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editorial 
Dear Comrades, 
 
Welcome to the latest issue of Challenge. We are in the midst of a vital 
time for the labour movement in Britain and across the world. 
Governments have openly declared war on their populations. So far 
governments have been largely successful in blaming the economic crisis 
on the anomalous actions of a few people in the banking sector, but have 
also convinced us of the non sequitur that the way out of a crisis caused 
by a failure of state intervention and regulation is to lay off tens of 
thousands of public sector workers. 
 
In Britain the burden has fallen on local councils to carry out these cuts 
and as a result the organisations aimed at fighting them have largely 
concentrated on councils. While this is useful insofar as it means there is a 
real grass roots opposition to the cuts growing – particularly as revitalised 
local trades councils are leading to the opposition to the austerity 
measures in most places – it has also meant that people’s anger has been 
focussed on local councils. The driving force behind these ideological and 
unnecessary cuts is the national government and the mechanisms of 
international capitalism, particularly the EU and IMF.  
 
Meanwhile the Labour Party nationally has been practically acquiescent, 
rather than use one television appearances to attack the government 
Labour leader Ed Miliband instead emphasised that Labour would have 
made cuts, they just would not have been quite so bad. It is worth 
remembering that none of the major parties stood on an anti-cuts 
platform, thus the chances of seeing another Poplar or Clay Cross seem 
remote without truly mass extra-parliamentary pressure. Jon Leyer takes 
a more detailed look at how the cuts are being resisted in the London 
Borough of Lewisham (pp. 12-13). 
 
YCL General Secretary George Waterhouse reminds us of the national 
picture as the financial austerity measures begin to hit. While local 
campaigns are making some headway in opposing individual cuts to 
libraries, care workers and other local services the next stage in opposing 
these cuts must be the national demonstration on 26th March called by 
the TUC for jobs, growth and justice. Join the YCL as we march for the 
alternative: Socialism. 
 
As ever if you want to contribute in any way to Challenge, through 
articles, poems, reviews, cartoons or in any other way, don’t hesitate to 
write to me at challenge@ycl.org.uk or Challenge, Ruskin House, 23 
Coombe Road, London, CR0 1BD. 
 
Yours in Comradeship, 
James Rodie 

James 
Rodie 
Young Communists 
must be at the 
forefront exposing 
the sham of the 
cuts rationale  
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outh unemployment has 
reached its highest level 
since records began. 20% 

of 16-24 year olds are now classes 
as ‘ NEETS’, that is they are out of 
education, employment or training. 
     While the figure is shocking in 
itself it hides the true numbers 
who may be looking for work, as 
they struggle to make ends meet 
on their student loans while at 
university. Further, apprentices can 
expect a minimum wage of a mere 
£2.50 an hour, such that the 
economic situation of young 
people in Britain is dire. 
     Research has shown that those 
who enter work during a recession 
(even after gaining university 
qualifications) have cumulatively 
lower wages and are more likely 
to be unemployed in adult life. 
There is a very real possibility that 
the current crisis will create a lost 
generation of long term 
unemployed in Britain. This 
naturally leads to serious social 
and mental health problems later 
in life. 
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in the news 

tudents have 
continued to resist the 
ConDem 
government’s assault 

on education. 
     This January around 1,000 
students marched in protest 
at the government’s decision 
to scrap Education 
Maintenance Allowance, a 
weekly payment introduced in 
2004 to encourage young 
working class people to stay 
on in school and sixth form 
colleges. As a result of the 
cost cutting decision, passed 
by only 59 votes, some 

teenagers are set to lose up to 
£30 a week, a vital contributor 
not only to books and 
transport costs, but also the 
perfectly legitimate pursuit of 
leisure activities. 
     While the turnout was 
perhaps disappointing, it 
followed walk outs by sixth 
form and school students up 
and down the country 
protesting against the cut, 
involving far more than the 
numbers on the mid-week, 
central London 
demonstration. 

     The Government claimed 
that 90% of students would 
have continued to go to 
college without the payment, 
but research by lecturers 
union UCU suggested that 
around four tenths of pupils in 
the poorest areas would not 
have started their course had 
it not been for EMA. 
     Occupations and protests 
are still ongoing around the 
countries’ universities over 
the increasing fees. Further, 
large numbers of students 
look set to join the TUC 
demonstration on 26th March. 

Y 

S 

Students continue to Students continue to 
resist ConDem cutsresist ConDem cuts  

Youth un-
employment 
soars 
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t the beginning of February nine 
members of the staff of Al-
Maydan, the weekly newspaper 

of the Sudanese Communist Party were 
arrested. 
     The journalists were arrested as 
they left the newspaper’s offices in a 
move which has provoked worldwide 
condemnation. Amnesty International 
derided the government for its “blatant 
attempt to stifle free speech.” Sudanese 
newspapers are subject to pre-printing 

approval where the security forces visit 
newspaper offices and remove anti-
government content. 
     Amjad Farid Idris, a young member 
of SCP, told a Sudanese newspaper that 
the arrest of Al-Maydan’s journalists 
was part of “the regime’s attempts to 
curtail the already-tight margin of 
freedom and halt the paper’s 
publication in order to close another 
window of communication between 
political forces and the public.” 

Imperialist interests flare in the Middle EastImperialist interests flare in the Middle East  
ibya has become the 
latest Middle Eastern 
country to see mass 

popular protests against their 
leaders. States across the 
Middle East have risen up 
against authoritarian rulers 

making demands for greater 
democratic freedoms as well as 
economic reform to prevent 
wealth being held merely 
amongst small groups with 
government patronage. As a 
result of the uprising the 

country has 
descended 
into a virtual 
civil war 
with anti-
Gaddafi 
protesters 
controlling 
large 
swathes of 
the country 
including 
some 
important 
economic 
centres. 
     Libya’s 
oil reserves 
have meant 

that it has enjoyed relative 
prosperity compares to other 
Arab and African countries. 
This means that there are 
higher levels of social welfare 
provision than many of Libya’s 
neighbours. However, 
unemployment remains rife and 
ordinary citizens do face some 
levels of economic hardship. As 
a result of the Gaddafi 
government’s clampdown on 
protesters it was unanimously 
condemned by the UN 
Security Council, which 
decided to impose strict 
sanctions on the regime 
including travel bans.  
     The large oil reserves make 
Libya an important country for 
imperialist interests in the 
region, the unrest has already 
caused crude prices to increase 
20%. Using the violence as a 
pretext American, British and 
other NATO countries’ forces 

have indicated a desire to 
intervene militarily against the 
Gaddafi regime. There can be 
little doubt that declarations of 
a no-fly zone and positioning of 
war ships off the coast of Libya 
has little to do with high 
minded support for 
Democracy and more to do 
with trying to impose a puppet 
government in a country with 
some of the world’s largest oil 
reserves. 
      As a result it should be the 
duty of communists to 
emphasise that the government 
of Libya is for the Libyan 
people to decide and 
determine their own political 
system. Imperialist powers 
should respect Libya’s national 
sovereignty and not use the 
current protests to establish 
their own proxy state in the 
region. 

L 

A 

Sudanese Communists Sudanese Communists 
arrestedarrested  

On to a People’s On to a People’s 
Parliament!Parliament!  

he Welsh peo-
ple have over-
whelmingly 

voted to give more 
powers to the Welsh 
Assembly in a referen-
dum this March. 
     The referendum 
result means that the 
Welsh assembly now 
has direct law making 
powers, where previ-
ously it could only pass 
secondary legislation in 
a limited number of 
devolved areas. 
     Communist Party of 
Britain Welsh Secretary 
Rick Newnham wel-
comed the results of 
the poll describing it as 
a “victory for the peo-
ple”. He said it has 
“potential as a weapon 
for far-reaching reforms 
in the interests of the 

working class and the 
mass of the Welsh peo-
ple.  
     “The question now 
is whether the National 
Assembly will use its 
new legislative powers 
to plan more public 
sector housing, restruc-
ture higher education in 
the interests of the 
Welsh economy, cul-
ture and society and 
roll back the privatisa-
tion of public services”. 
     Welsh Communists 
are now calling for a 
referendum on giving 
direct financial powers 
to the Welsh Assembly  
as part of their platform 
in the upcoming Assem-
bly elections in May, 
calling for “real power 
to the people of 
Wales”. 

T 



 wave of civil unrest 
has swept the United 
States in response to 
proposed anti-union 

laws the majority of US states. 
Republican state senators are 
proposing a number of laws 
restricting the rights of 
collective bargaining for public 
sector workers, changes in 
right to work laws, attacks on 
unions’ ability to engage in 
political action and attacks on 
immigrant workers’ rights. 
     While the proposed laws 
are of different severities in 
different states they all 
represent a heinous attack on 
the lives of working people. 
The YCL USA has stated that if 
the Republicans “successfully 
[break] the backs of public 
sector unions in the birth place 
of American collective 
bargaining, Wisconsin, that 
they [know they] can defeat all 
unions, all working people and 
the democratic movement all 
over our country.” 
     Wisconsin has seen the 
most vicious of the attacks and 
also the strongest movement 
against it. Tens of thousands 
have joined marches and 
protests against the measures 

(the biggest to date attracting a 
hundred thousand) and the 
State Capitol building in 
Madison has been occupied by 
10,000 protestors. In order to 
prevent votes being taken on 
the laws (preventing quoracy) 
some Democratic State 
Senators have gone into hiding. 
Republican Governor Scott 
Walker has determined that 
the easiest way out of the 
economic crisis is to crush the 
rights of public sector workers 
to bargain collectively. 
     Seeing in the Wisconsin 
workers’ fight their own 
struggle, workers all across 
America have joined in 
solidarity protests. In 
Indianapolis 25,000 protested 
in celebration and solidarity, 
having just defeated three bills 
aimed at destroying jobs, 
benefits and collective 
bargaining. 
     Although the Republican 
bills are aimed at public sector 
workers, private sector 
employees have joined in the 
protests, particularly from the 
Teamsters unions and students 
have also been active in 
campaigning against the laws. 

abour MP for 
Wansbeck Ian Lavery 
has helped lead the 

charge to get the world’s only 
English language socialist 
newspaper onto our publically 
owned television services. 
     So far 67 MPs have signed 
Early Day Motion (like a 
petition for MPs to sign) 1334 
urging the Director General of 
the BBC to feature the 
Morning Star regularly 
alongside other newspaper 
reviews to ensure fair and 
more balanced reporting.  
     The Morning Star was 
founded in 1930 as the Daily 
Worker, the organ of the 
Communist Party. Since 1945 
it has been owned by its 
readers in the form of a 
cooperative called the People’s 
Press Printing Society, though 
it is to this day committed 

editorially to following the 
Communist Party’s 
programme the British Road 
to Socialism. It’s name was 
changed to the Morning Star in 
1966, and in 2004 it became 
one of the first national 
newspapers to embrace the 
web. 
     The BBC responded to the 
MPs’ appeal by stating that it 
only features newspapers with 
large circulations and may 
occasionally feature others 
when there is a “strong news 
line”. So far 56 Labour, five 
Liberal Democrat, three Plaid 
Cymru, one Green, one 
Scottish Nationalist and one 
SDLP MPs have signed the 
motion. Challenge urges 
readers to write to their MPs 
to urge them to sign EDM 
1334 and help the Morning 
Star to reach a wider audience.  
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Want to write for 

Challenge? 
 

