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editorial 
Dear Comrades, 

 

Welcome to the latest issue of Challenge. It continues to be a period of 

intense struggle across Britain and Europe. Meanwhile, mass movements 

against austerity and the free market have spread to Israel (see pp. 22-23) 

and Chile. These movements clearly show a rejection of the dominant 

free market capitalism, and where they are effectively led by Communists 

they can develop into true mass democratic alliances against monopoly 

capital. 

 

In Chile the student protest movement has been led by Chilean Young 

Communist League member Camila Vallejo. This class conscious, Marxist, 

leadership has enabled meaningful and productive links to be forged 

between workers and students in Chile to broaden the base of the 

protests. With a new term starting, it is vital we push the NUS to make as 
productive links as possible with the TUC in this country. 

 

Meanwhile in Britain, a far less conscious form of revolt exploded with 

startling intensity. The riots (pp. 12-13) were not of a conscious rejection 

of capitalism, but were indicative of the alienation endemic to capitalism. It 

would take a bizarre leap of logic to claim that looting trainers is an act in 

the class war; however, the extremes of inequality combined with 

relentless aspirational advertising make the choice of targets clear. 

 

Nonetheless, it would be misguided to smear all the rioters with the same 

brush. The initial reaction to the shooting of Mark Duggan, coming on top 

of other deaths in police custody such as Smiley Culture and Kingsley 

Burrell-Brown, was the outcome of repressive police tactics which 

marginalise black communities. A wave of rioting in Hackney also began 

after the apparently random stop and search of a young black man. The 

surest way to ensure there is no repeat of these riots is to end this racial 

profiling, as well as reverse the funding cuts to youth services so that 

young Britons are not so alienated from their communities and country. 

 

In the final analysis, this can only be brought about by a fundamental 

reordering of society. This alienation is endemic to the capitalist mode of 

production and thus we must work towards building socialism to truly 

overcome the glaring gaps between haves and have nots that have caused 

these riots. 

 

Don’t forget if you want to contribute to Challenge, either through 

writing articles, poems, reviews or artwork to get in touch with me by 

emailing challenge@ycl.org.uk or writing to Challenge, Ruskin House, 23 

Coombe Road, London, CR0 1BD. 

 
Yours in Comradeship, 

James Rodie 

Movements 

against austerity 

have spread 

outside of Europe 

to Chile and 

Israel. 
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our miners have been killed 
in an industrial accident in 
South Wales. Three 
workers managed to escape 

from the Gleision Colliery after a 
retaining wall collapsed and water 
began to flood the mine, leaving the 
other four trapped. 
     Experts have raised questions as 
to the wisdom of mining the pit given 
the clear build up of underground 
water nearby, suggesting it should 
have been drained first. Other 
reports have suggested that further 
safety precautions were not taken 
due to financial viability. 
     Messages of support have reached 
the Swansea Valley from across the 
globe, and a fund for the families of 
the dead miners has so far raised 
more than £50,000. 
     Challenge adds its sincere 
condolences to the families of Charles 
Breslin, Phillip Hill, Garry Jenkins and 
David Powell and salutes the work of 
the rescue services who tried to save 
them. 
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in the news 
niversity and school 
students across Chile 
have repeatedly taken to 

the streets to demand more 
public investment in education. 
     In 1970 Chile elected social 
democrat Salvador Allende as 
president. He implemented a 
series of socialist policies, which 
upset both the old elites in Chile 
and the United States. Thus on 
11th September 1973 Augusto 
Pinochet toppled Allende in a 
military coup supported by the 
US. 
     This augured in not only 
hideous police and military 
repression, with at least 3,000 
executed and tens of thousands 
forced to flee the country, but 
also a stringent marketisation of 
the economy under a neoliberal 
model supported by the US that 
continues to this day. 
     Chile currently only 
contributes 4.4% of its GDP 
towards education, compared 
with a UNESCO 
recommendation of 7%. At the 
same time education users and 
their families are forced to 
shoulder 75% of the cost in the 
form of tuition. 
     The student movement 
articulates its demands through 
CONFECH, the Confederation 
of Chilean Student Federations. 
These demands include lower 
tuitions, more scholarships, 
greater provision for indigenous 
students and access to student 

government. 
     CONFECH has also 
expressed the demands of high 
school students, who have no 
organisation of their own. These 
demands centre around 
reducing the inequality of the 
school system in Chile, including 
more support for non-profit 
schools and an end to the 
system of ‘education apartheid’ 
between state and private 
sector. Additionally, their 
demands have included higher 
wages for teachers. 
     The Chilean movement has 
been extremely successful in 
linking up the protests of 
students with workers in 
struggle. Over half a million 
workers joined protests around 
a national strike on 25th August. 
These protests call for a halt to 
privatisation and defence of 
pensions, education and welfare. 
     The Communist Party has 
been at the forefront of the 

protests and the undisputed 
leader of the student movement 
has been Communist Youth 
member Camila Vallejo, a 
student at the University of 
Chile. So much has she 
provoked the ire of Chile’s 
traditional elites that she is 
under police protection after 
receiving death threats. She is 
however one of the most 
popular figures in Chile, with 
more than 70% approval ratings. 
     The Communist Party has 
also come under physical attack. 
Thirty neo-Nazis attacked the 
Communist Party offices in 
attempt to shut them down and 
destroy their work, but the local 
community mobilised to expel 
the intruders. 
     This violence has also spread 
to demonstrations, where police 
have arrested thousands of 
strikers and even shot a 16 year 
old boy. 

