentions it did 
call for spoiling ballots in the 
second round where there were 
no Communist candidates—a 
call that was answered by a great 
many of their supporters.  
     The KKE’s general secretary, 
Aleka Papariga said “We are of 
the opinion that the current of 
anger and discontent will get 
stronger. We can see positive 
processes in the consciousness 
of the people despite the fact 
that this process is incomplete. 
We are ready to meet with 
those who voted against (the 
conservative) New Democracy  
and (social-democratic) PASOK, 
with those who abstained for 

political reasons despite the fact 
that we do not agree with this 
form of protest. We are ready 
to meet with them in order to 
build an all-people's current of 
organisation and struggle above 
all in the workplaces and also in 
the neighbourhoods.” 
     On 15th November, the day 
after the second round of 
elections the KKE successfully 
organised mass rallies in Athens 
and other major Greek cities at 
which it urged a further 
intensification of the class 
oriented movement against 
austerity. 
     The governing PASOK 
narrowly won the elections with 
35% of the vote despite dropping 
more than 9%. New Democracy 
also saw a slight drop in its 
support to 33%. Prime Minister 
George Papandreou had 
threatened to dissolve 
parliament if he felt that PASOK 
failed to garner enough support 
to legitimise his continued 
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ewspapers have been 
filled with the 
documents allegedly 

leaked by US private Bradley 
Manning to Wikileaks in recent 
weeks. 
     Many of the revelations have 
been shocking. The US is 
engaged in a proxy war in 
Yemen. They have kidnapped 
and they have tortured 
(supposedly in the presence of 
British intelligence agents). 
Released videos have shown 
helicopters opening fire on 
unarmed crowds. When 
challenged over incidents – such 
as the attack on the Afghan 
village of Azizabad, which killed 
95 people, not one even 
suspected of being a “militant” – 
they have denied they took 
place and accused locals of 
fabricating evidence.  
     In the end, however, much of 
what Wikileaks has told us is 
not a surprise to those on the 
left. Rather, it has confirmed 
much of what we were pretty 
sure already. Blair promised 
Bush he would help invade Iraq, 
although his own advice told him 
it was illegal? That isn’t news. 
Tory ministers raced to 
Washington before the election 
to assure the US that they 
would be as slavish in toeing the 
US line as new Labour was? No 
more than we expected. That 
Dutch oil giant Shell has its 
tentacles at every level of 
Nigerian government has been 
remarked on in Nigerian 

newspapers for years. 
     In the end the most 
interesting part of these 
revelations has been the 
hysterical response if the US 
establishment – with the 
Pentagon calling for Mr Manning 
to be tried for treason and 
executed, and prominent 
Republicans demanding that 
Wikileaks’ founder Julian 
Assange be “hunted down” as a 
terrorist or “anti-American 
operative” (some have even 
suggested trying him for treason, 
although as he is not a US citizen 
this is impossible, in a revealing 
indication of the imperial 
mindset). 
     US policies are unlikely to 
change as a result of the leaks. 
As of yet they have not even 
apologised for ordering their 
UN diplomats to sneak sensitive 
personal information on their 
foreign counterparts. Nobody 
either in the US or Britain has 
responded by admitting they 
have been caught in the act, only 
by denouncing the 
“irresponsible” or “criminal” 
behaviour of the leakers.  
     If these stories are not 
simply to go away, it will be the 
task of the labour movement to 
keep the pressure up on our 
leaders and to emphasise the 
outrageous nature of the acts 
carried out by our governments 
in our names. It is high time that 
the working class turned the 
tables on the real criminals of 
this piece. 

hina has reaffirmed its 
commitment to defend 
North Korea after the 

United States ramped up 
tensions in the region by 
inviting Japan to join the “war 
games” – military exercises on 
the edge of North Korean 
waters which involve South 
Korean and US troops. 
     The situation on the 
peninsula has been tense since 
November 23rd when the South 
fired live rounds into North 
Korean territory and the North 
responded by shelling the 
disputed island of Yeonpyeong, 
killing four people. 
     Both the South and the 
North have promised massive 
retaliation for further attacks, 
insisting that they did not start 
the deadly exchange. But events 
took an even more dangerous 
turn when the American 
aircraft carrier the USS George 

Washington was sent to the 
region, its captain innocently 
remarking en route that its 
“power projection range” was 
not limited to Korea but “easily 
reached Beijing.” 
     China has called for a 
resumption of the six-party 
talks (involving both Koreas, 
China, the US, Japan and Russia) 
in order to defuse tensions, a 
stance which the United States 
has called “deeply 
irresponsible.” There was 
excitement on the right when 
leaked Wikileaks documents 
suggested a rift between the 
Chinese and the North Koreans 
but a meeting between Dai 
Bingguo, of the Chinese State 
Council, and Kim Jong-il on 
December 9th ended with both 
parties confirming they had 
reached “consensus on bilateral 
relations.” 
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S TUDE NTS  

The ConDem coalition’s decision 
to raise the cap on student tuition 
fees has sparked off a wave of civil 
unrest not seen for decades. 
More than 50,000 students and 
education workers marched 
peacefully through London while 
many thousands more have 
mobilised on campuses up and 
down the country taking part in 
local marches and occupations. 
     We must be clear that this is 
an unacceptable assault on our 
education system. The decision to 
treble student fees represents a 
massive threat to the future of 
education, being part of a wider 
attack on public services and the 
achievements won by working 
people. 
     Students are right to be angry 
at the actions of the government 
and the massive mobilisations 
have been a positive development 
and put a lie to the myth that this 
generation is somehow apathetic 
and turned off politics. The unity 
of education workers and 
students is also a particularly 
positive development in building 
the broadest possible coalition in 

resisting this onslaught. It is 
important that students recognise 
that the attack on education is 
part of a wider assault and fully 
support the trade union 
movement in the coming period, 
particularly in ensuring the largest 
possible turnout for the TUC’s 
march for jobs, growth and justice 
on 26th March. 
     Media coverage of student 
protest has tended to focus on 
violence and royals getting poked. 
While undoubtedly some went to 
the protests with a view to 
rioting, most went to express 
their rightful indignation and 
police tactics clearly pushed 
demonstrators into disorder in an 
attempt to discredit them in 
wider society and undermine the 
legitimacy of the protests. Police 
have been quick to kettle and 
quick to swing their batons, 
aggravating protesters. Leaving a 
police van abandoned in the 
middle of Whitehall on ‘Day 
X’ (24.11) was clearly designed to 
provide the media with an 
abundance of footage of smashed-
up and graffiti-daubed police 

property to shock ‘middle 
England’. 
     The Liberal Democrats stood 
on a manifesto of opposing any 
rises in tuition fees. While 
politicians are somewhat more 
prone to breaking promises than 
most, this betrayal has been leapt 
upon by protesters, and 46% of 
those who voted Lib Dem at the 
last election are now less likely 
to do so. This opposition to 
tuition fees was part of a general 
left posturing on the part of the 
Liberal Democrats, eager to pick 
up votes from disaffected Labour 
supporters during the turn to 
neo-Liberalism of the Blair years. 
     Yet we should not be 
surprised either by the Lib 
Dem’s willingness to enter a 
coalition with the Tories (and 
not just because they do it in 
local councils across the 
country) or their pursuance of 
these neo-liberal economic 
policies. Behind the emphasis on 
civil liberties and nominal 
opposition to Britain’s imperialist 
wars the Liberal Democrats true 
colours have been a matter of 

Media 
coverage of 
student protest 
has tended to 
focus on 
violence and 
royals getting 
poked 

The government’s decision to treble tuition fees has unleashed a wave of 
student radicalism not seen for years. James Rodie looks at the politics behind 
the fee rises. 

StudentsStudents  
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public record since 2004’s 
publication of the Orange Book. In 
it a number of the leading lights of 
the party (including Vince Cable and 
Nick Clegg) place the hopes of 
liberal revival in a rejection of the 
post-war consensus (already long 
since abandoned of course) and any 
form of ‘social liberalism’. 
     The book proposed market 
solutions to the social problems 
that Britain faced. For instance, 
rather than reversing the 
privatisation of the NHS and 
returning it to a system that suits 
the needs of the people, it 
proposed moving to a system of 
private health insurance. This places 
them squarely behind the same ‘pro
-choice’ agenda as New Labour and 
the Tories. In all public services 
Orange Book Liberals promote 
greater privatisation and 
marketisation. 
     This would all suggest that 
surprise at the Lib Dem’s actions is 
entirely misplaced. The Liberal 
Democrats are just as vehemently 
capitalist as the other main parties. 
     However, it is wrong to see 
these changes as simply the 
preserve of the Conservative Party 
or Liberal Democrats. As with 
many of the attacks on our hard 
fought for democratic rights, many 
of these changes have an EU 
component: liberalisation of our 
public services and labour laws is at 
the core of the European Union’s 
agenda.  
     In higher education the assault is 
codified in the Bologna process, 
which involves many states across 