Contact or send contributions to: 
 

Challenge, YCL, Ruskin House, 23 
Coombe Rd, London CR0 1BD 

 

challenge@ycl.org.uk 
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Morning Star Morning Star 
pushes BBCpushes BBC  

Americans fight Americans fight 
antianti--union lawsunion laws  
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The ruling class assault on young 
people have caused 
unemployment among 16 to 24-
year-olds to hit record levels of 
over 20%. 
     Young workers are facing 
increasingly precarious, low paid 
work. Employment is often 
found only on a temporary basis, 
where short term contracts are 
gained through parasitic agencies, 
forcing young workers to beg for 
a shift, frequently with as little as 
an hours notice given, to work 
long shifts at unsociable hours.  
     The lack of full time 
employment, has made the 
number of those working part-
time reach the highest level since 
records began in 1992, standing 
at 1.19 million. 
     Students face increased 
financial pressures after the 
trebling of tuition fees and the 
scrapping of education 
maintenance allowance, schools, 
colleges and universities face 
huge budget cuts meaning that 
students will effectively pay more 

for a lower standard of 
education delivered by smaller 
numbers of teachers and 
lecturers. 
     Cuts to Connexions services 
are ensuring that young people 
suffering from personal/health/
social problems-exacerbated by 
this assault-will have less 
provision of education, 
employment, health and training 
support.  
     Dentists are reporting 
increasing cases of people 
refusing to book appointments in 
order to avoid charges (anyone 
18 years old and over in work 
and students aged 19 years or 
over have to pay) Poor diet 
together with a lack of 
recreational facilities and after 
school clubs has produced an 
obesity epidemic among young 
people. Many of these avoidable 
health problems have caused 
scientists to forecast that our 
generation will die at a younger 
age than our parents.  

     A recent report from Child 
Poverty Action Group showed 
that, despite being one of the 
world’s richest nations, Britain 
is one of the worst places to be 
a child in Europe mirroring a 
Unicef report from 2007 that 
concluded Britain was the worst 
country to grow up in the 
industrialised world. A report 
from Save the Children in 
February 2011 demonstrated 
that 1.6 million British children 
live in poverty, in Manchester 
and Tower Hamlets (East 
London), 27% of children live in 
poverty.  
     In direct contrast to the 
government’s claims that we are 
all in this together, last year the 
1000 richest people in Britain 
increased their wealth by a 
record 30%. Young workers 
and students in Britain are being 
forced to chase declining 
numbers of jobs and suffer 
worse conditions in 
employment while the rich are 
making obscene profits.  

Scientists 
have forecast 
that this 
generation 
will die 
younger than 
their parents 

As the movement against the ConDem austerity measures grows YCL General 
Secretary George Waterhouse explains why it’s so important to get out and 
demonstrate on 26th March and why we must build the campaign afterwards. 

March for theMarch for the  
the alternativethe alternative  

The alternativeThe alternative  
is  Socialism!is  Socialism!  
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     It is as if Britain’s youth have 
been collectively mugged, with the 
mugger having the audacity to ask 
the victim to pay compensation 
and to accept that this is the 
correct way of behaving.  
How did the situation become this 
bad and what can we do about it? 
     We need to reject the 
argument, which has become the 
accepted orthodoxy of the CPI, 
TUC, Conservatives, Liberals, 
Labour and mass media, that this 
crisis was caused by a handful of 
reckless bankers and that it can be 
solved by minor reforms to bonus 
payments.  
     This position is misleading and 
misunderstands the causes of 
crises, which is that of over-
productive, over-accumulation in a 
society controlled by a self-
interested capitalist class. The 
Young Communist League rejects 
the idea of ‘good’ and ‘bad’ 
capitalism; we recognise that this is 
a crisis of capitalism and that the 
cure is socialism. 
     The remedy to this crisis is a 
planned economy, where the 
dictatorial hegemony of the 
capitalist class and their monopoly 
control of the economy, the media 
and political process is broken 
forever. However, we also 
recognise that nothing of any 
significance changes if the forces 
who intend to force that change 
do not exist.  
     Our rights were never handed 
out to us; before we were born 
generations of young people had 
to fight for decent employment, 
housing and education. Young 
people have won in the past when 
they have been well organised and 
united in the struggle for socialism.  
     The brutal attacks that 
Thatcher launched on Britain’s 
manufacturing industries destroyed 

communities that provided the 
bulk of Britain’s communists, 
socialists and trade unionists. Many 
heroic battles were fought and lost 
but, in the face of such a powerful 
onslaught, defeatism set in. 
     The 1990s produced a wave of 
capitalist triumphalism, with 
communities broken and union 
membership plummeting, many 
socialists and trade unionists gave 
up fighting for a better world. 
With the success of counter-
revolutions in Eastern Europe in 
the early 1990s many of those 
who had been socialist now 
avoided the term, dropped their 
commitment to socialism and 
began to believe in the illusion of a 
‘nicer’ capitalism. 
     During the Cold War, western 
governments had assured their 
citizens that the high rate of 
military spending was due to an 
exaggerated Soviet threat and that 
otherwise this money would be 
spent socially. But since the 
success of capitalist restoration in 
the East military spending has 
increased and NATO has been 
free to pursue imperialist wars 
wherever it chooses. In Britain the 
privatisation of public services has 
accelerated since the early 1990s 
and inequality has increased to 
record levels, the election of a 
Labour government in 1997 did 
nothing to reverse this trend.  
     As Tony Benn said of his 
experiences of the power of 
governments in a bourgeois 
democracy: 
“As a minister, I experienced the 
power of industrialists and bankers 
to get their way by use of the 
crudest form of economic 
pressure, even blackmail, against a 
Labour Government. Compared 
to this, the pressure brought to 
bear in industrial disputes is 

COVER  S TORY  

minuscule. This power was 
revealed even more clearly in 
1976 when the IMF secured 
cuts in our public expenditure. 
These lessons led me to the 
conclusion that the UK is only 
superficially governed by MPs 
and the voters who elect them. 
Parliamentary democracy is, in 
truth, little more than a means 
of securing a periodical change 
in the management team, which 
is then allowed to preside over 
a system that remains in 
essence intact. If the British 
people were ever to ask 
themselves what power they 
truly enjoyed under our political 
system they would be amazed 
to discover how little it is, and 
some new Chartist agitation 
might be born and might quickly 
gather momentum.” 
     In Britain power rests with 
the capitalist class who control 
the system of democracy, they 
fund the parties and own the 
media. In order to get into 
government, parties make deals 
and compromise with the 
capitalist class, it is they who 
truly rule Britain. Recently Nick 
Clegg was asked if he knew he 
was in charge of the country as 
David Cameron had gone on a 
tour of the Middle East: 
“Yeah, I suppose I am. I forgot 
about that. 
     “I’m holding the fort but I’m 
hoping to take the end of the 
week off with my kids. 
Someone else will have to do it 
then. It sounds more haphazard 
than it probably is.” 
     What we have is a 
government of the capitalist 
class; we want a government of 
the working class. We 
recognise that this cannot be 
realised until the forces for 
change are constructed, united 
and coordinated. 
 
Young Communists must: 
Get active in our union 
branch and build fighting unions 
Get involved with our local 
anti-cuts campaigns 
Educate ourselves and our 
mates in Marxist-Leninism 
March for the alternative on 
the 26th of March and declare 
that the alternative is socialism! 
 

Join the YCL contingent on the 
demonstration from 11:00am at 
Victoria Embankment. 

our rights 
were never 
handed out 
to us; before 
we were born 
generations 
of young 
people had 
to fight for 
decent 
employment, 
housing and 
education 



One of last year’s most popular 
video games, Call of Duty: Black 
Ops, launched in Britain last 
November, and has become the 
source of great controversy. As 
a fair warning this article will 
feature spoilers, so if you don’t 
want to ruin the story skip 
down to paragraph 5. The first 
mission, ‘Operation 40’, sees the 
player break into Fidel Castro’s 
mansion and shoot him in the 
face. 
     This is no exaggeration, your 
character, Alex Mason, bursts 
into the room where Castro 
and a young lady in a nightgown 
are facing one another. Castro 
grabs the lady and pulls her 
towards him as a human shield, 
Mason shoots from his pistol. 
The room blurs and goes into 
slow-motion, then some choral 
singing is heard as we follow the 
bullet sailing across the room, 
ending in a quick squelch as it 
hits Castro’s forehead. An 
achievement message then pops 
up: 15 Gamerscore - “Death to 
Dictators”. You don’t get the 
achievement if you just shoot 
Castro in the knee, or the 
elbow. 
     The lady then picks up a gun 
and shoots at you, the only 
response in that situation being 
to shoot back. The character 
playing alongside you then calls 
her a “crazy bitch”. It turns out 
at the end of the mission that 
you only killed a decoy, and that 
the real Fidel Castro is still alive, 
nonetheless the audience is left 
with several representations, the 
most obvious of which is that 
he’s a tyrannical dictator. The 
fact that killing him is rewarded 
by the game clearly defines him 

in opposition to the player, 
there is no room for the player 
to negotiate this representation. 
Some players like me will see it 
for the propaganda it is and will 
reject the story entirely but the 
majority of players will accept it 
and move on. 
     Soon after the game came 
out the website Cuba Debate 
posted an article condemning 
the scene in the video game. It 
begins “what the United States 
government did not accomplish 
in 50 years it not intends to 
achieve virtually” and then goes 
on to attack the game as 
“entertainment for 
psychopaths”. These comments 
are mostly justified, the US tried 
to invade Cuba at the Bay of Pigs 
in 1961, the invasion was a grand 
failure. Similarly there are some 
638 documented attempts by 
the CIA to assassinate Fidel 
Castro and despite them all he’s 
still alive today. So it’s true that 
the US has tried everything it 
could to destabilise and topple 
the Cuban government. It’s no 
surprise that blind support for 
US foreign policy has extended 
itself to video games. 
     The Cuba Debate article 
goes on to describe video games 
as a “violence industry”, and if 
this is true then it’s quite a 
profitable one – as of the 22nd 
December CoD: Black Ops has 
made over $1 billion in sales 
worldwide. We then have to ask 
why? Young people don’t play 
games because they’re violent 
psychopaths, they play games 
because games are fun. There 
are thousands of brilliant 
independent games out there 
which are far better, cheaper 

and more fun than CoD: Black 
Ops. The only reason mediocre 
mainstream games prevail is 
because of marketing. 
     Now if I had to give a 
concrete example of these 
games you should play instead of 
CoD: Black Ops, I would point 
to the 2nd Humble Indie Bundle. 
You can pay whatever price you 
think is reasonable, for 5 highly 
creative games. They’re far 
more fun than anything you’ll 

find advertised on television, and 
rather than simplistic 
propaganda their stories are 
well thought out tales which 
leave you a little better off than 
when you started playing. So 
over your Easter holidays don’t 
stay inside playing free-for-all 
death matches with strangers 
online – invite a friend to a game 
of Braid, that’s what I did, and 
you won’t regret it. 