F U 

Student and worker Student and worker 
protests sweep Chileprotests sweep Chile  

Miners die in Miners die in 
South WalesSouth Wales  



orces loyal to ousted 
Libyan leader Colonel 
Gaddafi have continued 
to resist the Western 

backed militias in desert 
strongholds. 
     Direct British involvement 
in the ‘Arab Spring’ has 
generally been fairly limited but 
Britain has wholeheartedly 

joined the NATO intervention 
in Libya, joining France, the US 
and others in aerial 
bombardments of the country. 
     The large stocks of Libyan 
oil have already proved to be 
the reason for this. President 
Sarkozy, who led the calls for 
NATO intervention has stated 
that the Libyan National 

Transitional 
Council has 
promised 
France more 
than a third 
of the 
country’s oil 
production. 
     
Meanwhile, 
Foreign 
Office 
minister 
Alan Duncan 
(who 
claimed 
more than 
£4,000 in 
gardening 
expenses) 
has been 

working with the Vitol Group 
to shore up the NTC’s oil. The 
US was kind enough to release 
more than $300 million of 
frozen Libyan assets to ensure 
that Vitol got paid for fuel 
provided to the rebel forces. 
     Yet as Liz Payne told the 
Communist Party Political 
Committee cracks are already 

beginning to show in the 
alliance that drove Gaddafi out 
of Tripoli. The rag tag mob of 
secular and Islamist elements is 
unlikely to hold together (they 
have already failed to decide on 
an interim cabinet) and will be 
unwilling to give up their 
natural resources to foreign 
powers. 
     However, the country is 
still not under the NTC’s 
control, and their ‘last stand’ at 
Sirte has in fact seen the 
NATO backed forces pushed 
back. 
     The YCL is clear that it 
cannot condone the abuses of 
the Gaddafi regime, but points 
out that a rebel movement 
parachuted into power by 
Western imperialists will not 
bring any real democracy to 
Libya, and in reality the history 
of American intervention in the 
Middle East means we should 
be deeply suspicious of the 
forces they have instated in 
Tripoli. 

NEWS 
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Bombardier workers fight for their jobsBombardier workers fight for their jobs  
he ConDem 
government has 
provoked fury amongst 

the people of Derby, their 
trade unions and supporters 
around the country by 
awarding the £1.4bn building 
contract for Thameslink trains 
to German firm Siemens. 

     Bombardier is the last 
remaining company in Britain 
to make trains and was heavily 
relying on the Thameslink 
contract. As a result of the lack 
of orders 1,400 job losses 
were announced almost 
immediately from the Derby 
plant. 

     In turn, unions 
have predicted 
that at least 12,000  
jobs in the supply 
line will be lost 
(with more recent 
reports suggesting 
that it could be as 
many as 20,000 at 
risk). A survey 
carried out for 
Unite, which 
represents many 
of the Bombardier 
workers has found 
that 50 of the 125 
firms that supply 

Bombardier are likely to cut 
jobs. 
     A 10,000 strong rally in 
Derby to push the government 
into rethinking its contract 
decision saw the community 
rally behind the workers. 
Union representatives, 
including workers at the plant, 
were joined on the platform by 
RMT General Secretary Bob 
Crow, as well as the Chief 
Executive of Bombardier UK, 
the editor of the Derby 
Telegraph and the Tory leader 
of Derby City Council. 
     The fervent opposition 
amongst sections of the 
bourgeoisie have shown the 
different priorities of British 
industrial and finance capital, 
with the industrial bourgeoisie 
fighting a rear-guard action 
alongside their workers against 
a government acting purely on 
behalf of financial capital. 

     These divisions have been 
particularly clear in the local 
Conservatives’ role in the 
campaign. While in part no 
doubt motivated by votes, the 
Council has rallied behind the 
Bombardier workers to an 
unprecedented level. It has 
even contributed towards the 
costs of the legal challenge to 
the governments’ decision 
mounted by Unite the Union. 
     As the saga unrolls the 
deficiencies in the 
government’s case for 
awarding the contract have 
become more and more 
evident. Hiding behind EU 
competition laws the 
government has nevertheless 
admitted that it failed to take 
into account the wider 
economic impact of throwing 
thousands of skilled workers in 
Derby on the dole. 