Europe not just within the EU. 
Ostensibly, this aims at creating 
more easily recognisable standards 
of education across Europe.  
     This basic aim clearly is intent 
on serving the needs of capital in 
creating clearly identifiable norms of 
educational achievement so that 
workers can more easily be 
expected to move countries to 
serve the needs of capital. Further, 
in creating single standards across 
Europe it is part of the general 
homogenising agenda in trying to 
create a single European nation. 
      The Bologna process is part of 
the EU’s project to remake Europe 
as a single economic unit. This 
European polity would be one 
based on minimum labour standards 
and where public services are 
provided as much as possible by 
competing private companies 
through insurance systems. Free 
market capitalism lies at the heart 
of the EU project and to believe 
that it can be reformed or 
transformed into some form of 
workers’ republic is misguided. We 
must campaign for a withdrawal 
from the European Union to 
protect our national sovereignty 
and ensure that we have an 
education system based on the 
needs of the people rather than 
those of international capital. 
     It is also worth remembering 
that the introduction of student 
fees in the first place was driven by 
another servant of international 
capital, the IMF. Under General 
Agreements on Trade in Services 
(GATS) states are expected to 

STUDE NTS  

liberalise their services to make 
them more easily transferable on 
the international market. These 
are a real threat to education for 
need rather than profit and have 
at their core a desire to 
marketise education. 
     Liberalising education 
provision means the privatisation 
of facilities and potentially an end 
to subsidies for poorer pupils. 
Things like bursaries ‘distort’ the 
market in education, in the eyes 
of the IMF, as does state 
subsidisation of universities. 
Under GATS ‘trade distorting’ 
measures can be declared illegal. 
While the ConDems are already 
seeking to slash HE funding by 
80% and replace this with an 
additional burden on the part of 
students (or customers as they 
are soon to become), the 
extension of GATS could see the 
end of public financing of 
universities. 
     This would throw universities 
into the hands of the markets, 
making them increasingly more 
reliant on private investment. In 
addition to the ever more 
extortionate fees this would 
bring about, it would also 
inevitably have a detrimental 
effect on research, as private 
companies are rarely willing to 
fund research unless it serves 
their own private ends. 
     Young Communists must play 
the greatest possible role in the 
coming (and ongoing) struggle 
against the hike in tuition fees. 
We must expose the role of 
international capital in this drive 
for marketised education and 
agitate for a system based on the 
needs of the people. The 
government may have scraped 
their proposals through but a 
mass movement still has the 
ability to defeat these changes. 
However, students must not 
simply myopically support their 
own struggles, but link up with 
workers in struggle to build a 
popular, democratic movement 
against the ConDem government 
and eventually for socialism. 
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An evening of music marked the 
opening of the 65th Anniversary 
of the World Federation of 
Democratic Youth in London. 
Delegates from Belgium, 
Norway, Portugal, Bangladesh, 
Austria, Greece, Cyprus and 
Ireland were in attendance as 
progressive music from EDON 
(Cyprus) members accompanied 
the atmosphere of debate, 
laughter and education. 
     The following day seminars 
hosted by the Young 
Communist League celebrated 
the achievements of WFDY in 
the Marx Memorial Library 
where Lenin, Connolly and a 
number of other high profile 
comrades worked while in 
London. The key speakers in the 
seminar were George 
Waterhouse, the general 
secretary of the YCL and 
Yogendra Shahi, the Vice-
President of WFDY. This 
seminar focused on our 
common struggle against 
imperialism and the particular 
issues we face in our own 
countries, and also discussed the 
17th World Festival of Youth 
and Students. Debate ranged 
from the contributions to 
Mediterranean security, Cypriot 
independence, the increasing 
militarisation of the European 
Union and the challenges faced 
throughout Europe. 
     Attendees heard 
interventions on the struggle for 
socialism, peace and the role of 
communist youth organisations 
within the labour movement. 
International issues naturally 
drew a diverse and complex set 

of contributions focussing on the 
role of US, EU and British 
imperialism juxtaposed with the 
developing role of socialism in 
Latin America and campaigns 
such as National Liberation 
movements and Disarmament. 
     Following seminars and 
discussion, delegates attended a 
lecture on historical revisionism 
made by Phil Katz, a writer and 
leading member of the 
Communist Party of Britain. He 
has recently published a book 
entitled ‘Freedom from Tyranny’ 
about WW2.  Debate was lively 
over the alarming growth of the 
far-right, the burgeoning EU 
bureaucracy, the recent 
legislative attacks on the Czech 

Communist Youth Union, noting 
that disturbing paradox of the 
European Council dictating 
about petty-bourgeois notions 
of freedoms based around the 
market, while concluding the 
need to fairly defend our history 
whilst moving forward. 
     The International delegation 
had also marked the 93rd 
Anniversary of the Great 
October Revolution on Sunday 
paying tribute in front of the 
grave of Karl Marx in Highgate 
Cemetery, London. Delegates 
also visited the Royal Albert 
Hall, where WFDY was founded 
as a prominent global youth 
movement against fascism, 
imperialism and for peace in the 

aftermath of the victory against 
fascism in WW2. Following the 
tour, delegates returned to the 
Marx Memorial Library, 
undertook bilateral meetings 
and joined the evening 
discussion with leading trade 
unionists on the current 
economic crisis and workers' 
rights. A celebration dinner was 
also held consisting of traditional 
English food and drink. 
     The event was enjoyed by all 
and demonstrates that both 
hard work developing and 
refining our understanding of 
capitalism can be combined with 
music, laughter and good 
conversation with comrades 
from around the world. 

WFDY 

YCL BritainYCL Britain  

9 

celebratescelebrates  
65 years65 years  

The YCL had the honour of hosting a celebration of the 
65th anniversary of the World Federation of Democratic 
Youth in November. We reproduce the report below. of WFDYof WFDY  



housing benefits 
Tories slash 
Access to housing is vital to pursue a decent 
life, yet the ConDems seem intent on pursuing a 
policy of class cleansing as they slash housing 
benefits. Lorraine Hijdra guides us through some 
of the changes being proposed. 
The ConDem Government has 
signalled an unprecedented at-
tack on the housing rights of 
Britain’s poorest and most vul-
nerable people. 
     Up to 70% cuts in the capital 
grant for new affordable hous-
ing has resulted in construction 
projects being mothballed or 
cancelled. 
     This is despite local author-
ity housing waiting lists standing 
at 1.8 million households. 
     Almost 400,000 Council 
properties and over 180,000 

housing association 
homes in England re-
main non-decent, 
despite 
the previ-

ous Government’s target of 
2010 for all Council housing to 
reach ‘decent’ standards. This 
represents almost 14% of social 
housing stock in England. £3.2 
thousand million investment is 
needed to bring these homes 
up to the standard. 
     Investment in social housing 
is key to sustaining the fragile 
recovery in the construction 
industry, already reeling from 
the cuts to major public invest-
ment programmes such as 
Building Schools for the Fu-
ture.  Further cuts, along with 
the abolition of regional house-
building targets signals a deep-
ening economic crisis. 

     The announce-

ment in the 
emergency 
budget of 
housing bene-
fit caps for 
private rented 
accommoda-
tion, including 
a 10% cut for 
anyone on job 
seekers allow-
ance for over 
12 months will 
increase hard-
ship and inevi-
tably result in 
an increase in 
homelessness, 
with up to 
200,000 
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The 
announcements 
of a £500 cap on 
welfare benefits 
has exposed the 
government’s 
apartheid policy 
for the poor 

households expected to lost 
their homes as a direct result. 
A further 10% cut in the value 
of the Local Housing Allowance 
along with the removal of in-
centives for people to take 
smaller properties than their 
families need will make the pri-
vate rented sector unaffordable 
for the vast majority of people 
who are dependent on housing 
benefit. Over 1/3 of people 
who will be affected by this 
change are pensioners. 
     This in turn will increase 
pressure on local authorities 
who have successfully used 
private rented accommodation 
to stop 65,000 households be-
coming homeless and have vir-
tually eliminated the use of 
temporary bed & breakfast 
accommodation for homeless 
families. 
     The housing benefit cuts for 
homeless households accom-
modated by local authorities in 
private rented properties have 
been deferred to 2013. How-
ever when they are imple-
mented this will almost cer-
tainly result in local authorities 
reverting either to the use of 
B&B for homeless households, 
or utilising scarce council and 
housing association properties 
as the private rented sector 
ceases to be an affordable op-
tion for temporary accommo-
dation when the benefit caps 
are implemented. In addition 
the use of the private rented 
sector as an alternative to be-
coming homeless in the first 
place is unlikely to continue as 
a viable option when the cuts 
are implemented for the rest of 
the population next year, which 
will mean those households are 
more likely to become home-
less. Tenants in the private 
rented sector lost their security 
of tenure in 1988, and evictions 
from private rented accommo-
dation were responsible for 
13% of all homeless application 
in the first quarter of this year - 
up 2% on the same quarter last 
year. 
     The sterile debate about 
removing security of tenure for 
council and housing association 
tenants has been resurrected 
despite Cameron’s commit-
ment to maintain secure tenan-
cies in the Tories’ election 
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manifesto. The argument is that 
people should be offered an 
affordable housing tenancy on a 
time-limited basis only, and if, on 
review, they are able to ‘afford’ 
to live in the private rented sec-
tor, or to buy their own home, 
they could be evicted from their 
homes. Aside from the fact that 
this would, as correctly pre-
dicted by Margaret Beckett, re-
sult in a major disincentive to 
people working or finding better 
paid jobs, it establishes the prin-
ciple that the only people who 
are allowed to view their ac-
commodation as their home are 
owner-occupiers. 
     People in need of support to 
live independently, or who need 
supported housing are also un-
der threat from predicted cuts 
in local authorities’ Supporting 
People budgets. This funding was 
ring-fenced until last year, guar-
anteeing that it could only be 
spent on supported housing, for 
instance homeless hostels, shel-
tered housing, women’s refuges 
and specialist housing for people 
with mental health problems, 
learning difficulties and recover-
ing from addiction. As a result 
some authorities have already 
raided this budget to help fund 
statutory social care services 
and other funds. The budget is 
under further attack as a result 
of the ConDems’ insistence on 
government departments finding 
between 25% and 40% cuts and 
this budget has already been 
signalled as ripe for slashing. 
     English and Welsh Homeless-
ness legislation continues to 
distinguish between the 
‘deserving’ and ‘undeserving’ 
poor - those deemed to be in 
‘priority need’ and not 
‘intentionally’ homeless. Unlike 
the legislation in Scotland, which 
places a duty on all local authori-
ties to ensure that homeless 
people are accommodated, Eng-
land is seeing an increase in peo-
ple sleeping rough - either be-
cause they are not eligible for 
help due to their immigration 
status, or because they are not 
deemed vulnerable enough to 
qualify for help. Speculation is 
increasing that this Government 
will seek to limit the level of 
help and support that local au-
thorities are required to give to 
homeless people even further. 