GAMES  
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Video games are used to attracting controversy for their violent content, but Call of 
Duty has also become a stooge of imperialism, as Pierre Marshall explains. 

video gamesvideo games  



Patriotic!? 
Tories? 
The Left is often vilified as somehow foreign and anti-British. However, as Rory 
Lynch shows it is the right who are the ones that betray the country they claim 
to love. 

Tories are always the first to get 
up and talk about how they love 
their country and how the left is 
anti-British and unpatriotic. In 
the run up to the election, 
Cameron pompously claimed it 
was his “patriotic duty” to get 
rid of Gordon Brown. However 
it is time we reassessed just how 
patriotic the Tories are. 
     First of all their party's 
bigwigs don't contribute to 
British society. Their party 
is funded by donations 
from tax dodgers like 
Ashcroft. Even 
some of their front 
bench spend a lot 
of time bouncing 
money around 
Zürich to avoid 
paying what 
they should. 
Such 
reluctance 
to pay what 
they owe to 
the national 
treasury seems 
odd for “patriots.” 
     Secondly, their 
party wants to 
sell off our 
natural 
resources and 
heritage sites. 
Margaret Thatcher, 
great patriot that 
she is, sold off much 
of Britain's water 
supply to American 
companies. The Tories 

even wanted to sell off Britain's 
forests, meaning that people 
would not be able to freely 
enjoy the country's natural 
beauty. “Patriotic” seems like 
the last word to use for a party 
that wants to sell off British 
resources 
and 

land. 
    The Tories further want to 
open the door to US-led multi-
national companies to control 
our economy. Already American 
health insurance companies are 
salivating over the Tories' 
privatisation of the NHS and the 
lucrative contracts that will 
follow if working people don't 
fight back. Such willingness to 

allow foreign companies 
to 

control our economy and public 
services rubbishes the idea of 
the “patriotic” Tory. 
     Tories also want to resign all 
our national sovereignty to 
undemocratic international 
bodies. For all their party's 
“Euro-sceptic” posturing, the 
Tories have been desperate to 
bring Britain into line with the 
undemocratic EU's neoliberal 
cuts diktats. Furthermore the 
Tories, in their cuts agenda, have 
been eager to do exactly as the 
IMF (International Monetary 
Fund, an unelected Washington-
based organisation dedicated to 
imposing a brutal free-market 
agenda on the World) tells 

them.  The Tories 
desperation to sign Britain 
up to a neoliberal 

programme for which 
none of us voted, hardly 

seems to be standing up for 
national sovereignty or 

the interests of 
Britain's people. 

     Super 
exploiting 

foreign 
labour to 

in turn 
disenfranchise 

workers in 
Britain is another 

unpatriotic policy 
of the Tories. 
Tories want to 

internationalise the labour 
market, making workers around 

the world compete with 
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The Tories’ 
patriotic 
claims are 
shown to be 
nonsense as 
they surrender 
British 
sovereignty to 
international 
bodies 

workers around the world 
compete with each other in a 
“race to the bottom” to poor 
wages and conditions. The 
Tories ambition to drive down 
wages of workers in Britain in 
favour of super-exploited 
foreign labour is completely 
unpatriotic. 
     Finally, Tories want to give 
away all power over our 
troops. Tories want to make 
sure the British Army is under 
American control, be that in 
Afghanistan, Iraq or Kosovo. 
The Tories go further and  give 
all power our parliament has 
over the troops to NATO 
(North Atlantic Treaty 
Organisation, another unelected 
Washington-based organisation-
in this case dedicated to forcing 
its member states into giving all 
control over their armies to the 
US). The Tories patriotic 
sloganeering about supporting 
“our boys” defending us 
overseas therefore seems 
ridiculous when one thinks that 
they are sending “our boys” off 
to fight for American capitalist 
interests and not our own. 
    The Tories claiming to be 
patriotic is just nonsense as all 
they want to do is surrender 
Britain's sovereignty to 
unelected international bodies, 
let the country be run by 
Washington-led multinational 
companies and drive down the 
pay and conditions of workers 
in Britain (and the rest of the 
world for that matter). All 
Tories do is whip up 
nationalism in order to make 
working people support their 
oppressors and get workers to 
support the bullying of the 
developing world in the name of 
defending our country. For 
instance in Afghanistan which 
we are always falsely told is 
occupied in the name of 
protecting British people from 
the threat of terrorism when it 
is actually about economically 
exploiting the nation. 
     However, when one looks 
at Communists' positions on 
the issues that show the 
unpatriotic nature of the Tories, 
it is clear to see that we are a 
damn sight more patriotic than 
them. This is not because we 
are motivated by some 
chauvinism about how we love 
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our country, want to make 
Britain “great” and oppress the 
rest of the world; but because 
we believe that communities 
should control their own affairs. 
     Communists want to clamp 
down on tax dodgers to make 
the rich properly contribute to 
our society. We want to throw 
out multi-national companies so 
that the people of Britain 
democratically control the 
country's natural resources, 
heritage sites and economy. We 
want to take economic 
sovereignty back from 
undemocratic international 
bodies like the EU and the IMF.  
We want all workers to have 
good pay and not be forced to 
undercut each other in the “race 
to the bottom.” Lastly we want 
to leave NATO and have an 
army that truly defends the 
people, not corporate interests. 
     Of course, the left has often 
been wary of patriotic language 
as it can divide the workers of 
the world and cause racism. 
Indeed in Britain, nationalism was 
used by Tories to justify the 
oppression of one-fifth of the 
world's population under the 
British Empire and make the 
working class support their 
capitalist oppressors. Indeed, 
maybe the word “patriotism” is 
dangerous unsuitable for our 
internationalist ideology and we 
should use rhetoric like 
“defending the sovereignty of the 
people of Britain” rather than 
labelling ourselves “patriots” and 
risk provoking racism. However, 
we would still be trying to get 
the people of Britain to stand up 
to the powers of international 
capitalism. 
     Indeed, wanting British 

people to take control of their 
own affairs from multi-national 
private companies is the direct 
opposite to the jingoism of the 
Tories as the latter is an ideology 
that believes in bullying nations 
and taking away their sovereignty 
in the interests of the very 
companies we oppose. 
Furthermore, Communists 
alerting working class people in 
Britain to our loss of sovereignty 
to multi-national companies 
would make them realise that 
the real threat to the nation is 
not from immigrant communities 
who suffer the same hardship as 
us, but the far more powerful 
forces international capitalism, 
and that all workers of all races 
must unite to destroy it. 
     Our comrades in the 
developing world are 
tremendously proud of being 
patriotic in the face of American 
imperialism. The Bolivarian 
Movement of Venezuela is 
unafraid to present itself as the 
defenders of the nation's people 
against multi-national corporate 
interests. In Venezuela, and 
indeed all of the developing 
world, it is clear for all workers 
to see that it is the rich who are 
the ones who are unpatriotic as 
they cosy up to the Americans 
and sell out the people of their 
country to international 
capitalism by enforcing the IMF's 
neoliberal agenda. 
     The working class movement 
in Britain should do like its 
counterparts in the developing 
world to expose the Tories as 
the unpatriotic sell-outs that 
they are and present itself as the 
real defender of the people's 
sovereignty against international 
capitalism. 

PAT R IOT I SM 



12 

F IGHTBACK 

The fight back against the cuts has 
gone much further than the head-
lined student riots; in fact it 
seems to be growing from the 
bottom up. Early this past sum-
mer as the ConDem coalition 
announced its preliminary plans 
to cut services on which the 
working class depends, local 
councils began consultations with 
residents regarding what they 
were prepared to lose. Lewisham 
(South-East London) prepared for 
cuts of up to 25% and held con-
sultations mainly around library 
closures between August and 
November. Residents met near 
every library in Lewisham for 
what one local man described as, 
“...not consultations, they’re dam-
age control!” At every meeting I 
attended over the summer the 
message was clear –not one per-
son spoke for closures. Time and 
time again mothers’ whose chil-
dren attended these libraries 
stood up and spoke in public, 
many for their first time, against 
closure. Since these meetings the 

fight back in Lewisham has cen-
tred on “Friends of Libraries” 
groups. 
     Communities organised in 
preparation for the 17th Novem-
ber Mayor and Cabinet meeting 
where the council’s spending re-
view was to be released. Prior to 
the meeting mayor Steve Bullock 
(Labour) had the following to say, 
“After studying the results of our 
consultation on the proposal to 
close five libraries before attend-
ing the Council's Public Accounts 
Committee earlier this week, I 
wanted to share with you my 
thoughts regarding the current 
library proposals as they stand at 
the moment, what I said to Public 
Accounts and what I am minded 
to do next Wednesday at the 
Mayor and Cabinet. I did not seek 
election as your Mayor in order 
to close down libraries. However 
the scale of the challenge and size 
of the cuts we are faced with due 
to decisions taken by this Tory/
Lib Dem Government means that 
we are faced with very difficult 

choices in order to protect 
the most vulnerable in our 
community.” Clearly our 
campaign was working. A 
rally took place before the 
meeting drawing local sec-
ondary school students, the 
NUS, friends of libraries 
groups, GMB Union, PCS, 
the Socialist Party, many 
unaffiliated people and of 
course the YCL. Anyone 
from the rally who could fit 
into Lewisham Town Hall 
did and again the message 
was clear. Within seconds 
of the speaker’s introduc-
tion spending cuts were 
announced. Uproar oc-
curred and furious resi-
dents began chanting anti 
cuts slogans. The meeting 
was adjourned to be con-
tinued without the public 
and all residents were 
forced to leave. We found 
out the next day that the 
decision on libraries would 
be postponed by two 