T 
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he Palestinian 
Authority has 
announced its 
intention to seek 

international recognition of its 
statehood. 
     Palestine is seeking to 
become a full member of the 
United Nations in its bid for 
greater international 
recognition in its ongoing 
conflict with Israel. 
     Although the actual 
wording of their bid is not yet 
known, it is likely that they 
will seek recognition on the 
1967 borders – before the Six 
Day War in which Israel 
annexed the Golan Heights, 
the Gaza Strip, the West Bank 
and the Sinai Peninsula. 
     Such a recognition – 
despite the many state 
functions now carried out by 
the Palestinian authority – is 
almost certain to fail. The 
United States has publically 
stated that it will use its 
Security Council veto to 
prevent any attempt by 
Palestine to become a full 
member of the UN. 
Nonetheless, compromise is 

widely believed to be possible, 
with the Palestinians given 
observer status within the 
UN. 
     Britain has yet to state its 
attitude towards the bid. 
Instead the Foreign Office has 
concentrated on its desire to 
get Israel and Palestine around 
the negotiating table. 
     The viability of a two state 
solution is increasingly 
threatened by Israel’s 
continued blockade of the 
Gaza strip, illegal settlement 
on occupied territories and a 
giant separation wall. 
     Work towards the 
establishment of an 
independent Palestinian state 
is greatly aided by the 
Palestinian Authority’s 
campaign for membership of 
the UN. In recent years Arab 
powers have been increasingly 
willing to recognise the reality 
of the Israeli state and with 
current events inside Israel the 
possibility exists that the two 
states could coexist as 
progressive and cooperative 
neighbours. 

Ed Miliband became 
the latest in a long 
line of Labour Party 
leaders to receive a 

frosty reception when 
addressing the Trades Union 
Congress. 
     Speaking at the sized-down 
Congress in London, Miliband 
provoked fury amongst 
delegates by condemning the 
strike action in June – when 
teachers and civil servants 
went out in defence of their 
pensions – and warning against 
attempts to instigate an 
Autumn of Discontent. 
     Ed Miliband was 
undoubtedly keen to expel the 
idea that he would be too in 
hock to his union paymasters, 
hence the tabloid headlines 
about Milband being booed 
meant TUC went well for him. 
Miliband has been even more 
eager to snub the unions, as 
his election to the leadership 
came as a result of union 
votes. Rather than welcoming 
this as more representative of 
the public at large than the 
fewer than 200,000 party 
members or Parliamentary 
Labour Party’s expenses 
cheats and professional 

politicians, Miliband feels the 
need to bash the unions at 
every turn. 
     Miliband at one point 
appeared to be calling for a 
fundamental restructuring of 
society and the economy, but 
instead merely called for a 
rehash of the social 
partnership, which has failed in 
Britain and across Europe. 
     Miliband described 
industrial action as a failure by 
both sides and declared that 
meaningful negotiation with 
the government was the way 
forward. Association of 
Teachers and Lecturers 
General Secretary Mary 
Bousted explained the futility 
of this by stating that “there 
are no real negotiations going 
on,” laying the blame at the 
feet of the government. 
     Elsewhere, speaking ahead 
of the TUC Unite General 
Secretary Len McCluskey gave 
a more militant lead in calling 
for mass civil disobedience to 
the ConDem cuts. Yet he still 
said that Miliband offered a 
glimmer of hope, saying 
“working people have heard 
from a Labour leader who is 
on their side.” 
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"We are not going to strike. We 
are not even having a sit-in strike. 
Nobody and nothing will come in 
and nothing will go out without 
our permission. And there will be 
no hooliganism, there will be no 
vandalism, there will be no 
bevvying, because the world is 
watching us."  
     Forty years ago, faced with the 
prospect of mass unemployment 
and the complete destruction of 
their industry, the shop stewards 
of the Upper Clyde Shipbuilders 
made a historic decision- to take 
over and run the shipyards in 
which they worked. 
     In early 1970 the future of 
shipbuilding in Glasgow seemed 
bright. Buoyed by a restructuring 
and investment from the Labour 
government, the part nationalised 
Upper Clyde Shipbuilders had a full 
order book and a workforce of 
13,000 and was estimated to 
become profitable by 1972.  
     However elections in June 
1970 brought about a change in 

government. The newly elected 
Conservative government, under 
the leadership of Sir Edward 
Heath, was determined to 
“butcher” what it considered to be 
‘lame duck’ industries by 
withholding public money, forcing 
them into liquidation and then 
opening up the surviving pieces for 
privatisation. The UCS was to be 
the key test for this policy. Bob 
Fleming, then Lord Provost of 
Glasgow, encapsulated the attack 
with the phrase “The government 
were trying to do to Clydebank 
what the Germans had failed to do 
during the Second World War." 
     Seeing the vicious attack on 
their livelihoods for what it was, 
the shop stewards, many of them 
communists, held crisis meetings 
and began a campaign of mass 
resistance; it was in these meetings 
that the idea of a ‘work-in’ was 
first formulated. Due to 
considerable anti-worker 
propaganda from the government 
and right-wing media, the stewards 