The specialist Rough Sleepers’ 
unit in the Department for 
Communities and Local Govern-
ment has already been cut. 
     The announcements of a 
£500 cap on welfare benefits for 
Britain’s poorest households – 
regardless of family size, or spe-
cial needs has exposed their 
apartheid policy for the poor.  
Essentially these cuts will mean 
that private rented housing in 
London and most of the South 
East of England will be com-
pletely unaffordable for people 
who are dependent on welfare 
benefits, including housing bene-
fit. This will affect thousands of 
people whose only option will 
be to leave London altogether. 
We can expect to see an exodus 
of England’s poorest and most 
vulnerable people, with their 
likely destination those areas 
already suffering from poverty 
and decline. This is, at its es-
sence, class cleansing. In some of 
London’s poorest Boroughs this 
will also mean ethnic cleansing 
since black and minority ethnic 
communities are disproportion-
ately represented among the 
homeless, unemployed and low 
paid. 
     The unaffordability of private 
rented housing will also, inevita-
bly mean an increase in rough 
sleeping as single people run out 
of housing options. 
All this makes grim reading for 
young people hoping to get on 
the housing ladder.  It has been 
reported that the average of first 
time buyers is now 37.  For 
young people just starting out in 
work and on low incomes it 
seems the only housing option is 
not to leave home, but to re-
main dependent on their parents 
for many years longer than they 
and their mums and dads would 
want, or consider appropriate. 
     There is a need for a major 
housing campaign in Britain.  The 
attacks on the housing rights of 
the most vulnerable section of 
our community make this one of 
the most pressing issues facing 
our movement today. This cam-
paign needs to encompass a 
wide range of issues, but all of 
them are linked to the recogni-
tion that a decent home should 
be a basic right for all people. 
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TUC 

All across Europe workers have 
been fighting EU-imposed auster-
ity measures. Over 10 million 
workers staged a general strike in 
Spain, following the six general 
strikes held by Greek workers. A 
recent day of action against the 
cuts that brought over 100,000 
workers from 24 countries to 
Brussels impressed on members 
of the YCL in the British contin-
gent the need for workers across 
Europe to coordinate action 
against these devastating cuts.  
     Many people in Britain find 
themselves ill equipped to deal 
with government austerity meas-
ures. Access to housing, education 
and healthcare is already over-
stretched. One particularly big 
issue is unemployment and under-
employment. The Office for Na-
tional Statistics reported that the 
number of people classed as eco-
nomically inactive has reached a 
record high of 8.17 million. Young 
people are overrepresented in the 
unemployment figures and those 
in work are more likely to be in 
casualised, precarious agency or 
short-term contracted work.  
     Trade unionists came from all 
over the country on the 13th of 
September to Manchester a city 
whose vibrancy cut through the 
rain. Yet despite the sights and 
sounds a grim mood hangs over 
many inhabitants of the city. The 
shedding of manufacturing jobs 

has deeply affected the old indus-
trial city and has been accompa-
nied by a huge rise in poverty, 
unemployment and social exclu-
sion. It could be argued that the 
city would be receptive to a TUC 
that would start the fight back 
against the biggest assault on 
working people in living memory.  
     The mood for a campaign 
against austerity was set in the 
backdrop of a joint statement by 
Unison and the PCS to campaign 
together to defend public services 
and jobs. Many developments at 
congress were welcome. 
     Delegates unanimously gave 
their support for John McDon-
nell's Private Members Bill which 
sought to prevent the disgraceful 
practice of employers using small 
technicalities against democratic 
ballots for strike action (although 
not enough MPs turned up for it 
to get its next reading). Court 
rulings have been used against 
overwhelming support for strike 
action from Unite’s BA cabin 
crew, RMT and others recently 
without any appreciation of the 
difficulties of maintaining the re-
cords of up to thousands of work-
ers who constantly move house, 
job or even grade and worksite. 
The composite motion reaffirmed 
Congress' commitment to ending 
the harsh anti-trade union laws by 
standing behind the Lawful Indus-
trial Action (Minor Errors) Bill.  

     TUC delegates also 
pledged support for the 
Communication Workers 
Union’s (CWU) campaign 
against the privatisation of 
the post office. 
‘Competition equals a bet-
ter, cheaper service’ is the 
familiar excuse for the pri-
vatisation of public services 
and has been used in re-
gards to pawning off of our 
post service. Similar argu-
ments were used to justify 
the privatisation of Britain’s 
railways yet we have been 
left with a more dangerous 
service that is the most 
expensive in Europe. The 
same will become true of 
our postal service if the 
Post Office is privatised, 
not to mention the forfeit-
ing of thousands of postal 
workers’ jobs.  
     Another positive devel-
opment came from a mo-
tion concerning the Middle 
East. Congress voted for 
boycott and disinvestment 
from firms that profit from 
the occupation and illegal 
settlements in Palestine. 
The composite motion, 
which was unanimously 
passed, denounced the Is-
raeli government’s attack 
on the Mavi Marmara flotilla 
in May, which resulted in 

The mood for a 
campaign 
against 
austerity was 
set in the 
backdrop of a 
joint statement 
by Unison and 
the PCS to 
campaign 
together to 
defend public 
services and 
jobs. 

Class warClass war  
Congress?Congress?  

2010’s TUC was one of the most militant of recent years, YCL General 
Secretary George Waterhouse reports back from Congress and sur-
veys the mood. 



13 

TUC 

the deaths of nine solidarity 
activists, and its continuing 
support for illegal settlements. 
The motion issued an impor-
tant condemnation of the Is-
rael’s reactionary Histadrut 
trade union federation. 
     A packed Morning Star 
fringe meeting was held with 
many more people listening 
outside the door than were 
inside the room. RMT General 
Secretary Bob Crow defended 
his call for “general and co-
ordinated strikes” against at-
tacks by the mainstream media 
by pointing out that without 
civil disobedience women 
would not have the vote.  
     Conference delegates and 
members of Manchester CPB 
and YCL attended a Commu-
nist party fringe meeting at the 
mechanic’s institute which 
housed the founding meeting of 
the TUC in 1868. Communist 
Party General Secretary Robert 
Griffiths forecast 2010 might 
be seen in future as the “class 
war Congress.” 
     “Not in the sense that the 
TUC has declared class war 
but that it resolved to unite in 
defence of the working class 
against the Tories' class war,” 
he explained. 
     While progress has been 
made on some issues more 
work needs to be done par-
ticularly in regards to organis-
ing resistance to the cuts. Un-
fortunately some negative 
trends distracted delegates 
from this. 

     The decision to invite David 
Cameron was an insult to 
those who will lose their jobs 
as a result of the coalition gov-
ernment’s attack on the peo-
ple. The withdrawal of the invi-
tation was no victory to cele-
brate as it should never have 
been issued. Similarly it was 
outrageous to give a warm 
welcome to Mervyn King, gov-
ernor of the Bank of England, 
as he tried to justify the scrap-
ping of people’s jobs and ser-
vices.  
     Regrettably for the democ-
racy of Britain’s labour move-
ment Manchester TUC 2010 
was the last full annual con-
gress. There will be no TUC 
congress held next year when 
the brunt of the austerity 
measures will be unleashed.  
     The labour movement must 
be organised in order to stop 
the austerity measures and 
defeat this government. As Bob 
Crow, who was re-elected 
onto the TUC general council, 
has stated “the government 
started this fight with the 
working class - but we are up 
for it.” It is paramount that a 
conference is organised as 
early as possible in order to 
coordinate resistance to the 
cuts.  
     Young communists must 
help to fight the EU imposed 
austerity measures in two 
ways; 
     Firstly the battle of ideas 
still needs to be won in reject-
ing rhetoric surrounding the 

The labour 
movement 
must be or-
ganised in or-
der to stop the 
austerity 
measures and 
defeat this 
government 

false claim that ‘we're all in it 
together’. The wealth of the 
top 1000 richest people in Brit-
ain rose last year by almost 30 
per cent, so much for universal 
belt-tightening. It is clear that 
this remedy proposed by the 
European Union is a naked 
attack on the lives of working 
families. Instead of austerity 
measures, the government 
could close tax havens and 
ensure that tax-dodging mil-
lionaires pay their share. The 
implementation of a wealth tax 
and a ‘Robin Hood’ tax on 
bank transactions could raise 
thousands of millions. More 
could be saved by cancelling 
the Trident missile replacement 
and bringing British troops 
home from the increasingly 
aimless war in Afghanistan.  
     Secondly young communists 
must contribute to the coordi-
nated response to the austerity 
programme. We must get in-
volved in local anti-cuts groups. 
It must be acknowledged that 
the ConDem government’s 
plans for privatisation were 
built upon existing Labour poli-
cies, such as the Academy 
schools programme. Likewise, 
a Labour government would 
have introduced cuts in line 
with other social democratic 
governments in Greece, Spain 
and across the capitalist world. 
Nonetheless, in the interests of 
unity, the broadest possible 
anti-cuts campaign is required 
and must involve socialists, 
communists and trade unionists 
together with Labour Party 
members, dissident liberals and 
Tories as well as local commu-
nity and religious groups.  