When cuts were 
announced in 
the council 
meeting the 
public gallery 
went into 
uproar and the 
meeting had to 
be adjourned 

Fight backFight back  
from the bottom upfrom the bottom up  

As local anti-cuts groups spring up to resist government austerity 
across the country Jon Leyer reports on the struggle developing to 

save Lewisham’s services. 
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months. 
     Another Mayor and Cabi-
net Meeting took place on 30th 
November to vote on more 
budget proposals. Again com-
munity members, unions, and 
political groups rallied outside 
the town hall to oppose any 
cuts to their vital services, but 
this time the council’s reaction 
was different. Shortly after 
ushering people in, an alarm 
sounded and most were forced 
to evacuate the building; oth-
ers – including pensioners – 
were kettled in a stairway. 
Police became very aggressive 
by shoving protesters and 
banging their riot gear. When 
the people in the stairwell 
were released, several win-
dows were smashed by the 
antagonised crowd. At this 
point I was circling around the 
scene speaking with and dis-
tributing communist flyers to 
the many onlookers caught 
passing by or waiting at bus 
stands. Everyone I spoke to 
was angered by the obvious 
provocation by police of what 
was a peaceful protest. Many 
people also expressed opposi-
tion to the cuts and shared 
with me stories of their per-
sonal struggle in being made 
redundant or facing eviction. 
Then a third group got in-
volved with the protest. 
     From both ends of the 
street dozens of people in 
their early twenties came 
charging shouting, “You say cut 
back, we say fight back!” Police 
panicked and were visibly 
afraid – which I must admit 
was at first a pleasure to see. 
As the usual smoke and paint 
bombs were thrown the offi-
cers called for back-up and 
regrouped. The area was cor-
doned off, and teams of police 
were sent in with German 
Shepherds and mounted units 
until everyone either dispersed 
or was arrested. The charge 
that escalated the violence was 
planned by an unknown out-
side group and led to nothing 
but harm being done to work-
ing class people who had done 
the ground work and were 
more than capable of resisting 
cuts and police brutality them-

selves. 
     Since 30th November I have 
not seen any actions like the 
above directed at the library 
campaigns, and the movement 
has continued to grow in size. 
There is now a Lewisham Anti-
Cuts Alliance, which seeks 
band together the single issue 
groups in a united front against 
all cuts. Petitions have been a 
major weapon of the fight back 
and the Save Sydenham Library 
Campaign received over 5,400 
signatures against the closure 
of the service. They fear that 
the Carnegie Building housing 
the library will be leased to a 
commercial group. The bor-
ough wide petition received 
over 20,000 signatures against 
the proposed 5 library cuts. 
The Sydenham campaign has 
also taken part in the national 
Read In to protest the closure. 
On February 5th residents gath-
ered from 11:00am to read 
poems, and expects from 
books by local authors, fol-
lowed by a balloon launch. The 
event was a huge success; it 
not only sent a message, but it 
helped to positively awaken 
people who were not yet fa-
miliar with the cuts. 
     Even with the people’s 
voice so loud, the decision has 
come to close Sydenham and 
New Cross Library as well as 
The Amersham Children's 
Centre and the St James Family 
Learning Centre. The Mayors 
decision needs to be made 
formal in a full council meeting 
on March 1st. In addition to the 
social impact on the users of 
these services, we must re-
member the many qualified 
staff being made redundant. So 
far four groups have expressed 
interest in the building: Exam 
Success Education Centre Lim-
ited; Eco Computer Systems; 
John Laing Integrated Services 
Ltd and SociaCapita Solutions. 
     The question arises, as 
communists how are we to 
work with in the struggle 
against the cuts and with local 
group like library campaigns 
even when the situation looks 
futile? As discussed at the Lon-
don District aggregate on 12th 
February single policy cam-

Single policy 
campaigns, 
on their own, 
are doomed 
to fail 
because if 
they lose, 
they end 
there. 

paigns, on their own, are 
doomed to fail because if they 
lose, they end there. If they 
win we keep the status quo of 
New Labour, which is not a 
socialist solution. The fight 
back must become broad 
based movement similar to the 
anti-cuts groups, but these also 
have their short comings. 
Again, if the group fails to win 
certain budget, vote, or refer-
endum, the campaign ends in 
defeat. We have also seen at-
tempts by the ultra-left to set 
up front organisations leading 
to fighting within the left. Rival 
unions also create problems 
for a united struggle. We must 
resist sectarian conflicts and in-
fighting at all costs; our duty is 
to promote unity and provide 
a political agenda. If we take 
this opportunity to fight for 
increased education for the 
working class, or universal 
benefits with progressive taxa-
tion instead of being anti-
library cut, or tuition fee, we 
will create a stronger move-
ment that will live on past the 
individual policies. This can be 
done by promotion of the Peo-
ple’s Charter and will ulti-
mately lead to a working class 
offensive. 
     For more on the Lewisham 
fight back, or to get involved 
see the following:   
 
laca.org.uk 
www.voicesforthelibrary.o

rg.uk/wordpress     
www.TheFutureOfNewCr

oss.wordpress.com 
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often find a 
sense of 
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may feel like 
they are the 
only young 
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important for 
young people 
to attend local 
political 
meetings or 
national events  
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The 17th World Festival of Youth and Students took place at the end of last year in South 
Africa. The British delegation came back inspired by their experience and revitalised for the 
struggle ahead.  
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From the 13th to the 21st of 
December 2010 the 17th World 
Festival of Youth and Students 
took place in Pretoria (or 
Tshwane to the locals), South 
Africa under the slogan ‘Let’s 
defeat imperialism, for a world of 
peace, solidarity and social 
transformation’. For members of 
the British delegation the event 
provided invaluable experience 
and a continuing source of 
inspiration. 
     One problem progressive 
young people find in Britain is a 
sense of isolation. They may feel 
like they are the only young 
communist in their town. That is 
why it is so important for young 
people to attend local political 
meetings or national events like 
the Tolpuddle Martyrs festival; this 
provides a sense of being part of a 
movement. For those of us given 
the chance to attend the world 
festival, with thousands of young 
communists and anti-imperialists 
from over 130 nations around the 
world, we discovered that we are 
part of a truly global movement. 
     British delegates gained greater 
knowledge of subjects such as the 
struggle of the peoples of 
Western Sahara and Palestine, the 
politics surrounding foreign 
military bases, the campaign to 
free the Miami Five and the 
history of the Vietnamese people’s 
infamous victory over a brutal US 

invasion. Evidence was presented 
to an anti-imperialist court 
concerning environmental damage, 
the looting of natural resources, 
and the establishment of 
repressive military dictatorships. 
President of the jury, the South 
African judge Andele Magxitama, 
convicted imperialism of these 
crimes against humanity, in their 
conquest of the world in line with 
the principle of satisfying the 
interests of the few above the 
many. 
     The vibrant display of different 
cultures was breathtaking. There 
was much to see and experience 
including a Vietnamese tradition 
where delegates had to step 
between several pairs of bamboo 
sticks being smashed together in 
time to music played from a 
bamboo xylophone. The festival 
halls were explosions of rhythm 
with Arabic music, Korean plays 
and various African tribal dances. 
Some Sri Lankan delegates cooked 
traditional hoppers-pancakes 
made from fermented rice flour, 
yeast, salt and egg, while the 
Cuban delegation produced 
Havana Club Cocktails. 
Experiencing South African politics 
at first hand was overwhelming as 
mass meetings always erupted into 
singing, dancing and chanting. 
     There was a real expression of 
youth culture, people sat around 
painting amazing pictures, singing 

songs, playing instruments and 
reciting poetry. Some Spanish 
speaking delegates dressed up as 
caricatures of the capitalist media, 
dressed in suits with a papier-
mâché television camera with a 
CNN logo, who would proceed 
to interview people holding a 
screen in front of the camera with 
the sign of the dollar, while a man 
on stilts dressed as Uncle Sam 
held puppet strings above your 
head. 
     The legacy of the recent world 
cup was keenly felt and the festival 
echoed with the sound of 
Vuvuzelas. The early exit of Bafana 
Bafana from the recent world cup 
proved to be a sore point and 
during a keepy-uppy 
demonstration a delegate from 
Uruguay was challenged to beat 
the local lads’ performance. 
However, the South African 
delegates were heartened by the 
victory of both their women’s and 
men’s’ teams who won the 
football tournament. British 
delegates from the Young 
Communist League were 
particularly proud of a football 
victory of its own when we beat 
the Portuguese communist youth 
3-2 in a hard fought game, a 
particularly impressive feat at an 
altitude of 1,350 m (4,500 ft) 
above sea level. Despite frequent 
requests, the German team 
refused to show up. 
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     At the closing of the festival we 
joined a march of thousands of 
young people through the streets of 
Tshwane which brought us to a 
rally of where passionate speeches 
and songs were delivered from a 
stage in front of the Union buildings 
which granted an impressive view 
across the city to those who walked 
to the top. 
     Members of the British 
delegation were greatly impressed 
by the vibrancy of South African 
politics with its singing and dancing. 
The ANC song Solomon was 
particularly enjoyed; 
 
"Iyho uSolomon! 
Isotsha lo Mkhonto We Sizwe! 
Wa yo bulala amabhunu eAfrika!" 
"Oh Solomon, The Spear of the 
Nation soldier, He struggled against 
the Boer oppressors in Africa." 
     Delegates from the Young 
Communist League enjoyed this 
popular South African Communist 
Party (SACP) song; 
 