knew that striking would only 
serve the myth that they were 
‘strike happy’ and would also 
probably hasten the closure of the 
yards. Instead the workers were 
to show example by taking over 
the yards and continuing to work.  
     The four Communist town 
councillors in Clydebank were able 
to use their influence with the 
labour left and gain the support of 
Clydebank Town Council for the 
work-in. The council even agreed 
to pay the fees for hiring a train to 
take the workers to lobby the 
Prime Minister in London. To the 
dismay of the Conservatives, who 
believed they could count on the 
right wing leaders of the trade 
union movement and the Labour 
Party for support, the tactics of 
the UCS work-in won support of 
both the Scottish TUC and the 
Labour Party. 
     Despite several negotiations 
and attempts to make the 
government change course, on 
Thursday 29th July the 

government announced that the 
UCS was to go into liquidation 
reducing the workforce to 2,500 
and two of the yards were to 
close. The work-in began 
immediately and everything 
entering and leaving the yards was 
put under control of the workers. 
Asserting the moral right to work, 
the UCS work-in won massive 
support.  
     Jimmy Airlie, a communist shop 
steward, led the campaign for 
funds and soon donations began to 
flow in from people inspired by 
the radical spirit of the workers 
and the pointed speeches from the 
communist stewards, namely the 
charismatic Jimmy Reid. Local 
shops collected money in tins, 
churches collected from their 
congregations, workplaces and 
union branches held collections, 
and support was given 
internationally including £2,700 
from the shipbuilders of the Soviet 
Union and even £1000 from John 
Lennon and Yoko Ono. 

The UCS work-in was one of the most original and successful episodes in British 
industrial history and can teach us many important lessons for the struggle 
today. Douglas Jack explains. 

Learning theLearning the  
LessonsLessons  

the UCS workthe UCS work--in in   
40 years on40 years on  
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     The Marxism of many of the 
shop stewards contributed 
massively to the strategic success 
of the work-in and was able to 
drive a wedge into the 
government’s base of support. 
Jimmy Reid, Jimmy Airlie and other 
communist shop stewards were 
able to show that the interests of 
the workers were aligned with the 
interests of the small creditor 
firms who supplied the yards with 
materials and not the monopolists 
in power in London. They 
therefore created a basis for a 
popular anti-monopoly alliance and 
won over a considerable number 
of the petit-bourgeois voters who 
may have believed that the Tories 
served their interests in the past. 
     Faced with increasing financial 
strains due to the redundancy of 
399 men and hence the need to 
increase funds to pay their wages, 
the UCS work-in faced the real 
threat of decreasing morale. 
However, in publishing an internal 
newsletter in which the shop 
stewards informed every worker 
of the honest situation rather than 
the damaging speculation reported 
by the media, morale was kept 
high. Material support was 
increasing too and the work-in 
was able to pay the wages of every 
man who wanted to continue 
work. The solidarity from working 
people from around the country 
was critical to continuing success. 
     On September 1st 1970 the 
STUC held an inquiry into “the 
social and economic 
consequences of the decision to 
run down UCS."  During the 
inquiry Jimmy Reid produced the 
‘Ridley Letters’ that proved that 
the government had not decided 
to close the yards in light of 
economic circumstance but 
instead as an ideological attack 
on working people and the 
labour movement as a whole. 
This revelation solidified support 
for the work-in and could be 
seen as the main turning point of 
the struggle. 
     Gradually the government 
began to change course, and 
decided to guarantee the future 
of three of the four yards. In 
what was a clear attempt to 
divide the workers and split the 

movement, the shop stewards 
replied with an even clearer 
message, “four yards or none.” On 
February 28th 1972 the 
government completed its retreat 
and guaranteed the future of all 
the yards with £35 million to be 
made available.  
     The spirit and determination of 
the workers had paid off and the 
governments’ plans to get rid of 
semi-state owned ‘lame duck’ 
industries were shattered, 
changing the course of history for 
workers throughout the country. 
In gaining Labour Party support, 
the work-in pulled Labour to the 
left so much so that they went 
into the 1974 election with the 
slogan to bring about a 
"fundamental and irreversible shift 
in the balance of power and wealth 
in favour of working people and 
their families"- a very different 
message to what it had pedaled 
previously. 
 