Women’sWomen’s  
The oppression of 
women is inherent in 
class divided societies. 
As such the struggle for 
women’s and class 
emancipation must go 
hand in hand. Maya 
Llamarazes explains 
more, and we provide 
the text of the charter 
overleaf. 

CHARTER  FOR  WO MEN 

oppressionoppression  
For hundreds of years the place 
of women in society has been an 
example of human slavery. We 
can look back to the times when 
the woman was considered the 
man’s object and once married 
had no possessions, or to the 
times where women struggled in 
order to gain the vote in Britain 
and elsewhere. We look at those 
times and think of them as the 
dark past, and believe those years 
when women struggled to be 
equal are in the past, that the 
fight is over. Young women today 
often fail to ask themselves 
whether they live in an equal or 
unequal world. Women have 
gained some freedoms since the 
beginning of the 20th century, 
when the suffragettes in Britain 
fought for some level of formal 
equality. 
     Society constantly tells 
women that “we have it all”. We 
can choose any career such as 
doctors and lawyers even up to 
being Prime Minister. We can 
choose our lives the way we 
want without having a man next 
to us telling us what to do. Some 
people even say that women’s 
equality has gone too far and that 
men have to struggle to gain 
positions women have taken 

over. What many 
people don’t 
realise is that 
oppression still 
exists, but the 
mass media 
and 

capitalist society will always seek 
to deny that oppression. In reality 
we still have major inequality 
between women and men: 
unequal pay; worse chances of 
getting to the top of the career 
ladder; objectification in the sex 
industry and advertising; attacks 
on the right to an abortion and 
vilification of those who have 
one; archaic religious attitudes 
treating us as lower class citizens; 
domestic violence (governments 
usually try to demonstrate that 
they care about this issue, yet 
women who suffer are often left 
in silence and inadequate funding 
is provided for support services); 
and last but not least the 
overwhelming view that a woman 
should be the typical housewife 
that every few years pops out 
another child. 
     As Communists we have to 
develop in a way we can tackle 
these issues like we tackle racism, 
homophobia and discrimination 
of other types, we have to focus 
on women’s oppression. That’s 
why one of the Communist Party 
of Britain’s great steps has been 
to introduce the Charter for 
Women. This shows the equality 
women should have in society. 
     The Charter for Women, 
shouts out rights that should be 

brought up, for 

example in society as a whole, 
The Women’s Charter calls out 
for the end of certain ideologies 
that portray women to be weak 
and dull individuals. We must get 
rid of this type of ignorance 
which indoctrinates people’s 
minds and makes women struggle 
more, due to being labelled as 
something we’re not. 
     As we all know rights that gay 
and lesbian citizens should have, 
have been ignored for some time 
and even in the 21st century 
religion, politics and certain 
societies have excluded people 
with a different sexual 
orientation, therefore we need to 
change this view, to develop a 
type of community where 
equality and respect exist, and for 
us to go a step further towards 
socialism. 
     In the workplace we need to 
end discrimination, oppression 
and sexual harassment. Women 
are an easy target to bully at 
work; many have to end their 
careers due to abuse from male 
colleagues. We need to end this 
in order to encourage women to 
follow their 
career 
targets with 
a feeling of 
safety in the 
work place. 

     From 

this we need to highlight a big 
issue which is the “glass ceiling”, 
which stops many women from 
becoming individuals with 
professions. Women are often 
seen as unreliable due to needing 
to take time off to have children. 
As Communists we need to 
encourage society to change its 
perspective of how they look at 
women and open our doors to 
young women, for them to follow 
successful careers. 
     The oppression of women has 
to be something we end, not 
because society highlights it as a 
common issue, but because 
women are being majorly pushed 
by this type of exploitation, which 
stops a community from being 
equal. So as communist from 
different backgrounds we must 
take experiences from our own 
lives in order to understand 
oppression and exploitation. 
     Recognising to its fullest point 
women’s inequality, is starting to 
fix society and beginning to 
change the world into a socialist 
point of view. So we must 
prioritise issues of racism, 

women’s oppressions and 
homophobia in order to call 

ourselves Communists. 
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Women constitute half the working population in Britain and yet 
the gap between men’s and women’s earnings is widening despite 
the fact that girls perform better than boys in public examina-
tions. (55% of girls gain five or more A-C grades at GCSE com-
pared with 44% of boys.) 
     Women over 21 have had the right to vote since 1928 
and yet only 27% of local authority councillors are 
women, 18% of all MPs and 24% of MEPs are women. In 
the home, up to one in 10 women experience domestic 
violence each year, one in four will experience this type of 
abuse at some point in their lifetime. An incident of do-
mestic violence takes place in Britain every six to 20 
seconds. 
     The oppression of women is consistently denied 
or trivialised by the mass media and the state. New 
Labour claims that they have made great progress to 
equalise opportunity for women – the facts do not 
bear this out. On the left, there is a tendency to 
subsume women’s issues within the general class 
struggle, or to relegate them to a secondary posi-
tion. The right have always trivialised or ignored 
our concerns. 
     Women’s membership of trade unions is rising. 

However, women are not represented in proportion to their 
numbers within the trade unions. The position for black women 
is even worse.  
     Women have always fought for their long-denied rights; we 
must do so again. 

     We hope to inspire a new and inclusive socialist feminist 
theory and practice that will motivate a new generation of 
women activists and revitalise the fight for women’s libera-
tion. One of the ways of doing this is to unite around a 
campaigning programme. This is the purpose of the 

Charter for Women. It does not offer new policy 
but instead seeks to bring together the key de-
mands for which progressive women are fighting 
in various arenas. The charter covers three broad 
areas, social policy, the labour market and the 
labour movement. It raises the main progressive 
concerns/ campaigning points under each head-
ing. We want it to be discussed, adopted and 
promoted by all progressive women’s groups 
and organisations. 
     For us the price of progress is eternal vigi-
lance – we must ensure that women’s de-
mands are heard and acted on. 

In society 
 Highlight the feminisation of poverty and campaign to 

reverse cuts in welfare state and public services. 
 Expose the ideologies that are used to perpetuate 

women’s inequality (for example, the notion of ‘family 
values’ and the ‘family wage’). 

 Draw attention to the role of the media and other cul-
tural agencies in shaping gender identities that reinforce 
the unequal relationships between men and women. 

 Campaign for greater support for lone mothers, carers 
and women fleeing domestic violence. 

 Improve access and rights to abortion. 
 Ensure that women and girls are entitled to the full range 

of free and high quality educational provision (from nurs-
ery to university) and subject choice. 

 End women pensioner poverty by increasing the State 
pension in line with average earnings. 

 At work: 
 Campaign to end institutional and other forms of racism 

and ensure that the status and pay of Black women work-
ers is a bargaining priority. 

 Campaign to reduce the gender pay gap and highlight its 
causes 

 End job segregation by improving training and opportuni-
ties for women. 

 Ensure that unions fight more equal value claims. 
 Campaign to change equal pay law to permit ‘class ac-

tion’ (group claims) and remove employer ‘get out’ 
clauses. 

 Campaign to raise the level of national minimum wage to 
at least half, and rising to at least two-thirds of male me-
dian earnings. 
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Demand statutory pay audits. 
 Equalise opportunities and improve conditions for 

women workers. 
 Demand full-time right for part time workers. 
 Root out bullying and sexual harassment. 
 End casualisation and especially zero hours contracts. 
 Reduce job segregation by providing training opportuni-

ties for women in non-traditional areas. 
 Campaign for affordable child care including pre-, after-

school and holiday provision. 
 Campaign for a shorter working week for all 
 Improve maternity leave and pay, including paid paternity 

leave. 
 Campaign for a change in the qualification criteria in the 

Industrial Injuries/Disability Benefit scheme, to end dis-
crimination against women and in particular to extend 
the list of disorders in the prescribed disease schedules  

 
In the labour movement 
 Tackle the under-representation of women in the labour 

and trade union movement structures by proportionality 
and other measures. 

 Ensure the accountability of women’s structures to 
women. 

 Maintain and extend women’s committees, women’s 
courses and other measures to ensure that women’s is-
sues/concerns are collectively articulated and actioned. 