"My father was a gardener, a 
gardener, a gardener, 
My mother was a kitchen girl, a 
kitchen girl, a kitchen girl, 
That’s why I am a communist, a 
communist, a communist.” 
     We were so impressed that we 
intend to bring it home, although 
the occupations of railwayman and 
nurse would better reflect our 
labour movement. 
     Something Britain’s communists 
suffer from, particularly in England, 

is a failure to draw our socialism 
and our national identity together. 
We look enviously at our comrades 
in France who can quite happily mix 
socialist convictions while waving 
the tricolore and delivering La 
Marseillaise in thunderous voices. 
At the world festival delegations 
proudly waved their national flags 
and displayed their respective 
national cultures on their stalls. 
Particularly vivid are the memories 
of fluttering Brazilian and Cuban 
flags held high by carnivals moving 
in time to Latin music, Syrian and 
Algerian characters in traditional 
Arabic robes, whose stalls 
resembled a cave in Arabian Nights, 
and of course, tribal African dancers 
carefully balancing pots upon their 
heads or pounding upon drums, 
displaying stone carved elephants 
and beaded jewellery. We were 
asked by the Vietnamese delegation, 
with their stall full of ceramic 
figurines and traditional Asian 
Conical hats, why our stall did not 
contain any British cultural items. 
     That left us wondering, what is 
British culture? Would it be 
appropriate for us to boldly wave 
the Union flag, mirroring our 
ancestors when they thrust it 
through the heart of the freedom of 
one quarter of the planet’s 
population? 
     At an event organised by the 
Portuguese communist youth, we 
were impressed by the hearty 
renditions of the songs of the 
Carnation revolution. The only 
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response we could muster was to 
remind them of the result of a 
certain game of football that had 
taken place earlier that day. 
Eventually we decided to deliver a 
few verses of the Red Flag, a song 
we continued to sing throughout 
the festival. Nonetheless, British 
culture was best expressed by the 
conversations we had about 
premiership football with delegates 
from over nations over a few beers 
in the evenings. 
     Clearly, defeated only sixteen 
years ago, the legacy of apartheid is 
still dearly felt in the form of high 
levels of crime and inequality. 
Nonetheless President Zuma, who 
attended the opening ceremony of 
the festival that included a military 
parade and a flypast by the South 
African Air force, has stated that 
he will seek to deliver a badly 
needed programme of job creation 
and greater redistribution of 
wealth, that the ANC and SACP 
will seek to forge a different path 
from South Africa’s current 
neoliberal one. 
     Overall the Festival was a life-
changing event for its delegates, by 
learning as a group, playing football 
together, and overcoming 
organisational obstacles as a team, 
the YCL contingent demonstrated 
an ability to act as one. Its 
members come back to Britain 
more enthusiastic than ever and 
better equipped to get stuck into 
political work with renewed 
vigour. Members of the YCL 
contingent will lead by example and 
use their new found skills and 
passion to forge a bigger, better 
YCL in order to support the 
rebuilding and reenergising of the 
Communist Party and supporting 
the labour movement in uniting the 
communities of Britain against this 
Tory-led government. 
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“You are horrified at our 
intending to do away with private 
property. But in your existing 
society, private property is already 
done away with for nine-tenths of 
the population; its existence for 
the few is solely due to its non-
existence in the hands of those 
nine-tenths. You reproach us, 
therefore, with intending to do 
away with a form of property, the 
necessary condition for whose 
existence is the non-existence of 
any property for the immense 
majority of society. 
     “In one word, you reproach us 
with intending to do away with 
your property. Precisely so, that is 
just what we intend” 
     That is possibly one of my all 
time favourite parts of the 
Communist Manifesto. I can 
imagine Marx, with a wry smile, 
the full force of the moral and 
ethical argument on his side, 
putting pen to paper, then sitting 
back, his work done - “Precisely 
so, that is just what we intend”. 
     Now before we go further, 
one thing needs to be put to rest. 
The communists do not want to 
nationalise your iPod. For one 
thing, an iPod (or any other item 
we posses) is a commodity, it is not 
property in the Marxist sense. 
While commodities, and 
commodity fetishism, are 
important things to be discussed, 
I'm not going to do it here. So 
what do we mean by property, 
and what do we mean by 
“abolishing” it? 

     For Marxists property is not 
just a thing, it is a social relation. A 
worker owns his or her labour-
power, their capacity to work, 
which is sold to the capitalist for a 
wage. The capitalist buys the 
labour power of the worker, and 
owns the means of production 
which puts the worker’s labour 
power to use and generates profit. 
Some of that profit is paid in 
wages, the rest goes to the 
capitalist. The capitalist, by owning 
the means in which labour is 
turned into profit, has complete 
control over the relationship, and 
ultimately over the worker. The 
best example of this is to look at 
how capital responds to labour in 
a time of recession. In order to 
preserve profit for the capitalist, 
the workers are made redundant. 
     Now some will say there is 
nothing wrong with this. The most 
naive will say something about 
“human nature” or “the way of 
the world”. Others, with slightly 
more thought, will argue that the 
capitalist, in owning the means of 
production, has put his own 
capital at risk. He has invested, he 
has generated jobs and wealth, he 
is providing a service to society 
and allowing the worker not only 
to live, but to better himself. 
     There are two flaws in this. 
Firstly, by submitting to the 
system of wage labour, the 
worker does not improve his own 
position relative to the capitalist. 
Simply by working hard, or indeed 
working harder, at his or her job, 

the worker is only further 
distancing himself from capital – 
for by further submitting to wage 
slavery, the worker simply 
generates more profit for the 
capitalist. 
     Secondly we need only ask 
one very obvious question: “from 
whence did the capitalist obtain 
his capital?” We must conclude it 
is from the very exploitation he 
perpetuates. The most obscene 
example of this exploitation 
comes with the inheritance of 
property, and the inheritance of 
capital. 
     When Marx was writing it 
was very easy to see the 
exploitation of labour and labour 
power – there were factories full 
of whole families working for 
wealthy capitalists. Were a son 
to inherit the factory, he 
inherited unearned capital and 
prolonged the exploitation of the 
workforce. Nowadays people do 
not inherit factories. People do 
inherit capital. This may be 
inherited directly as cash, which 
is then put into a bank account 
and earns interest, it may be as 
shares in companies, and so on. 
But the fact remains that those 
shares, that interest, that profit, 
although not directly used by the 
beneficiary to exploit labour, is 
used by the entire financial 
industry to oil the cogs of wage-
slavery. 
One aspect of property demands 
closer examination, as it is the 
form of property that every one 

“In one word, 
you reproach 
us with 
intending to do 
away with your 
property. 
Precisely so, 
that is just what 
we intend” 
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Private property is at the centre of the capitalist mode of production. Tim 
Gulliver explores what it means to Marxists. 
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of us will engage with. Whether a 
tenant, a landlord, a “home-
owner” or someone who is paying 
off a mortgage, we all have to 
engage with the property we live 
in. By its very nature this form of 
property is the most divisive, 
destructive, exploitative and 
simply unfair. 
     Those who own their own 
house outright – whether by 
paying off a mortgage or inheriting 
a property – are in a position of 
owning capital. They now have the 
luxury of a disposable income 
undreamt of by many. Worse still 
are those who not only own their 
own home, but then seek to 
become landlords – whether 
through dubious “buy to let” 
schemes, or simply paying off their 
own mortgage and then taking on 
another. For the landlord is the 
greatest parasite of them all. Every 
human needs a place to live. In 
our society we live not in tents, as 
nomadic people, but in structures 
built of brick and wood. We all 
need a house. But the nature of 
the ownership of those houses is 
unlike any other form of 
commodity. 
     For example, the house I live in 
is around one hundred years old. 
The workers who built this house 
have not only been paid for their 
labour, they are also long since 
dead. But this house has a legacy – 
a legacy of inherited debt. Like 
some great stone it hangs around 
the neck of those who live in it, 
sucking away their income and 
burdening generation after 
generation. And not only is this 

debt alive, it is growing. The 
“value” of this house bears no 
resemblance to its cost of 
production. It bears no relation to 
general inflation. 
     Unlike other commodities, 
where we can see a relative rise in 
price, with inflation and wages 
roughly keeping pace, the value of 
property has risen astronomically. 
We need only look back a 
generation, when the price of a 
house was around three times the 
average salary of a worker. Happy 
times indeed! Now we could 
easily put the price of a house at 
ten times average earnings. Has 
the price of bread outstripped 
wages on such a scale? In what 
other sector can we see the 
chance of ownership slip so far 
from the hands of average people? 
     But this situation gets even 
worse. Firstly as rents and 
mortgages rise so much faster 
than wages, the disposable 
incomes of those who have to 
meet this expenditure dwindles 
year on year. As a greater 
proportion of our incomes goes 
towards the most basic needs of 
man, we are less able to purchase 
all of the other things not only 
needed for life, but needed to 
sustain an economy. 
     This is the bourgeoisification of 
our society. We are all bourgeois 
now, or at least duped into 
sharing the interests of the 
bourgeoisie. For by submitting 
ourselves to the slavery of home 
ownership, this free market in 
property, we force ourselves into 
buying cheaper and cheaper goods 

PR I VAT E  PRO PERT Y  

17 

and services. Who would not 
like to buy locally produced 
food, or ethically produced 
clothing? Who can afford it! By 
enslaving ourselves to property 
we have enslaved the rest of 
the world to meet our other 
needs. 
     And let us not forget the 
“financial crisis” of 2008. If we 
limit ourselves to the simplistic 
argument that the “crisis” was 
caused by “bad debt”, “toxic 
assets”, “sub-prime lending” and 
“toxic loans” we see the very 
nature of the evil of property. 
In order to sustain the rampant 
fetishisation of property, and to 
meet the demands of our own 
subservience to it, we allowed 
financial institutions to trade in 
our own misery. Property was 
the end goal. We had to own, 
the landlord had to let, the 
market was king and we were 
all consuming. Property, and the 
lust for it, almost destroyed us, 
and still could. 
     So what do we mean by 
abolishing private property? The 
Manifesto tells us - “In this 
sense, the theory of the 
Communists may be summed 
up in the single sentence: The 
abolition of private property”. 
     Much has been written, and 
argued, and even put into 
practice, regarding the 
ownership of that property that 
constitutes the “means of 
production”. Of far more 
interest to me is the abolition 
of home ownership. 
     Imagine a world where the 
cost of your house simply 
reflected the cost of its 
production. Where the level of 
rent you pay wasn't subject to 
the whims of supply and 
demand, exacerbated by the 
greed of landlords, or second – 
and third – holiday home 
owners. Where housing was 
actually built by the government 
at a rate that kept pace with a 
growing population. 
     There is a great 
sentimentality in home 
ownership. But it is sentimental 
folly. Most people do not own 
their homes, they simply rent 
them from a bank rather than a 
private landlord. People who do 
own their homes call renting 
“dead money”. Well if renting is 
dead money, then home-
ownership is money that is only 
released when you are dead. 

A generation 
ago the price 
of a house was 
three times a 
workers’ annual 
salary, now it’s 
ten times 
average 
earnings 



of the elite. On top of this young 
people had overwhelming made up 
the millions of soldiers who were 
sent to slaughter in the trenches 
of Europe by imperialism and 
many of the leading figures in the 
Party’s early days were young 
(famous CP general secretary 
Harry Pollitt was just 30 when the 
Party was founded whilst future 
editor of the Daily Worker, Bill 
Rust was just 17). The notion of 
an independent youth wing was 
not only alien to comrades in 
Britain at the time but was 
antithetical to the need to 
‘Bolshevise’ the Party. 
    Indeed the YCL continued as an 
internal formation of the Party 
without an independent 
programme or identity arguably at 
least up until 1930 with the launch 
of Challenge and the 
reformulation of the YCL as an 
independent youth wing of the CP.  
    In 1926 then it was still 
confined to a small number of 
functioning areas (London, 
Glasgow, Manchester and 
Yorkshire), with just a couple of 
hundred members yet it was 
unique in pioneering the anti-
imperialist and anti-colonialist 
struggle amongst young people in 
Britain through its publications and 
educational schools as well as 

Rank-and-file 
pressure forced 
the decision for a 
general strike 
from Midnight on 
the 3rd May in 
support of the 
miners again 
locked-out for 
their refusal to 
submit to a wage 
cut. 