So what lessons can be learned 
from the work-in and what are the 
similarities between the situation 
then and now? 
     Firstly, there was an arrogant 
but fragile Tory government in 
office determined to stick to 
economic dogma in spite of the 
catastrophic social consequences it 
was causing. There was a weak, 
right wing Labour Party that had 

lost the trust of the people it was 
supposed to represent. Finally 
there was a fractured working 
class movement lacking a clear and 
united direction in opposition to a 
Tory government. Does it ring any 
bells? 
     However, there were also 
differences. The Communist Party 
was much bigger than it is now in 
terms of both membership and 
influence. In Glasgow, communists 
were deeply imbedded in society 
and were respected for their work 
in tenants’ organisations, in the 
community generally and in the 
trade union movement. This 
meant when working people were 
attacked, Communists were ready 
to organise and fight for the 
interests of the working class – it 
was no coincidence that the 
leading shop stewards in the UCS 
happened to be communists. It 
would be wrong to overestimate 
the role of the party though and 
due to the existence of Cold War 
propaganda, to an extent the party 
was more isolated then than now. 
 
In what ways can we learn from 
the UCS work-in and how can we 
apply them to the situation today? 
     One of the main lessons we 
can take from the work-in is how 
it showed that ordinary working 
people can take on a right wing 
tory government and win and we 

should take much strength and 
inspiration from that. The 
multimillionaire cabinet of Con-
Dem wreckers is wrong morally 
and ideologically and we can beat 
them. We should perhaps look to 
the work-in for a strategy to 
achieve victory as well.  
     Establishing a broad non-
sectarian movement capable of 
creating links with and winning the 
support of working class 
communities was vital for the 
success for the work-in and is vital 
for the success of the anti-cuts 
movement today. The STUC’s 
There is a Better Way Campaign is 
perhaps the vehicle for achieving 
this in Scotland and a programme 
like the Peoples Charter is the way 
forward nationally. As in the work-
in, communists now have a key 
role to play in the movement for 
change and should strive to set 
example by getting involved in 
community campaigns and winning 
the trust of working class 
communities.  
The UCS work-in was much more 
than a campaign to save jobs on 
the Clyde, it was a fight to save the 
community and the British 
shipbuilding industry as a whole. 
Inspired by the spirit of the 
workers then, we should unite and 
fight to save our communities 
now. 

UCS  
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RightsRights  come fromcome from  
and where theyand where they  

Vince Cable recently told delegates to the GMB Conference that 
the government had no plans to interfere with trade union rights, as 
long as trade unionists decided not to use them. It is worth consider-
ing quite what rights are and where the come from. Luke Beesley 
talks us through them. 
Friedrich Nietzsche once noted 
in passing that the basis of our 
Rights is fear. That is to say, 
rights are not bestowed upon 
us out of love, benevolence or 
rationality but, rather, because 
those who grant them are 
scared of what would happen if 
they did not. As is the case so 
often in his work, his dazzling 
insight and profound honesty 
lacked the conceptual frame-
work which would give it con-
text and allow us to use it 
practically. It is incredibly 
pressing on us, now that Vince 
Cable is proposing to impede 
the Unions’ ‘right to strike’ that 
there is an appropriate Marxist 
analysis of what the word 
‘right’ actually refers to. This 
article, of course, is in no posi-

tion to give an exhaustive 
analysis or answer all the rele-
vant questions and problems. I 
will merely attempt to situate 
the debate and give some sug-
gestions of how comrades 
could possibly go about think-
ing through the problem.  
     We must, firstly, under-
stand what ‘rights’ mean within 
bourgeois ideology. The term is 
not historically constant. Its 
analogous form in classical 
Greece and Rome revolved 
around the concept of citizen-
ship. To be a free citizen was, 
practically speaking, to have 
rights but the idea of these 
individual manifestations never 
arose outside of the framework 
of state membership. One, 
likewise, finds very little men-

tion of it in feudal dis-
course. The bourgeois 
state, however, claims to 
posit the rights of all indi-
vidual human beings as its 
fundamental justification 
and as being at the centre 
of everything it does. How 
should we understand this? 
     The original and most 
influential philosopher of 
‘rights’ is Hegel. In his 
groundbreaking Outlines 
Towards a Philosophy of 
Right he argues that to be a 
self is a priori to have 
rights. His argument is as 
follows: a self must recog-
nise itself as such to be a 
self insofar as we recognise 
ourselves as a ‘self’ we nec-
essarily notice that this is a 

The bourgeois 
state claims to 
posit the rights 
of all individual 
human beings 
as its 
fundamental 
justification  