 Campaign to raise the profile of the TUC, STUC and 
Welsh TUC’s women’s conferences as the ‘parliaments of 
working women’. 
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At the last  congress, the TUC 
and the Fair Pay Network 
published a report entitled 
‘Unfinished Business: The quest for 
a Living Wage’. The report 
outlines the experiences of 
several living wage campaigns, 
from RMT member cleaners on 
the Eurostar to a Methodist 
minister. Local living wage 
campaigns have sprung up in 
many cities including Manchester, 
Glasgow, London and Norwich. 
The endorsement of the Living 
Wage by Ed Miliband caused a 
storm among some Business 
leaders. Even David Cameron 
has described the Living Wage as 
an idea ‘that’s time has come’. It 
appears everyone is talking about 
the Living Wage.  
     Everyone who is paid 

minimum wage knows how hard 
it is to get by. You struggle to 
cover the rent, shopping, electric 
and heating bills despite working 
long hours. Many people in this 
situation are reliant on in-work 
benefits. We have seen the re-
emergence of the concept of an 
‘undeserving poor’ propagated 
by politicians such as multi-
millionaire Culture secretary 
Jeremy Hunt, who recently 
argued that poor families should 
not have children in order to 
save the state money. However, 
these myths ignore the fact that 
the majority of children living in 
poverty have at least one 
working parent. Paid work 
should provide you with 
everything you need to live a 
decent life, yet for so many 

working people this is not 
happening. 
     The concept of a Living 
Wage is the minimum amount 
of money needed to live a well 
rounded life. The concept 
appears to have come from the 
USA where momentum has 
been building behind this 
campaign for several years. The 
first modern example of a Living 
Wage campaign began in 1994 
when an alliance between trade 
unionists and religious leaders in 
Baltimore launched a successful 
campaign requiring city service 
contractors to pay a living wage. 
Subsequently hundreds of 
campaigns, encouraged by 
President Obama’s support for 
a higher minimum wage, are 
currently ongoing or have 
resulted in living wage laws 
being implemented.  
     The experience of the Living 
Wage campaign in the USA 
provides us with some lessons 
that we can use to improve the 
campaign in this country. The 
campaigns were most successful 
when they incorporated 
religious and community groups 
into the movements that could 
help social justice activists and 
trade unionist ‘usual suspects’ 
to mobilise larger numbers of 
people. While this tactic is 
something to be repeated in 
Britain, there were some 
lessons learnt of which we need 

The sense of 
outrage sparked 
by the bailout of 
the bankers has 
meant that many 
members of the 
public have got 
behind 
movements such 
as the Living 
Wage Campaign, 
the People’s 
Charter and the 
initiative for a 
‘Robin Hood’ tax 
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Some of the country’s lowest paid workers have recently, with trade union and 
community help, started organising to increase their pay. Bernadette Wang 
explains what living wage campaigns are all about. 
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to steer clear. In the USA Living 
Wage laws typically only 
covered state employees and 
businesses that receive state 
assistance or have contracts 
with the government. The 
movement is also fractured and 
often locally based. There is no 
universally recognised rate of 
Living Wage and the local Living 
Wage laws that have been 
passed have often only been a 
couple of dollars higher than 
minimum wage.  
     In Britain the Living Wage 
Campaign appears to have the 
‘big mo’ behind it at the moment 
with local campaigns being set 
up around the country and the 
endorsement of many senior 
politicians. The sense of outrage 
sparked by the bailout of the 
bankers has meant that many 
members of the public have got 
behind movements such as the 
Living Wage Campaign, the 
People’s Charter and the 
initiative for a ‘Robin Hood’ tax 
on the banks. Despite the grim 
announcement from the 
ConDem coalition government 
that working families will suffer 
an austerity blitzkrieg there is 
great potential for a progressive 
alternative that will see a fairer 
Britain emerge from this crisis.   
     One Strength of the British 
campaign is the existence of a 

unified rate of Living Wage with 
an agreed methodology of 
updating it. The Living Wage is 
currently set at £7.85 an hour in 
London, £7.15 an hour in 
Scotland, or £7.60 an hour 
elsewhere this is based on the 
‘Minimum Income Standard’ 
calculated by Loughborough 
University's Centre for Research 
in Social Policy. Researchers 
asked a broad cross-section of 
society to discuss and agree 
what is needed for an adequate 
standard of living – something 
that people feel nobody in 
Britain should fall below. They 
then worked out how much this 
costs on average.  
     For simplicity, the figures 
used to calculate the hourly 
Living Wage rate are based an 
example of a typical couple 
working full-time, with two 
children in paid childcare.  
Whilst not all working-age 
households include two adults 
and two kids, £7.60 an hour is 
enough to protect 90% of 
working-age households living 
outside of London. 
     Another strength of the 
campaign is that there are 
arguments for the Living Wage 
from most viewpoints and 
positions in society. 
     Despite the complaints by 
leading business figures to Ed 

Miliband’s endorsement of the 
campaign it has been 
demonstrated that the living 
wage is ‘good for business’. 
Research has shown that paying 
workers a living wage increases 
productivity, while reducing 
absenteeism and the rate of staff 
turnover. This will decrease the 
amount of time and money that 
is needed in order to train new 
staff. Evidence suggests that 
socially responsible companies 
that reward their staff for their 
hard work thrive better in the 
business world than those who 
do not. Companies such as 
Barclays and 
Pricewaterhousecoopers are 
recognised living wage 
employers.  
     For those who are 
concerned about the amount of 
money that the state spends on 
welfare benefits it can be argued 
that a Living Wage would reduce 
this spending. The costs paid by 
the taxpayer, and local 
community, in relation to the 
social problems associated with 
poverty and inequality are 
staggering. Better paid workers 
have more to offer for their 
communities and are not 
financially dependent upon 
welfare benefits. Evidence 
suggests that crime rates would 
be reduced; acts such as 

burglary, vandalism and alcohol 
and drug abuse can be combated 
by the simple act of paying all 
workers a Living Wage.  
     These arguments have 
persuaded not only business 
groups such as those mentioned 
above, but also local 
government, such as the 
Greater London Authority, and 
universities, such as Queen 
Mary’s, to adopt the Living 
Wage.  
     Church Action on Poverty 
(CAP) has been concerned that 
some churches have been paying 
their workers inadequately. The 
experience of the Living Wage 
campaign in the USA saw 
religious groups of all faiths 
leading the fight for a Living 
Wage. CAP therefore has been 
helping Churches lead the way in 
Britain by signing them up to the 
Living Wage. It is easy to justify 
this by highlighting the clear 
Christian values and moral 
responsibilities of the Church to 
treat their staff with respect.  
     “Those who oppress the poor 
insult their Maker, but those who 
are kind to the needy honour 
God” (Proverbs 14:31). 
     The current National 
Minimum Wage is completely 
inadequate for working families 
to live off. Despite the 13 pence 
“pay rise” on the 1st of October, 
the current rate is just £5.93. 
While the minimum wage was 
arguably one of Labour's best 
achievements, the sluggish 
increases have been below the 
amount necessary for a decent 
standard of living. Furthermore, 
stratification by age has merely 
encouraged employers to pay 
younger workers less. The new 
rate for 16 and 17-year-old 
workers will scale the heights of 
£3.64 an hour and apprentices 
will be rewarded with just £2.50 
an hour. 
     It is disgraceful that many 
workers in a nation as rich as 
ours cannot provide a decent 
standard of living for themselves 
and their families because of low 
wages. The Living Wage is 
desperately needed. We need to 
challenge the faux progressivism 
of the coalition government and 
step up to fight a generation 
defining campaign, the campaign 
for a Living Wage.  

L IV ING WAGE 

17 



the way being led by Britain 
under Gordon Brown, then 
bailed out the banks whose 
reckless gambling with other 
people’s money had left them 
broke. The taxpayer in Britain 
paid over £500 billion in order 
to protect the investments of 
the bankers. 
     Why, then, after a crisis so 
obviously the fault of a minority 
elite, has that elite been left 
alone to continue operating in 
exactly the manner which 
caused the crash while the 
working people of Europe are 
expected to see attacks on their 
living standards, in order to cut 
public spending, so that 
governments can repay their 
debts to international banks? 
     In politics we often see long 
periods of relative stability 
followed by sudden, dramatic 
change. The last major financial 
crisis took place in the 1970s, 
when Britain itself accepted an 
IMF bailout. The fallout from 
that crisis was to end the 
“postwar consensus” and trigger 
an attack on public ownership.  
     The response of the 
capitalist class to this latest crisis 
has been similar. It is seen as an 
opportunity to redraw the 

The crisis was 
caused by 
driving down 
wages but 
artificially 
increasing 
demand with 
the extension of 
easy credit 

Austerity budgets are the order 
of the day across Europe. 
Readers of Challenge will not 
need to be introduced to the 
barrage of regressive measures 
outlined in the Comprehensive 
Spending Review the British 
government has unleashed on 
working people. But Britain is by 
no means exceptional: the attack 
on the public sector is occurring 
all over the continent. 
     In Ireland, the government is 
raising indirect taxes and income 
tax. It has cut the minimum wage 
by a euro an hour. It plans to 
raise tuition fees by 25%. It is 
also cutting child benefit. All this 
to repay an EU-imposed bailout 
that the Irish people made it 
quite clear they did not want, 
while the Cowen administration 
has also indicated where its 
loyalties lie by leaving 
corporation tax at a measly 
12.5% while slashing and burning 
to save money elsewhere. 
     The story was similar in 
Greece. The EU forced a bailout 
on the country and the 
government pledged to cut 
healthcare spending, to freeze 
pensions, and to raise sales 
taxes. In the Czech Republic 
public sector pay will be cut by 

10%. In Portugal it’s “only” a 5% 
cut; pensions are being frozen 
there, too, while welfare 
payments will be reduced. It’s a 
similar story in Romania, in 
Hungary, in Spain and elsewhere. 
     The 2007 “credit crunch” 
represents the biggest financial 
upset since the Wall Street 
Crash. It was “triggered by a 
liquidity shortfall in the US 
banking system.” That is, it was 
caused by bankers. Unregulated 
lending, speculation on housing 
bubbles and “toxic assets” 
caused the crisis. It was a classic 
crisis of overproduction – 
capitalists were making ever 
greater profits from asset-
stripping and gambling on the 
stockmarket, while driving wages 
down but artificially boosting 
demand by extending easy 
credit.  
     While all crises in capitalism 
are endemic within the capitalist 
system, there are always certain 
triggers that set them off. So we 
know two things about this 
crash – it was the bankers’ fault, 
and it was aided and abetted by 
governments who lifted 
regulation on dodgy financial 
activities. 
      Those same governments, 

Across Europe workers are resisting the EU and IMF imposed austerity 
measures. Ben Chacko surveys the situation. 