A great deal has been written 
about the historic General Strike 
in May 1926, which despite only 
lasting nine days is still pointed to 
by many as one of the most 
important in British working class 
history. Unlike on the continent 
where in comparison to here, they 
appear to happen at the drop of 
the hat, General Strikes in Britain 
have always represented the 
culmination of a high point of 
intense class struggle. It is not 
beyond the realms of possibility 
that the entire course of 20th 
century history would be very 
different if the workers had 
delivered a decisive blow to the 
ruling class in the dominant 
imperialist country. But the point 
of studying history from a Marxist 
historical materialist perspective is 
not to engage in idle speculation 
and nostalgia.  
    For the YCL too it was the 
most significant event in it's early 
history. The YCL was founded by 
the Communist Party in 1921, in 
response to the call of the 
Communist International for all 
CPs to have dedicated youth 
wings, by merging the rather loftily 
titled Young Workers’ League and 
the International Communist 
Schools Movement.  

     However throughout its early 
years the YCL obtained little 
significance outside of party circles. 
In fact even within ‘official’ Party 
histories the YCL receives only a 
cursory mention, if anything, until 
the mid 1930s. It is perhaps 
difficult for Young Communists 
now to understand but, unlike in 
France, Germany and the rest of 
Western & Central Europe there 
was not a strong history of 
independent political youth 
organisations or struggle in Britain. 
There was no real direct 
forerunner to the YCL nor did it 
have any real direct 'competitors' 
at it's foundation. In fact the only 
real conscious effort by the 
socialist movement, prior to the 
foundation of the CP in 1920, to 
address the organisation and 
politicisation of young people was 
the running of socialist Sunday 
schools in several areas of the 
country. Of course culturally the 
teenager hadn't been invented yet, 
universal education was still a very 
new phenomenon and the level of 
poverty amongst working class 
families meant that apart from a 
tiny minority of cases young 
people ended up in full-time work 
from the age of 12 or 14. Access 
to higher education was almost 
entirely restricted to the children 

This year marks the 90th anniversary of the Young Communist League. Each issue of 
Challenge will feature an article from highlighting the role of Young Communists in shaping 
working class history in Britain. Bernadette Wang looks at nine historic days in May 1926. 

9 historic days in May9 historic days in May  
YCL @  90  
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producing several leading working 
class activists who would play a 
significant role in the struggles of 
the 30s, 40s & 50s.  
    Of course the 1926 general 
strike didn't just spring out of the 
ether. In October 1925, the 
Labour Party rejected the 
Communist Party's application for 
affiliation, which the fledgling Party 
had been attempting to do for the 
last five years. It also however 
reversed the previous situation 
which had allowed Communists to 
represent unions and other 
affiliated organisations as well as 
local Labour Party organisations, 
banning Communists from being 
individual members of the Labour 
Party. Many Communist Party 
members had become Labour 
councillors and parliamentary 
candidates.  
   This was a signal to the Tory 
government. A few days later it 
arrested 12 Communist leaders 
on a charge of 'seditious 
conspiracy'. These included Tom 
Bell (editor of the Communist 
Review) William Gallacher, Albert 
Inkpin (the Party’s General 
Secretary), Harry Pollitt (at that 
time Secretary of the National 
Minority Movement) and Bill Rust 
(Secretary of the Young 
Communist League). Five were 
sentenced to a year in prison and 
the others to six months, to keep 
them out of the battle to come. 
   The intention was to both 
paralyse the political and 
organisational leadership of the 
Party and intimidate the Left into 
compliance, however far from 
being cowed into submission 
Communists intensified their 
activities. Its press circulation 
grew and new members were 
made. Above all, it worked to get 
the movement to prepare for the 
next round of struggle, warning 
again and again that the 
government was determined on a 
showdown with the miners when 
the subsidy expired in May 1926. 
   The employers were well-
prepared for the contest, but the 
right-wing TUC general council 
made no plans. Rank-and-file 
pressure forced the decision for a 
general strike from Midnight on 
the 3rd May in support of the 
miners again locked-out for their 
refusal to submit to a wage cut. 
   The nine days of the General 
Strike saw more than three million 
workers uniting in tremendous 
class solidarity and initiative, in 
which Communists played an 
outstanding role, were among the 
most historic in British working 
class 20th century history. The 

TUC cautiously called out only 
about half of trades unionists but 
more demanded the right to 
participate as the days went by. 
The country was at a standstill.  
   Well in advance the Communist 
Party had initiated the call for 
Councils of Action. They were set 
up in many areas, representing the 
whole working class movement, 
organising picketing, co-ordinating 
activities, issuing publicity materials 
and in some cases controlling 
transport, and the local 
distribution of food. 
   Throughout the strike the Party 
issued a daily news-sheet the 
Workers Bulletin, reaching a 
circulation of 200,000 at times. 
Many local Party groups issued 
their own bulletins, repeating the 
news from this. Nearly half of the 
2,500 total arrests carried out by 
the police during the general strike 
were Communists. The YCL also 
experienced a massive boost in 
activity during and following the 
strike, with its newspaper the 
Young Worker doubling its 
circulation and becoming a weekly 
newspaper. By its fourth congress 
at the end of 1926 it had more 
than quadrupled its membership to 
nearly 2,000 members, and thanks 
to the prominent role played by 
the YCL in the councils of action in 
the coalfields during the strike 
more than 75% of the YCL’s 
membership were miners which 
gave it a real working class base 
for the first time.  
   Despite these advances (the 
Party also doubled its membership 
in just 4 months from 5,000 to 
over 10,000) due to the 
prominence and role of the Party 
during the strike, its still small 
influence in the official movement 
was not sufficient enough to be to 
able prevent the betrayal of the 
strike by the right-wing leadership 
of the labour movement.  
   The TUC called off the strike 
when it was strongest and closest 
to victory. Most workers thought 
that a victory had been won but 
the General Council’s leaders had 
gained no concessions to the 
miners. When strikers of other 
unions returned to work, they 
found their employers imposing 
arduous restrictions on their 
union’s power at work. Meanwhile, 
the miners were left to battle on 
alone for a further seven months 
until hunger brought defeat.  
   Communists continued to fight 
for solidarity with the miners, 
campaigning for a levy on wages to 
give them financial support and for 
an embargo on the transport of 
coal. 

   It was a tragic end to a titanic 
struggle, yet it stimulated the 
demand for nationalisation of the 
mines, which finally became 
irresistible. Welsh Communist 
miners' leader Arthur Horner 
wrote later: 'If there had been no 
'26, there would not have been 
such a tremendous feeling for the 
nationalisation of coal after the 
Second World War.' 
   For the Communist Party, the 
lessons of the strike and its 
betrayal was the need to 
strengthen the militancy of the 
trade unions, to step up the fight 
against collaboration, to work for a 
new leadership of the labour 
movement and to build and 
strengthen the Party itself as an 
integral part of this struggle. 
   For the right-wing, the lesson 
was 'never again'. They had not 
wanted the strike, had been 
pushed into it and called it off as 
soon as possible. For them, the 
Communists and the left were 
'trouble makers' who had to be 
removed. 
   The trade union leaders set 
about preventing Communists 
from wielding any influence in the 
trade unions, introducing bans and 
proscriptions on holding office in 
most of the major unions. They did 
not want any hindrance to their co
-operation with the employers 
who were seeking rationalisation 
of industry and the elimination of 
industrial action in a move towards 
a corporatist state dominated by 
‘partnership’. 
   The Labour Party leaders set 
about a great purge of the 
Communists and the left in the 
Labour Party. They did not want 
any hindrance to diluting Labour's 
programme so as to make it more 
acceptable to the ruling class. 
   Communists reacted to this 
fierce attack and the right-wing 
anti-working class policies by an 
equally fierce response. At times, 
this played out in sectarian 
attitudes to the labour movement. 
Yet the provocation was intense; 
in some cases, notably in the 
Scottish mining industry, right-
wingers carried out disgraceful 
manipulation of procedures and 
electoral mechanisms to edge out 
the left and Communists. In 
others, striking workers were sold 
out to their employers by their 
leaders. Many felt that new, 
revolutionary unions may provide 
the answer. 
    Nine historic days in May helped 
to shape the fledgling  Communist 
movement in Britain, the lessons 
learned would shape the decades 
to come. 

The nine days 
of the General 
Strike saw more 
than three 
million workers 
uniting in 
tremendous 
class solidarity 
and initiative, in 
which 
Communists 
played an 
outstanding 
role 
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A wave of civil unrest against despotic regimes has swept the Middle East. 
Here Challenge reproduces the statement of 31st January by the Tudeh Party 
of Iran on the struggles across the region. 

Following the collapse of the 
corrupt and despotic regime of 
Bin Ali in Tunisia, the uproar of 
the popular movements in Egypt, 
Algeria and Yemen shook the 
pillars of the despotic regimes in 
the region. 
     In Egypt, the tyrannical puppet 
regime of Hosni Mubarak, threat-
ened the people with bloody 
suppression and death by sending 
military tanks to the streets, hav-
ing fighter jets fly over the cities 
and declaring martial law and 
curfew in order to save the rot-
ten pillars of the tyrannical re-
gime. Nevertheless, thousands of 
people are still confronting the 
suppressive apparatus of the re-
gime in the streets of various 
cities of Egypt. 
     In Algeria, Jordan and Yemen, 
as well, tens of thousands of peo-
ple took to the streets to protest 
against the continuation of the 
autocratic and tyrannical regimes 
and demanded fundamental 
changes in the governance prac-
tices in these countries. Raging 
floods of popular movements in 
the region have scared all the 

oppressive regimes, from Saudi 
Arabia, Sudan and Jordan to the 
theocratic regime of the Supreme 
Leader in Iran, and have seriously 
challenged the interests of impe-
rialism. 
     Scenes of street protests, and 
the way in which unarmed people 
dealt with the police and armed 
forces are reminders of the 
events that occurred in Iran in 
the not so distant past, and led to 
the bloody and violent suppres-
sion of the reform movement. 
The analysis of the characteristics 
of the events of recent weeks in 
the region in order to understand 
the dynamics of these massive 
social movements, the role of 
political and social forces in or-
ganising these movements, and 
also the tactics adopted in their 
struggle, are noteworthy, provid-
ing lessons for the future struggle 
of the popular movement in Iran 
against the theocratic regime. 
 