10 

R IGHT S  

category that includes all other 
human beings that do the same. 
That is to say, we recognise a 
fundamental equality between 
this self that is me and other 
selves that are not me. When 
we reflect on our ‘self’ we find 
that it is a construct of differ-
ent needs; the need to eat and 
be sheltered, the need to be 
recognised, the need for one’s 
actions to have what Hegel 
calls ‘satisfaction’ (for our in-
tentions to be carried out with-
out being impeded).  
     These needs, Hegel argues, 
are the most simple and funda-
mental statements of any given 
human’s basic requirements. As 
they are requirements they 
must be fulfilled. Hence, we 
have rights. To be a self, then, 
is to be a bearer of rights, how-
ever, to be a self is also to rec-
ognise all other selves as equal 
to one. Therefore, to have 
rights is to recognise that eve-
ryone has rights.  
     The basic rights that Hegel 
lays out are the right to appro-
priation of things, the right to 
satisfaction and the right to 
political freedom, or what we 

call ‘democratic’ rights. It is 
obvious, however, that if we 
were to all just follow out 
these rules with no order and 
in our own self-interest, one of 
us would end up infringing the 
rights of another. These rights 
must be formulated so as to be 
able to guarantee the other’s 
rights at the same time as our 
own.  
     Hence, the right to appro-
priation becomes the right to 
property (I go from being able 
to take whatever I happen to 
find to only being able to take 
what belongs to no-one else 
and, simultaneously, I assert my 
right not to have this thing 
taken from me) and the rights 
to satisfaction and democratic 
freedoms become the rights to 
practice one’s religious, cultural 
and political beliefs without 
them being interfered with, 
unless, of course, they involve 
the destruction of other peo-
ple’s rights. 
     In an article of this length it 
is foolhardy to try and offer 
knock down arguments to 
Hegel’s theory. I have outlined 
the content of only the first 

The basis of our 
needs is in the 
already existing 
distribution of 
material 
products. But this 
distribution is, 
itself, only a part 
of a wider 
process: 
production 

few chapters where the 
basic concept of a ‘right’ is 
formulated and those that 
follow Hegel refines and 
expands his catalogue of 
rights exponentially; moving 
from these rough and ready 
definitions to a logical de-
duction of something which 
looks very similar to the 
modern European Conven-
tion of Human Rights. In 
fact, his theory of a welfare 
state is well ahead of its 
time and it is no wonder 
that he was for so many 
years embraced as a pro-
gressive political philoso-
pher. What follows is 
merely an indication of a 
Marxist critique. 
Hegel, rightly, starts from 
the basis of human needs. 
These needs, however, are 
always historically situated. 
Despite his initially loose 
definitions (which can en-
compass all historically con-
crete needs we can think 
of) he does not recognise 
that the basis of each need 
is the physical constitution 
of man and what is available 
to meet those needs. A 
need, to be recognised, 
must know what it is it 
needs. If we do not know 
what fulfils a need it is not, 
in philosophical and ideo-
logical terms, a need: it is a 
sickness or ‘despair’. For a 
need to be as it is it must 
be based on what is avail-
able to mankind and how 
this is distributed. 
     Being based on existing 
historical circumstances, 
these needs are not, them-
selves, necessarily rational. 
The aristocrat and the 
peasant have very different 
forms of the need for satis-
faction: the peasant needs 
just his small bit of land and 
tools to have satisfaction as 
a peasant whereas the aris-
tocrat, to be an aristocrat, 
requires universal recogni-
tion, large amounts of land 
and money.  
     (Comrades may object 
here that I am confusing 
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material and psychological 
needs, as well as blurring those 
needs discovered by natural 
science and those created 
through convention, ideology 
and fetishism. This objection is 
correct. As dialecticians, 
though, we must work from 
the opponent’s own ground. As 
we are dealing with idealism 
and playing on its pitch, we are 
doomed to be temporarily 
blinded by the hometown fog 
and drizzle.) 
     The basis of our needs, 
then, is in the already existing 
distribution of material prod-
ucts. But this distribution is, 
itself, only a part of a wider 
process: production. If our 
needs are created by this proc-
ess then they are indirectly 
created by those who dictate 
this process. In the age of capi-
talism, these people are the 
bourgeoisie. 
     As Adam Smith points out 
in his Wealth of Nations ‘it is 
not from the benevolence of 
the butcher, baker or wine-
grower that we expect our 
sustenance’, rather, that which 
meets our needs is distributed 
in such a way as to benefit 
these people, to make them a 
profit. In the modern age, of 
course, the market has grown 
so complex that the butchers, 
bakers and winegrowers are, 
themselves, not in control of 
the means of production and 
distribution. Those who do are 
those who control monopoly 
capital, the people who can 
flood or starve the market at 
will to meet their own ends 
and create more profit. As we 
get our rights from these peo-
ple, who have no interest in 
recognising us but only in get-
ting more and more money, 
how are we to think about the 
rights that we do have? 
     The answer is that our 
rights are in their interest as 
well as ours. Not in the sense 
that the ruling class’ profit mar-
gins are directly improved by 
our having the rights we do, 
the very contrary is the case, 
but by virtue of the fact that 
the repercussions of not grant-