Workers fight backWorkers fight back  
EURO PE  
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parameters of the state. 
Dissimulation presents the crisis 
as a result of “overspending”, a 
more or less complete myth 
(before the fiscal crisis, Ireland 
had a budget surplus.) This is 
then an excuse to chip away at 
the welfare state. The provision 
of public welfare was wrested 
from the ruling class by 
workers. Public services close 
off a major sector of the 
economy to capitalism: their 
privatisation thus leads to 
increased opportunities to 
extract profit, which is the main 
source of economic pressure 
exerted by capitalists on their 
governments to privatise. There 
is also an ideological dimension 
which discourages viewing a 
given public service – say, 
education – as a social or 
collective benefit and prefers to 
see it as a product which can be 
consumed by individuals for 
their own benefit – thus 
justifying the idea that it should 
then be paid for. 
     There is no popular or 
democratic movement calling 
for the marketising policies of 
governments; Margaret 
Thatcher frequently used the 
phrase “There is no alternative” 
in order to cover for this fact. If 
you can’t win popular approval 
for your policies, you present 
them as economic necessity, 
dictated by mysterious forces 
beyond our control. The 
European Union has been an 
extremely useful tool in 
replacing a semblance of 
democratic rule with a less 

disguised rule by “experts.” 
Whole peoples – the French and 
the Irish – have been dismissed 
as “irresponsible” for voting 
against the EU Constitution. And 
now, the Irish government has 
been ordered to accept a wildly 
unpopular bailout in order to 
protect the investments of 
British, French and German 
banks, while governments across 
Europe cut spending to reach an 
arbitrary EU target which says a 
budget deficit cannot be higher 
than 3% of GDP. 
     But the peoples of Europe 
are fighting back. Ireland has 
already seen mass protests 
against the first austerity 
measures, in a movement which 
will surely grow. Greece has 
seen strikes and direct action 
against cuts. General strikes 
have been declared in Portugal 
(November 24th) and the Czech 
Republic (December 8th.) In 
France, a huge movement of 

strikes and protests developed 
in response to an attack on 
pension rights; and in Britain we 
now see a mass movement 
developing around the 80% cuts 
to university funding and the rise 
in tuition fees to £9,000 a year, 
as well as mass mobilisations by 
the TUC in preparation for the 
demonstration on 26th March 
2011. 
     The response from 
governments has essentially 
been to batten down the 
hatches in the face of public 
anger. While protests rage 
outside, the governments of 
Greece, Spain, Portugal and 
Ireland have pressed ahead with 
their austerity measures. 
Sarkozy ignored the people and 
raised the pension age, just as 
Parliament has forced through 
its tuition fee Bill within earshot 
of tens of thousands of angry 
students. 
     But that does not mean that 
the fightback is lost. This is a 
movement which is just 
beginning. The permanent 
damage that will be done to our 
societies by the savage assaults 
on the public sector cannot be 
underestimated. At the moment, 
the peoples of Europe are 
resisting. It is vital that we play 
our part in that resistance and 
maintain the pressure on the 
ruling class. There is an 
alternative to a future of 
increasing poverty, low wages 
and no welfare safety net; but as 
the current crisis shows, the 
uneasy compromise of social 
democracy will never be a long-
term solution. The alternative is 
socialism. 

Governments 
across Europe 
are cutting their 
budgets to 
meet the 
arbitrary EU 
target which 
says a budget 
deficit cannot 
be higher than 
3% of GDP 
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Crisis ofCrisis of  

The progressive elements of liberation movements based around personal 
identity have had a tendency to be overshadowed after their cooption into 
the capitalist order. Luke Beesley guides us through the issues. 

Marxist-Leninists, socialists, anti-
imperialists and supporters of 
liberation movements can be for-
given for finding themselves con-
fused by the world that faces 
them. Since the inception of 
movements for homosexual, dis-
ability and women’s rights the left 
has always placed itself in the 
vanguard. From Stonewall to the 
Direct Action Network we have 
fought for the oppressed in this, 
and any other, nation under the 
banner of equality for all and the 
unification of the working class. It 
is heartbreaking, then, when this 
principle seems to be trodden 
upon by those claiming the au-
thority of a given liberation 
movement to legitimise their own 
bigotry. 
     Examples of this are unset-
tlingly common; the English De-
fence League is very proud in-
deed of elements of the ‘gay 
rights’ movement who support 
them, complete with banners. 
Likewise, there have been a num-
ber of attacks on the Muslim 
communities in Britain (and not 
just extremist or fundamentalist 
Muslims) from liberal Feminists. 

The Far Right seem to be ably 
utilising elements of the disabled 
persons movement with the claim 
that immigrants are making it 
harder for them to get their state 
benefits (the mechanism of how 
this works has never been fully 
explained) and the British Na-
tional Party and the National 
Front have exploited the tensions 
between Sikhs, Hindus and Mus-
lims to attempt to gain support 
within immigrant communities, 
with some, though not wide-
spread, success. 
     So, what happened? Why have 
once progressive movements 
been so manipulated to serve the 
ends of racial and religious divi-
sion? What can we do about it? 
     The power mechanism for 
how a formerly oppressed group 
gain the position to join the op-
pression of another group is not 
a difficult one to formulate. The 
bourgeoisie only recognises lib-
eration movements when it be-
comes too difficult for it to ig-
nore them any longer, that is, 
when their protests become such 
that it cannot function with them 
in opposition. One might think 

IdentityIdentity  

here of the victories gained by 
female textile workers with-
drawing their labour in Britain 
or the sit-ins in India. The 
focus of the ruling class, then, 
is to stop these disruptions 
occurring. The easiest way to 
do this is through incorporat-
ing this group, or members of 
it, into the mainstream of po-
litical culture. This incorpora-
tion does not mean genuine 
equality for the oppressed 
group, men are still paid more 
than women in many jobs, 
there are still markedly less 
people of Afro-Caribbean 
descent in the leading univer-
sities, etc., what it does mean 
is that a number of opportuni-
ties are open to members of 
that group, some of these are 
very real and very important 
opportunities (being able to 
gain employment at a reason-
able wage, the right to vote) 
and some are merely nominal 
(having a member of the op-
pressed group become a mil-
lionaire, having niche sitcoms 
based around the ‘culture’ of 
the group). This incorporation 

To stay 
‘liberated’ 
within 
capitalism 
one must 
also buy into 
its socio-
economic 
and 
ideological 
apparatus  
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into the mainstream is done in 
such a way that the ruling class 
convinces the now ‘liberated’ 
group that their interests are 
bound up with that of the ruling 
class. 
     To continue on in this posi-
tion in the mainstream, then, 
one has to share the idiosyncra-
sies of it. That might manifest 
itself in the tired ideological 
statement ‘the free market 
works because it allows a given 
individual, no matter who (s)he 
is, to reach a point of wealth’ 
or, in the sense that the 
‘liberated’ group now shares in 
the ideological demonisation of 
a new oppressed group chosen 
by the ruling class’. To stay 
‘liberated’ within capitalism one 
must also buy into its socio-
economic and ideological appa-
ratus which mean that there 
can never be full liberation. 
     We cannot, here, argue that 
being incorporated into the 
mainstream is de facto counter-
progressive. Since their incor-
poration women, disabled peo-
ple etc have been genuinely 
better off. We are not in a posi-
tion to deny people genuine 
enhancements of their standard 
of living on political grounds, 
such a position would be ab-
surd. What we can do, how-
ever, is question the basic as-
sumption which makes the rul-

ing class’ job so much easier for 
them. What we need to realise 
is that whilst the ruling class are 
in a position to reverse hard 
fought for victories, they cannot 
do so without abandoning their 
ideological banner of a ‘free 
society’, a lie is that is key to 
their existence. If, for example, 
they wanted to take the vote 
back off of women they would 
be tactically unable to do so, 
the uproar it would raise would 
ruin them. As such, if we can 
identify and combat the premise 
that allows liberation move-
ments to become utilised by the 
bourgeoisie then we can think 
about new ways to exploit the 
positions of power that have 
been won by the liberation 
struggle. 
     In Plato’s Sophist the Eleatic 
stranger explains that people 
become confused about moral 
rights and wrongs and their 
relations to other people 
through blurred distinctions 
between the meanings of cer-
tain words. These distinctions 
which should be explained and 
utilised in public discourse are 
obscured by amoral and oppor-
tunistic politicians, rhetoricians 
and teachers. The two terms, in 
Plato’s analysis which were 
most exploited to confuse the 
masses are ‘Not’ and the vari-
ants of the word ‘Being’ (‘is’, 