The objective root causes of 
the popular uprisings in the 
region  

     The analysis of the objective 
root causes of the popular 
movements in the region shows 
the common cause of deep 
discontent of the masses to-
wards social injustice, the 
broadening gap between pov-
erty and wealth, and the social 
ills resulting from severe depri-
vation. For instance, in Tunisia, 
part of the demands of the 
demonstrators was the imple-
mentation of a model of devel-
opment that “will provide and 
guarantee equal opportunities, 
the right to work, decent and 
sensible employment opportu-
nities, and steady income to 
afford the basic needs of the 
working people.” The demon-
strators shouted the slogans: 
“Bin Ali must go”, “The family 
of the president must be prose-
cuted publicly”, and “Yes to 
bread and water, No to Bin 
Ali”. 
     Likewise, in Egypt a major 
part of the popular discontent 
was related to the aggravation 
of the economical deprivation, 
unemployment, social ills stem-

In Egypt a 
major part of 
the popular 
discontent was 
related to the 
aggravation of 
the 
economical 
deprivation, 
unemployment 
and social ills  



two-hour symbolic strike in 
the capital city. From the 
start of the people’s demon-
strations back in December, 
the UGTT supported the 
movement’s demands and 
encouraged the wide par-
ticipation of the labour un-
ions in the protests. 
     In Egypt the working 
class and its political forces 
have had an outstanding 
role in mobilising the public 
and advancing the struggle 
of the masses. In recent 
days we witnessed the soli-
darity of the workers with 
the protesting demonstra-
tors and the indefinite strike 
of the steel workers in 
Suez. These workers de-
clared that they would con-
tinue their strike until Hosni 
Mubarak, the president of 
the country, is overthrown. 
The widely united action of 
the social forces, the pres-
ence of the powerful civil 
organisations, and also the 
anti-reactionary fronts of a 
broad spectrum of progres-
sive and freedom loving 
forces, along with objective 
and tangible struggle slogans 
with special attention to the 
elimination of economic and 
social injustice and defend-
ing the demands of the op-
pressed and disadvantaged 
masses, as well as active 
participation of the working 
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ming from such circumstances, 
and the public demand for funda-
mental changes in the socioeco-
nomic orientation of the country 
and liberation from the deep 
dependence of the regime on 
imperialism. 
     The other common phenome-
non that is evident in all of these 
countries, is the deeply authori-
tarian and anti-popular practices 
of governance, where all the pol-
icy-making levers are concen-
trated in the hands of a few (the 
dictator and his inner circle), and 
the democratic rights and free-
doms of the people are severely 
and brutally violated. For in-
stance, at the peak of the popular 
upheaval in Tunisia, Bin Ali, like all 
the other dictators, confessed 
that he heard the voice of the 
people’s revolution and in his 
speech of January 13th an-
nounced that he would not stand 
as a candidate in the next presi-
dential election and would guar-
antee political freedoms and free-
dom of the media. He called for a 
“truce” and said: “I understand 
the demands of the people con-
cerning unemployment, essential 
needs, and political demand for 
more freedom.” 
     The suppression of the rights 
and freedoms of the people in 
Egypt, too, has been one of the 
factors in motivating the people 
to rise against the ruling dictator-
ship. It is noteworthy that one of 
the reasons for the rising political 
discontent in Egypt 
has been sham parlia-
mentary elections, 
very much like the 
parliamentary elec-
tions in Iran last sum-
mer, in which the 
Guardian Council 
disqualified thousands 
of candidates, includ-
ing a large number of 
dissident and reform-
ist candidates, and 
denied them the op-
portunity to partici-
pate in the elections. 
The Communist Party 
of Egypt evaluated and 
analysed the context 
of the events and 
noted that: “The re-
sults of the electoral 
farce confirmed the 
correctness of our 
Party’s position and 
its call, last July, for 
the boycott of the 
elections, along with a 

number of opposition forces and 
the National Association for 
Change. In fact, the almost abso-
lute hegemony by the ruling party 
and the unprecedented dwarfing 
of the forces of opposition in the 
parliament confirms that we are 
facing a new phase in which a 
complete and undisguised dicta-
torship of a band of capitalists 
and those involved in corruption 
dominates. This dictatorship, with 
the direct support of the security 
apparatus and police, is set to 
destroy the limited pluralism, 
media and democratic margin 
that exist, preparing the ground 
for the process of hereditary rule 
or extending Mubarak's term in 
power as president.” 
 
The united action of the so-
cial forces in battling the dic-
tatorship 
One of the characteristics of the 
recent protests of the people in 
the region has been the solidarity 
and united action of the social 
forces in battling the dictatorship, 
and in particular, the significant 
and powerful role of the move-
ment of the working people and 
the working class. 
     For instance, the victorious 
rally of the Tunisian people on 
January 14th against Bin Ali’s re-
gime was organised by the 
UGTT, the Tunisian General 
Labour Union, which has more 
than 300,000 members. On that 
day, the Union also organised a 

A key 
characteristic 
of the recent 
protests has 
been the 
solidarity and 
united action 
of the various 
social forces  
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class in the struggle, have un-
doubtedly had an effective role in 
the success of the current move-
ments, which should inspire pro-
gressive forces across the world. 
     The current struggle against 
the despotic theocratic regime of 
Iran revolves around various eco-
nomic, social and political issues 
and has interesting parallels with 
the popular movements in the 
region. This year, the Iranian 
people would commemorate the 
thirty second anniversary of the 
victory of the February revolu-
tion at a time when a major part 
of the socioeconomic demands of 
the revolution, including the 
move toward social justice, was 
not achieved; and the freedom 
that emerged on the ruins of 
monarchy was soon destroyed 
and replaced with the medieval 
rule of the theocratic regime of 
the Supreme Leader. Today, Iran 
is a country captive in the claws 
of a dictatorship, in which a large 
section of its citizens - even to 
the admission of the regime lead-
ers - are grappling with unprece-
dented poverty and deprivation, 
and social ills resulting from eco-
nomic deprivation which has en-
gulfed the country. Despite all 
these hardships and oppression, 
the regime has been able to re-
main in power through the vio-
lent and bloody suppression of 
social and individual freedoms. 
Disunity among political forces, 
the absence of a plan of action for 
the struggle that would reflect 

the broad demands of the op-
pressed people of our country 
(and not only the tactical and 
transient slogans like “where is 
my vote?”), vacillation of some 
political forces, particularly those 
who have separated from the 
ruling regime, and illusions about 
the “reform-ability” of the princi-
ple of the absolute autocracy, as 
well as the scattered struggles of 
the working class, are among the 
weaknesses from which the 
popular movement in Iran has 
been suffering in recent years. 
     The same way that the Middle 
East is going through a period 
that will determine its future and 
the future of the balance of world 
forces, Iran has a tense and 
eventful period ahead of it, in 
spite of the seemingly calm politi-
cal climate. On one hand, the 
economic sanctions and the risk 
of foreign intervention threaten 
Iran, and on the other hand the 
people are faced with a suppres-
sive regime whose response to 
the smallest steps of people to-
ward gaining their basic rights is 
prison, torture, exile and execu-
tion. Meanwhile, the rulers of this 
very murderous regime are fight-
ing with each other to plunder 
the national wealth belonging to 
the people. The growing rate of 
unemployment, closure of facto-
ries that even when operating 
were not very productive, imple-
mentation of neoliberal economic 
policies, unbridled privatisation, 
and the carrying out the so-called 

plan of “targeted subsidies”, have 
all created a very tragic situation 
one of the possible consequences 
of which could be a social explo-
sion. In recent years, the power-
ful movement of women and the 
heroic movement of the students 
have marked impressive resis-
tances in the political scene of the 
country, which is still going on. 
We believe that in the current 
situation, the movement of la-
bour and working people is ready 
to play a more effective role in 
the developments of the country, 
if it is mobilised and organised. 
     Our party has always been of 
the opinion that any and every 
window of opportunity even 
within the framework of the me-
dieval regime of Iran - should be 
utilised to advance the popular 
movement. While adhering to 
this view, we also insist that the 
recent historic experience of the 

Iranian people since the June of 
1997 (when the reformist presi-
dent Khatami was elected) has 
shown that fundamental, democ-
ratic and stable reforms are not 
possible within the framework of 
the theocratic regime of the Su-
preme Leader. What is certain, is 
that the leaders of the regime 
know very well that the protest 
movement of the masses that 
erupted the very next day after 
the electoral coup of June 12th of 
2009, still lives strong despite 
their bloody and violent suppres-
sion by the regime, and is await-
ing an opportunity to once again 
challenge the ruling despotism in 
Iran directly. That is why Khame-
nei and the leaders of the regime 
are determined not to allow the 
liberation and protest movement 
of the people against the military 
coup rise again from the ashes of 
inevitable retreats, and threaten 
the survival of the regime. The 
struggle of the million strong 
masses in the past year and a 
half contained valuable experi-
ence in finding the proper short 
and long term strategies to 
combat the theocratic regime. 
     The storm of the popular 
movements that is sweeping the 
Middle East, is a serious warning 
for all the anti-popular and des-
potic regimes of the region, and 
carries a strong message about 
the power of the united action 
of the people in the battle 
against dictatorships. The les-
sons of these popular move-
ments and the outstanding role 
of the workers and working 
people united with other social 
forces, and actions of freedom 
loving and progressive forces 
towards unity, is a valuable les-
sons from which we all must 
learn . 