ing people these rights would 
be disastrous for the ruling 
class. Historically, rights have 
been achieved after a struggle 
between a given ruling class and 
its opposing class. When it 
became clear that not appeas-
ing the opposing class would 
lead the ruling class to crumble, 
deals were made which en-
hanced the freedoms of those 
not in the elite. Such is the case 
with the worker’s right to 
strike. Are rights, then, reac-
tionary? Is our having them in 
the form we do a sign of failure 
in the labour movement hith-
erto? 
     Such an analysis would be, 
itself, an ultra left reaction. As 
Zola points out in his novel 
Germinal, the working class 
often sacrifices and risks much 
more in its struggle than the 
ruling class. Capital bleeds itself 
to death slowly; embodied 
working people starve much 
more quickly. It would not be 
in the interest of the workers 
to die en masse simply so that 
the ruling class can no longer 
have anything to rule. The 
rights that we have acquired 
are proof of the hard work and 
sacrifice made working class 
struggle through history. What 
we do need to realise, though, 
is that the revoking of a right 
signals an unprecedented 
change in the balance of power. 
For the Con-Dems to even be 
able to contemplate banning 
the right to strike shows that 
the force and influence of the 
state is on the rise, while that 
of the labour movement is seen 
to be on the wane. There are 
practical things we can do to 
try and correct this balance. 
One of the main weaknesses of 
unions today is their compara-
tive lack of young members and 
how little the majority of the 
nation’s youth know about 
them. As members of the YCL 
this is something that we can 
try to help rectify by helping to 
educate our peers about the 
role of the trade unions and by 
getting actively involved in the 
‘young workers’ sections of our 
own unions. 

PoetryPoetryPoetry   
Corner Corner Corner    

‘... Israel continues. Operation ‘Cast Lead’...’ 
 

the radio I left on is speaking 
warm eyelid orange. An archipelago 
 

of bruises, black then bronze across my skin 
the withered thoughts, something ex nihilo. 
 

Sun that shone on Gaza is spilling in   
with the world through my opened window.  
 

By now, there will be hundreds of them dead.  
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The flames may have been put 
out but the burning issue of the 
riot still stokes passions in all 
quarters.  
     From working class people 
caught up in the riots to shop 
owners and members of the 
community, there has been un-
derstandable anger at what took 
place. But this anger has been 
manipulated by hegemonic media 
forces who have a political 
agenda to keep popular focus on 
“feral youth” without looking at 
the economic and social context 
in which these riots took place. 
    As a journalist covering the 
riots for the Morning Star in 
Hackney I had a chance to wit-
ness firsthand the reality on the 
ground. I must confess to a high 
level of apprehension as I zipped 
up my leather jacket and packed 
my Dictaphone before heading 
just 10 minutes up the road to 
the latest riot to sweep the coun-
try. 
     Mare Street, near Hackney 
Central, saw 50 or so youths 
gather around 4.30pm and attack 

shops including JD Sports. Arriv-
ing at the scene at 6pm to meet 
National Union of Journalist 
(NUJ) colleagues, the youths had 
dispersed and retreated to the 
Pembury Estate in Clarence Road 
- a deprived area of Hackney 
with a hard reputation. 
     Walking through a deserted 
Mare Street it was eerie seeing 
police blocking off side streets. 
We were in what the force de-
scribes a "sterile zone." This is an 
accurate word. It felt as though 
nothing could penetrate it. 
     A single wind gusted through 
the street rattling the shutters, 
conjuring up images of the "quiet" 
moment before something hor-
rific happens in a horror film. 
Right on queue we were at the 
foot of Clarence Road leading 
into the Pembury Estate with 
heavily armed riot police at one 
end and fearless youths at the 
other. 
     For three hours I was running 
up and down the street attempt-
ing to get the facts on the 
ground, while avoiding missiles 

from the youths and the batons 
of the police. When the police 
advanced, photographers and 
reporters were able to get within 
20 yards of the youths to see 
their faces, to see the raw anger 
and the false confidence they 
displayed. 
     It crossed my mind while 
ducking for cover that this must 
be the only time in recent years 
where these young people feel 
like they are winning. Commu-
nists need no reminding about 
the objective facts and context in 
which these "riots" are taking 
place. 
     Youth employment is at an all
-time high since the Second 
World War, there is an increas-
ing gap between rich and poor 
and Britain is subject to the most 
severe austerity package in mod-
ern times. So young people from 
working-class or unemployed 
families have been losing - losing 
for a long time. 
     How one reacts to this is 
varied, no one is the same. That's 
why not everyone who is poor 

and young has been engaging in 
violent acts. 
     When the police attempted 
to take the junction 100 yards 
into Clarence Road, linking with 
Clarence Place, they were forced 
to retreat when the youths real-
ised that the narrowness of the 
roads made it impossible for the 
police to send enough numbers 
to secure the area. 
     This was the tensest part for 
us journalists in the middle. As 
police retreated from two streets 
I found myself about to be sand-
wiched unable to move. My col-
leagues and I were now in range 
of missiles including petrol 
bombs, which were easily avail-
able with fire pluming from the 
burning cars. 
     Picking my moment, I dashed 
across the crossroads, taking 
shelter behind a phone booth, 
making frantic Dictaphone re-
cordings of what I was seeing. 
Although looters did break into a 
newsagents and ransack it, most 
of the confrontation was focused 
on the police. 