‘are’, ‘am’ etc.). It is clear that 
one of these variants, the ‘am’, 
is crucial to the idea of identity 
politics. Seeing oneself as fe-
male, disabled, gay, etc. is effec-
tively the starting block of any 
rights and liberation movement. 
But is the ‘am’ always fully un-
derstood? It would be stupid to 
deny that we require, for the 
purpose of liberation politics, 
someone to identify themselves 
as being part of an oppressed 
group and explaining to us what 
their oppression consists in 
from that particular certain 
stand-point: however, it would 
also be blind to pretend that 
this does not often veer into a 
kind of fetishised politics where 
problems are only problems in 
relation to that subset, as long 
as, for example, gay rights are 
insured a particular activist may 
turn a blind eye to, or even 
take part in, ongoing racism.  
     There is, I think, in the 
movement from the progressive 
first step to the counter-
progressive second a blurring of 
two meanings of this ‘am’. As 
Plato himself pointed out, any 
‘being’ word has two possible 
meanings: Identity and predica-
tion. The ‘am’, or ‘is’, of identity 
defines the subject at hand (‘this 
is a magazine’) whereas the ‘am’ 
of predication simply allows us 
to denote a fact about our-

selves (‘I am a Celtic fan’). The 
first form dictates everything 
about the subject – everything 
must be seen in its light. If I say, 
in this sense, ‘I am disabled’, 
then I don’t merely say some-
thing about the relation of my 
body to a complex weave of 
socio-economic and natural 
phenomena, I make a statement 
about my entire constitution. If 
identification is made in these 
terms then it not hard to see 
how liberation struggles be-
come atomised. As standalone 
terms, ‘woman’ and 
‘homosexual’ have no inherent 
reliance upon each other, they 
can, logically, co-exist, but this 
does not prove any kind of full 
relation. They are self contained 
essences which, when used to 
define the subject, necessarily 
cut themselves off from each 
other. This is clearly a counter-
progressive move, but it is also 
clearly an incorrect description 
of a human life. There are things 
that one doesn’t simply ap-
proach as a narrow category. 
One’s relationship to produc-
tion, while in a narrow sense 
potentially based on one’s nar-
row category (in the cases of 
homophobic and anti-disabled 
people recruitment practices) 
but the relations that constitute 
this relation are not based on 
any small subset, in fact they 
dictate their existence. In rela-
tion to these modes of produc-
tion I am not disabled before I 
am a member of the working 
class or a human being under 
capital.  
     Hence, we only have the 
right to predicate ourselves as 
part of an oppressed minority. 
This doesn’t mean that the is-
sues surrounding a given group 
are less important somehow, 
but merely that they are tied in 
with the problems surrounding 
all other oppressed groups 
which are directly linked in to 
oppression under capital. Only 
on the basis of this realization 
can meaningful solidarity be 
forged between liberation 
movements 
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Prince of Persia: The Forgotten Sands 
Forgotten Sands is a 3D platforming-action game set in ancient 
Persia. The Prince of Persia series has a history of being repeat-
edly dragged kicking and screaming into the 'next generation'; so 
it should come as a surprise to see a game which returns to it's 
roots to fill in gaps in the original trilogy. With each new addi-
tion to this series the plot becomes more and more twisted: the 
prince's brother unleashes a magical army to protect a fortress 
from being invaded, unfortunately the army turns on him and the 
Prince has to contain the army and protect his brother, in this 
he is helped by a magical lady made of water. 
     The ending was by far the best scene of the game, bringing 
the game to a dramatic climax which results in a 'happily ever 
after' situation, there's not much more I can say about it without 

wandering into spoiler territory. 
     The game seems perpetually torn between a fairy-tale adventure on one hand and aspirations to be some kind of dramatic trag-
edy on the other. Nevertheless it's all finished in one neat dramatic climax which leaves enough plot holes un-covered for another 
entry in the series. 

Minecraft 
Minecraft is a retro sandbox game. Unlike most sandbox games it bucks the trend in giving the player no story and no attainable 
goal other 
than to survive as long as possible. 
     In the start of each new game the world is generated according to an algorithm, which means every player's experience is more 

or less unique. At the beginning it feels natural to explore every-
where, then night falls and you build a small base as shelter. 
From this base there's a drive to subjugate the natural world, 
mine deep into mountains and build a massive fortress to defend 
yourself. Although this drive soon runs out as the closer you get 
to self-sustainability the more your curiosity grows to move to 
unknown areas. 
     It counts more as an experiment in game design than a 
proper game, even after all it's flaws it should be noted that it 
was only made by a single independent games developer. The 
money he made in sales, while absurdly high for one man, ulti-
mately represent a victory over the the big-budget corporate 
game studios, and for that we should all be proud. 

Splinter Cell: Conviction is an espionage thriller based around stealth. As a covert agent you 
sneak around in the dark silently stealing all the super-secret information an idiot minion left in 
an unlocked safe. You travel around the world thwarting the plans of an evil terrorist group 
who plan to overthrow the United States government, this is brought to a climax when you 
break into the White House to save the president. Unfortunately the enemies are suspiciously 
foreign and the game is covered in a thin blanket of casual racism.  
     Splinter Cell has always revelled in a sort of obsessive realism; health bars are as low as 
possible, enemies sound the alarm if they uncover dead bodies, and ammo is limited to an ab-
solute minimum. Conviction breaks from convention here by sacrificing the 'stealth' aspect for 
a more flowing game. Numerous times I've silently slipped through the level only to trip up on 
an alarm and end up in an all-out gun battle. This is fun when it happens, but there's one level 
set during the Persian Gulf war, in broad daylight, and you're equipped with an AK-47 which 
has unlimited ammo; that was just unnecessary. 

Video Game 
Reviews 

Pierre Marshall explores some of the 
latest video game releases 



The Labour Party has chosen its new 
leader to cries of a socialist turn from 
the bourgeois press. The Daily Mail 
proclaimed a dangerous “tilt” to the 
left and reported that unnamed 
Labour ‘moderates’ were demanding 
a smashing of the financial links to the 
unions after the union votes gave Ed 
his victory. 
     But Miliband’s quick rebuff of the 
tabloid nickname ‘Red Ed’ (using his 
speech to conference to say “Red Ed? 
Come off it”) very much belies the 
myth of a thoroughgoing turn to the 
left. 
     During the campaigning Ed 
Miliband at least refused to condemn 
(though not actually support) the joint 
RMT and TSSA strikes on the London 
Underground, but he has already 
called on the trade union movement 
to shy away from ‘irresponsible’ 
strikes – we can then expect little 
support for the mass coordinated 
action that left unions are proposing 
to resist the ConDem cuts. 
     Another early sign that Ed won’t 
be ‘held hostage by his union pay-
masters’ was his plea for the Labour-
affiliated broadcasting union Bectu to 
suspend its proposed industrial action 
during the Conservative Party 
Conference. The strike (suspended 
after an improved offer) had been 
timed to coincide with David 
Cameron’s speech, which the Labour 
leader declared would be contrary to 
the “interests of impartiality and 
fairness”. 
     In doing so he allied himself with 
some of the BBC’s millionaire 
journalists such as Jeremy Paxman 
who raised concerns that the strike 
would look “unduly partisan” in a 
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letter to the NUJ (which was 
planning coordinated strike action 
with Bectu), further we must 
remember that workers taking 
action against the government is 
inherently political and it is 
perfectly legitimate to aim your 
defensive action against your 
attacker. This condemnation of 
workers in struggle as well as his 
promises that he would not 
oppose all budget cuts should be 
seen as a clear indication that 
under Ed Miliband the Labour 
Party – at least at leadership level 
– will not form a meaningful 
opposition to the EU and Tory 
imposed austerity measures. 
     Yet, there is perhaps cause for 
some hope. The election of Ed 
does represent some rejection of 
the neo-liberalism of the Labour 
Party in recent years. It cannot be 
doubted that David Miliband’s 
defeat represents a loss for the 
most virulently New Labour 
trends within the party. “We 
need to put the mistakes of New 
Labour firmly behind us”, Ed said 
in his campaign literature. 
However, to a large extent ‘New 
Labour’ was a brand. The Labour 
Party may recognise that it is no 
longer a profitable one but that 
does not mean it will abandon the 
politics behind it. 
     Since the loss at the general 
election thousands of people have 
joined the Labour Party. Around 
the time the coalition agreement 
was announced people were 
joining at a rate of one every 15 
seconds and more than 700 
people joined in the 24 hours 

after Ed’s win was announced. 
These people are clearly 
committed to fighting the Tories 
rather than hoping to 
opportunistically further their 
career and so the increase in 
membership should be seen as a 
positive thing. A broad coalition 
will be vital to defeating the cuts 
and a more activist based Labour 
Party no longer committed to the 
New Labour idea will aid the 
building of this coalition. 
     Ed Miliband won the support 
of the leadership of the ‘Big 
Three’ trade unions (Unite, 
Unison and GMB) on a platform 
pledging government support for 
British industry, establishing a 
High Pay Commission and 
returning the party to ‘Labour 
values’. These are again all 
welcome developments, but at 
Warwick and Warwick II the 
Labour Party was willing to tell 
bare faced lies to the trade unions 
in order to gain their support. 
The big unions’ tactical support 
for Ed Miliband over David may 
pay off, but it will take a far more 
militant attitude to ensure that 
Labour carries through any 
pledges it makes. 
     Above all we must remember 
that the power to challenge the 
ConDem cuts rests with the 
people and that a mass extra-
parliamentary campaign led by 
organised workers and 
community activists is the surest 
route to success 

“Red 
Ed? 
Come 
off it” 

Labour’sLabour’s  
new leadernew leader  

The election of a new Labour Party leader has invigorated many on the left. 
However, as Claudia Hill reminds us it is important not to get complacent. 