Kevin DonnellyKevin Donnelly  

When I was approached to take on 
the Youth and Students Organiser 
role for the Communist Party on the 
EC my initial thought was: “me, 
Youth and Students? It’s breaking the 
trades descriptions act!” I was also 
reminded of the time a few years 
back when I was leafleting for the 
Party in Headingley, Leeds. I got 
collared and berated by a member of 
the public, not for being a 
Communist,  but instead, on seeing I 
was wearing a large YCL badge, for 
trying to pass myself off as a Young 
Communist! 
     Notwithstanding this, I feel 
privileged to be  taking on the 
important role of Youth and Student 
organiser although I’m also acutely 
aware that I’m a bit of an unknown 
quantity; I’ve got no organic links to 
the YCL and was never a member 
being too old to join by the time I got 
involved with the Party. If I could 
therefore introduce myself – as well 
as being on the EC I’m also Yorkshire 
District Secretary and I’m of course 
particularly keen to see YCL activity 
once again in Yorkshire after a long 
hiatus. My background is also in 
Youth and Community work. I’ve 
been a Youth and Community 
worker for about 16 years and it’s a 
profession which has been informed 
by a long tradition of radical 
pedagogical values and practices, 
Marxism being a key component of 
this. 
     In terms of what I understand my 
remit as being (and please put me 
right if I’m wrong!), I see this very 
much as a support and liaison role 
which will hopefully strengthen the 
links between the YCL and the Party 
and I think a good starting point for 
building on that relationship is the 

Party Campaign Plan. There’s a key 
role for the YCL in this document.  
For example, under ‘Organising 
among students’, the plan sets out 
the need for the YCL and the 
Communist Party to work closely 
together to re-establish a strong 
presence in the student movement, 
both domestically and internationally 
through our relationships with 
domiciled Communist Parties. 
     The plan further outlines the need 
for Party branches to take the lead in 
university and college towns and 
cities to organise stalls at student 
freshers' fayres in September 2011 
and for Party Centre to ensure that a 
range of materials, including a 
students Unity! , will be available on 
request to support this. In line with 
the plan, local Party or YCL members 
should also be appointed at an early 
stage to coordinate this activity and 
to help establish and sustain 
Communist Students societies. 
     Of course September is a long 
way off and the threats to youth and 
students from this ConDem, Tory led 
government are very real and very 
immediate so I’m personally keen to 
get involved in a support and liaison 
role asap. Mind you, I think the YCL 
have been doing some fantastic work 
already in respect of the student 
resistance to the cuts – the presence 
on the UCU-NUS demo recently was 
indeed impressive - and there’s 
clearly a role for the YCL in upping 
the ante in terms of bringing a 
Marxist analysis and understanding to 
the movement.  
     Which just leaves me to say that I 
look forward to working closely with 
comrades in the YCL and hope to 
meet many of you at events and 
activities in the coming months. 

COMMUNIST  PARTY  
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MeetMeet  
The Young Communist League enjoys a close and 
fruitful relationship with the Communist Party. Kevin 
Donnelly is the Party’s new Youth & Student Organ-
iser and sets out his job role here. 

PoetryPoetryPoetry   
Corner Corner Corner    

Is an epitaph. Markered, matter-of-factly above 
 
remains 
 
a sloughed off skin-suit the soul   
has stepped from, a tableau. Liquid-leather in a 
photograph. 
Lacking eyes, he or she 
stares from a pit mouth, tooth enamel, anything  
anyone could recognise. The primaeval 
look, a Neanderthal 
scream, bog-bodied. Burned  
by Whisky P, ‘shaked and baked’. The artillery 
having caught them, playing 
possum, the camera 
snatching 
the words the world will not be threatened with. 

0152-04-F-04 

This poem, by Scott Kristoffer Ripley, is about the 
unknown victims of white phosphorous gas in Iraq. 



Sticking to an internationalist focus 
on novels with a political punch, I’d 
now like to recommend a German 
classic. When it was published in 
1929 Erich Maria Remarque’s All 
Quiet on the Western Front was one 
of the first books to tell the truth 
about the pointless suffering and 
squalor of the 1914-18 imperialist 
war. In the 1930s it influenced 
millions of people to become 
pacifists or anti-fascists. The book 
was publicly burned by the Nazis; 
Remarque, who had escaped to 
Switzerland, was deprived of his 
German citizenship. 
     Today many more millions of 
people know what war is like and 
are prepared to take some action 
to prevent it. Still, with some 
charities blithely collecting funds to 
“help our heroes” many young 

people may need reminding of 
what war was – and is – like. 
Remarque describes not just the 
death and destruction, the 
appalling mutilations and the 
shocking conditions. He also brings 
out the brutalisation and alienation 
inseparable from hostilities. His 
narrator is sorry he went home on 
leave; he can’t bring himself to tell 
his family about life at the front, 
and he won’t indulge in 
meaningless small talk. His is a 
generation of men who, even 
though they may have escaped its 
shells, were destroyed by the war. 
     In the sequel to All Quiet – The 
Road Back – this comes out even 
more clearly when the returning 
soldiers struggle to reconnect with 
their old communities. There is 
mental illness, suicide, divorce, 

murder, and general 
frustration. Such things 
have also been 
widespread among 
veterans of the wars in 
Viet Nam, Afghanistan, 
Iraq (Gulf War 
Syndrome), and 
countless other 
conflicts. 
     If these two novels 
had been written more 
recently the language 
would probably have 
been different. 
‘Arsehole’ is the only 
word that slips out from 
the soldiers’ colourful 
lexicon of swearing; but 
it shocks a mother and 
shows her how much 
her son has changed.      
     All Quiet on the 
Western Front is not just 
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With some 
charities 
blithely 
collecting 
funds to “help 
our heroes” 
many young 
people may 
need 
reminding of 
what war was – 
and is – like 

In the latest  instalment of David Grove’s exploration of novels with a political 
message he looks at Erich Maria Remarque’s All Quiet on the Western Front. 

one of the finest pieces of anti-
war writing; it is a great 
proletarian novel. Most novels 
and plays about war have been 
written by former officers. 
Though they often show some 
sympathy for the plight of the 
rank-and-file, they usually see 
the latter from the superior 
position of an upper middle class 
observer. Remarque (1898-
1970) came from a working class 
family. The narrator and his 
mates are ordinary lads 
conscripted to fight as common 
soldiers.  
     They rapidly bond as they 
struggle to survive in appalling 
conditions. 
No respecters of rank, they 
even assault a sadistic corporal. 
    They use tricks that any 
group of workers would use 
against their bosses, like sharing 
out the rations sent up the line 
for comrades already dead. They 
scorn the Kaiser’s visit to the 
front, when the new uniforms 
issued for the occasion are 
taken away from them as soon 
as the emperor has left.   
     Remarque was no 
communist. He never describes 
the war as imperialist, though his 
soldiers know it’s a profiteers’ 
war, not theirs. They’re class-
conscious but not politically 
conscious. It’s their solidarity 
that offers the only hope for the 
future. One of them, lost in no 
man’s land between the 
opposing trenches, hears his 
friends shouting: “They are the 
strongest and most comforting 
thing there is anywhere – they 
are the voices of my comrades.” 



BAC K 2  B AS IC S  

“The Communists are 
distinguished from other working 
class parties by this only: (1) In 
the national struggles of the 
proletarians of the different 
countries, they point out and bring 
to the front the common interests 
of the entire proletariat, 
independently of all nationality. (2) 
In the various stages of 
development which the struggle of 
the working class against the 
bourgeoisie has to pass through, 
they always and everywhere 
represent the interests of the 
movement as a whole. 
    “The Communists, therefore, 
are on the one hand, practically, 
the most advanced and resolute 
section of the working class 
parties of every country, that 
section which pushes forward all 
others; on the other hand, 
theoretically, they have over the 
great mass of the proletariat the 
advantage of clearly 
understanding the line of march, 
the conditions, and the ultimate 
general results of the proletarian 
movement” (Marx & Engels, The 
Manifesto of the Communist 
Party) 
     This is how Karl Marx and 
Fredrick Engels described the 
Communist Party in the mid-
19th century.  Now, at the 
beginning of the 21st century, it 
still outlines the essential 
characteristics of the 
Communist Party.  This is not 
because of some dogmatic or 
ritualistic clinging to the past or 
because the world hasn't 
changed in the last 160 years 
but because those words of 
Marx and Engels describe the 
party which is necessary to end 

capitalism – an economic 
system which, whilst it has 
changed and developed 
considerably, still remains the 
greatest threat to humanity's 
future. 
    The party they described 
was internationalist because it 
recognised that capitalism is, 
and always has been, an 
international system and that its 
defeat can only be 
accomplished by the workers of 
the world, united across their 
different national struggles, 
offering practical assistance and 
solidarity to each other.  This is 
not to suggest, as some have, 
that a successful revolution 
cannot take place in a single 
country (indeed it is difficult to 
imagine how it could be 
otherwise), but simply that the 
ultimate aims and interests of 
the international working class 
are indivisible and Communists 
must pay constant attention to 
this, never putting the interests 
of one national section before 
those of the working class as a 
whole. 
    Such a Party must be firmly 
rooted in the working class of 
its own country, representing 
at all times the interests of the 
movement as a whole.  This 
means working in a genuinely 
broad way to build the strength 
and unity of the working class 
around progressive demands, 
not taking supposed short-cuts 
which bypass concrete work 
within the movement or 
isolating itself from the mass of 
working people in order to 
maintain its revolutionary 
purity.  Only a party truly 

rooted in and drawing its 
strength from the working class 
can effectively mobilise that 
class in the struggle to 
overthrow capitalism.  The 
Communist Party must be the 
natural home of every class-
conscious worker. 
    However, the Communist 
Party must be much more than 
this.  In order to intervene 
effectively in the class struggle, 
it must work as a disciplined 
force, guided by the most 
advanced theory.  This means it 
must have truly democratic 
structures, drawing on the 
creativity and experience of all 
members when making 
decisions.  Only by involving the 
membership at all levels within 
the Party will the most effective 
line be arrived at.  It also means 
that, once this line is decided, it 
is the duty of every member to 
work for it, regardless of the 
position they may have taken in 
internal discussion.  This system 
of organisation, known as 
democratic centralism, does 
not make the Communist Party 
infallible and it certainly 
shouldn't rule out tactical 
flexibility or the ability to adjust 
strategic perspectives in line 
with changing circumstances.  
But, by ensuring that decisions 
are taken democratically and 
that that democracy is binding 
on all members, it does ensure 

that the Party makes a 
considered and decisive 
contribution to the movement. 
    Yet, on its own, this is still 
not enough to ensure the 
Communist Party fulfils its 
revolutionary role.  Democracy 
must be an active, not a passive, 
process and therefore it is the 
duty of the Party collectively to 
raise the theoretical level within 
its own ranks.  This means 
conducting a serious 
programme of Marxist-Leninist 
education throughout the Party 
– not simply a dry study of 
classic texts but a programme 
based on collective political 
discussion and the creative 
application of Marxism-
Leninism as a living, developing 
theory to contemporary  
political problems. 
    Clearly, building the kind of 
party described by Marx and 
Engels is, in itself, a difficult task 
and yet it is not an optional 
extra in the struggle for 
socialism.  Only such a party – 
internationalist, rooted in the 
working class, organised 
according to democratic 
centralism and guided by 
Marxism-Leninism – is capable 
of providing the necessary 
strategic leadership within the 
movement.  Ultimately, this 
may prove to be of decisive 
importance in determining the 
outcome of the class struggle. 
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Part 20: 
The Communist Party 

Further Reading 
CP, Britain’s Road to Socialism 
Marx & Engels, Manifesto of the Communist Party 
Lenin, ‘Left-Wing Communism’: An Infantile Disorder 
Liu Shao-Chi, How to be a Good Communist 
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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 