So far in this series I’ve 
recommended three political 
novels – from England (The 
Ragged Trousered Philanthropists), 
USA (The Grapes of Wrath) and 
Russia (Mother) – all 
acknowledged classics. Now 
here’s another three – not so 
well known – from France.  
     André Stil (1921-2004) was 
editor of the Communist Party 
newspaper l’Humanité from 
1950 to 1956. He wrote a 
trilogy “The First Clash”. English 
translations (by Yvonne Kapp) 
of the first two – The Water 
Tower and A Gun is Unloaded – 
were published by Lawrence & 
Wishart in 1953 and 1954; there 
appears to be no English 
translation of the third: Paris 
avec nous. But the first two can 
each be read on their own for 
enjoyment and enlightenment.  
     If you want to know how 
you’d feel if the Party were 
strong enough to become the 
heart and mind of your 
community, read these books. 
They’ll inspire you to help make 
it happen. 
     There’s no plot as such, just 
the exciting story of Communist 
campaigning in the Atlantic port 
of La Pallice, where the Party 
branch is leading the dockers 
and the community in opposing 
the occupation of the port by 
the US army. This is linked with 
their struggles against poverty 
wages and substandard housing, 
against the French war in 

Vietnam, and against German 
rearmament. 
     The story is told not as a 
political narrative but through 
the thoughts, the actions, and 
the dialogue of a large and 
varied cast of workers – 
Communists and others – and 
middle class citizens, some 
sympathetic to the struggle, 
some hostile. All are convincing 
characters, with strengths and 
weaknesses, doubts and 
determination. There are no 
one-sided caricatures. 
     There are lots of personal 
encounters, all charged with 
political significance. My 
favourite is the incident when a 
group of Party members is 
hanging perilously from the jib 
of a crane, painting an enormous 
slogan on the dock wall: LES 
AMERICAINS EN AMERIQUE (= 
Yankee Go Home!). Youssef, a 
North African worker, is 
drawing the Q when a police 
patrol is heard approaching. His 
comrades urge him to leave out 
the U but he insists on painting 
it. “Without the U,” he says, 
“they’d have said we didn’t 
know French.” 
     Activists will recognise many 
of the issues that arise. Henri, 
the branch secretary who is the 
central protagonist, falls out 
with Robert, the TU official who 
fails to see the link between the 
struggle for better wages and 
conditions and the campaign 
against American occupation. 
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The story is 
told not as a 
political 
narrative but 
through the 
thoughts, the 
actions, and 
the dialogue 
of a large 
and varied 
cast 

In the latest  instalment of David Grove’s exploration of novels with a political 
message he looks at the political novels of André Stil. 

Commenting on their 
disagreement, Area Secretary 
Gilbert remarks “If he took it 
badly, it isn’t only a question 
of character. There’s nothing 
so political as character.” 
     Then there’s the argument 
between Henri and the local 
doctor, who thinks the CP 
should be more reticent in 
the peace movement, for fear 
of antagonising anti-
Communist supporters. 
     Henri and his wife are a 
loving couple but he’s done 
little to advance her political 
education. She studies 
Marxism surreptitiously and 
one day surprises him with a 
remark about the Russian 
narodniks. At first he puts her 
down, then realises his error. 
Eventually he encourages her 
to make her very first speech 
at a public meeting.  
     As it was for British 
communists in the 1950s, 
there are no electronic 
communications to help 
mobilise the party, even very 
few telephones. I remember 
when for a British branch 
secretary, as for Henri, the 
main organisational tool was a 
bicycle. That’s why he calls his 
old machine MOSCOW 
GOLD. Riding it, he finds his 
whole being “raised to the 
level of the great events which 
concern and involve all of 
mankind.” 
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means that revolutionary working 
class education is essential to 
building revolution. 
     Two questions arise 
immediately from this.  The first 
is how we should develop 
revolutionary working class 
education within capitalism and 
the second is what this education 
should look like.  In fact, the two 
questions are closely linked and 
the answer to the first is 
dependent on the second.  Firstly, 
we must recognise that this must 
not be a narrow education 
focused simply on the overthrow 

of capitalism.  If we are to build 
revolutionary conciousness and 
working class hegemony, this will 
come only through a broad and 
critical understanding of the world 
as a whole.  Such a programme, as 
Gramsci argued, “tends to the 
creation of a new civilisation, of 
new attitudes of life and thought, 
of new feeling; it does so by 
promoting among the class of 
manual and intellectual workers, 
the spirit of enquiry”.  This is not 
to deny the importance of political 
education but to emphasise the 
fact that this alone is not enough to 
develop what Friere called “critical 
conciousness”. 
     This leads on to a second 
observation which is that, if we 
truly want to empower 
independent critical thinkers, the 
process of education itself must 
work towards this goal.  The 
bourgeois conception of education 
in which the student is an empty 
vessel to be filled with knowledge 
by the teacher must be abandoned 
in favour of a model which views 
the student as a Subject in the 
process. 
     “The struggle begins with men's 
recognition that they have been 
destroyed.  Propaganda, 
management, manipulation – all 
arms of domination – cannot be 
the instruments of their 
rehumanisation.  The only 
instrument is a humanising 
pedagogy in which the 
revolutionary leadership establishes 
a permanent relationship of 
dialogue with the oppressed ... A 

revolutionary leadership must 
accordingly practise co-intentional 
education.  Teachers and students 
(leadership and people), co-intent 
on reality, are both Subjects, not 
only in the task of unveiling that 
reality, and thereby coming to 
know it critically, but in the task of 
re-creating that 
knowledge.” (Friere, Pedagogy of 
the Oppressed) 
     Finally, such an education must 
not and cannot be divorced from 
reality, from the practical struggle 
itself.  Education cannot be seen as 
a process separate from the 
development of society as a whole 
but must be seen as an integral 
part of that development.  People 
are not just products of their 
circumstances but are also the 
concious force which interacts 
with and changes those 
circumstances.  We work to 
change our natural and social 
environment and, in doing so, 
change ourselves.  In this sense, 
education is a mutual process 
mediated by our environment. 
     “The materialist doctrine 
concerning the changing of 
circumstance and upbringing 
forgets that circumstances are 
changed by man and that it is 
essential to educate the educator 
himself.  This doctrine must, 
therefore, divide society into two 
parts, one of which is superior to 
society.  The coincidence of the 
changing circumstances and of 
human activity or self changing can 
be conceived and rationally 
understood only as revolutionary 
practice.” (Marx, Third Thesis on 
Feuerbach) 
     This brings us finally to the 
question of how.  From the 
foregoing, it is obvious that we 
must take every opportunity in life 
and struggle to develop the model 
of education outlined.  This means 
engaging in revolutionary education 
within the Party and the broad 
movement but also taking the 
opportunities presented by 
struggle within the educational 
apparatuses of the state to develop 
such revoltionary educational 
practice. 

"The Communists have not invented 
the intervention of society in 
education; they do but seek to alter 
the character of that intervention and 
to rescue education from the 
influence of the ruling class."  (Marx 
& Engels, Manifesto of the 
Communist Party) 
     Communists have long 
understood the class nature of 
education.  In the construction 
and maintainance of ruling class 
hegemony, education plays a 
hugely important role.  Indeed, in 
developed capitalist society, 
universal education (public or 
private) is the key mechanism for 
the reproduction and 
crystalisation of class differences, 
in spite of the resistance of many 
education workers.  Whether by 
open selection or through a 
market system, schools are 
stratified to match the needs of 
the capitalist economy and ensure 
the reproduction of class. 

     In school, children and young 
people are not only provided with 
the necessary skills to equip them 
for their future role in capitalist 
society but are also taught to 
think in the 'right' way.  This takes 
place through the official 
curriculum (supposedly impartial 
and apolitical) and through the 
'hidden curriculum' – those 
attitudes and values which are 
recognised and validated by the 
school and the education system 
as a whole.   Education is one of 
the main ways in which the 
interests of the ruling class are 
represented as the general 
interests of society and the 
ideology of the dominant class 
becomes the dominant ideology. 
     Our fight, as communists is to 
reverse this situation, to create an 
education system which builds the 
hegemony of the working class.  
However, this would not simply 
be the same education system 

with a new class bias.  
As the goal of the 
working class is the 
abolition of class 
society entirely, we 
must develop a real 
education for 
liberation – education 
which seeks to 
challenge oppression 
and exploitation in all 
their forms.  For 
socialist revolution to 
be successful, the 
working class must 
build hegemony within 
capitalism, alongside 
direct political and 
economic struggle.  
These processes are 
indivisible and that 
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Part 19: 
Education 

Further Reading 
Friere, Pedagogy of the Oppressed 
Friere, Education for Critical Conciousness 
Vygotsky, Thought and Language 
Vygotsky, Mind in Society 
Lenin, What is to be Done? 
Lenin, The Tasks of the Youth Leagues 
Gramsci, Selections from the Prison Notebooks 
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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 
 

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

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

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

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

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

 
Challenge subscriptions are £15 for two years (twelve issues), £18 for Europe, £21 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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New Cuts badges 
£2.50 (inc. p&p) 

Cheques/PO payable to CPB 
Ruskin House, 23 Coombe Rd, 

London CR0 1BD 
Order online at 

www.communist-party.org.uk 

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

 
Cheques/P.O. Payable to YCL; Ruskin House, 23 
Coombe Rd, London CR0 1BD Order online at 

www.ycl.org.uk 