London’sLondon’s  
burningburning  

The dust has barely settled on the largest British riots in a generation. 
Morning Star journalist John Millington was there dodging bottles 
and batons and reports here for Challenge. 
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     It was clear to see that the 
youths were mainly masked but 
were both men and women and 
of varied racial backgrounds, 
pretty much reflecting the demo-
graphics of Hackney. This was a 
telling sign but seems to have 
been lost on some of my col-
leagues on the TV networks. 
     Speaking to a BBC correspon-
dent on site, she agreed with my 
observations but then proceeded 
to repeat the same mantra in her 
report that it was all "masked 
men" in a poor borough of Lon-
don - you can subliminally read 
"black" here. 
     Unable to get to the youths 
to speak to them, I could only 
observe them from a short dis-
tance. They were young, confi-
dent and completely unintimi-
dated by masked and heavily 
armed officers running towards 
them. 
     Having said that, speaking to 
officers on site was interesting to 
say the least both in their de-
jected body language and their 
comments to me. Anonymously 
officers breathed reams of frus-
tration on top of specific com-
ments about the situation up the 
road and their own conditions of 
work. 
     One complained to have been 
on duty for up to 24 hours and 
was "sick of it" and wanted to go 
home. Another was more spe-
cific, expressing frustration at the 
Police Federation being unable to 
take strike action to stop the 40 
per cent cuts to the force. 
     Most of the media departed 
the scene at 9pm after police 
suddenly withdrew, with later 
footage showing individuals being 
chased through Hackney into the 
early hours of the night. As I 
went home accompanied by a 
photojournalist, adrenaline still 
running strong, it was obvious 
that condemnation and the con-
tinued use of force alone would 
fail to quell these riots. 
     It is not about defending or 
justifying attacks on working peo-
ple or small businesses. But it's 
equally futile talking about more 

force or bringing the army out 
onto the streets. The progressive 
force leading the response on 
these events is the World Fed-
eration of Democratic Youth 
through its affiliate in Britain the 
Young Communist League. 
     WFDY which had been moni-
toring events in Britain closely, 
joined working-class communities 
in condemning the "widespread 
criminality of recent nights." But 
the federation stressed that it 
was as a "direct product" of the 
capitalist economic system and 
the "alienation" of young people 
in general. 
     "The anger of the youth is 
derived from a number of factors 
including police brutality, the 
massive reduction in public 
spending on youth and other 
services, and a general frustration 
at a future with little prospects," 
it said. 
     WFDY called on Britain's 
youth to direct their anger in a 
positive, constructive way and 
for them to "organise themselves 
and find the best ways to revolu-
tionarily transform their country, 
which will surely be through the 
overthrow of this dominant or-
der and not through the destruc-
tion of public or private goods." 
     Acting general secretary of 
the Young Communist League in 

Britain Mick Carty said: "The 
choice for Britain's youth remains 
clear - Socialism or barbarism?" 
     Stop the War organiser 
Robin Beste said: "It's hard to 
imagine that David Cameron 
would condemn the devastation 
and mass slaughter visited on 
Afghanistan and Iraq over the 
past decade or the bombing of 
Libya as 'sickening violence.' 
     "Many of the same MPs who 
voted along with the majority in 
Parliament for the war that re-
duced much of Iraq to ruins and 
killed a million Iraqis, take to the 
moral high ground when alien-
ated youths from our ghettos of 
deprivation commit their mini-
version of 'shock and awe'." 
     And PCS general secretary 
Mark Serwotka said that the au-
thorities must "step back" and 
recognise these disturbances did 
not happen in a vacuum. "There 
will be those who will call for 
tougher sentencing and more 
police powers, but these will not 
solve the very deep problems 
facing our country," he said. "We 
should resist attempts to demon-
ise young people in general. 
"They have been the biggest vic-
tims of this recession. The law-
lessness of the financial and po-
litical elites is a much larger 
problem that our society must 

address." 
     The PCS went onto pass a 
unanimously supported emer-
gency motion at TUC congress 
which heavily criticised the gov-
ernment’s gung ho “law and or-
der” response to the riots. TUC 
general secretary Brendan Bar-
ber, launched a fierce attack on 
the coalition government's re-
sponse to the unrest, saying it 
was failing to address the under-
lying causes of the violence. "As 
our cities burned amidst the 
worst rioting in decades, social 
divisions in modern Britain were 
laid bare,” he told the packed 
congress hall. 
     With the TUC now coordi-
nating 14 trade unions for the 
November 30th day of action 
including millions of workers 
going on strike, an opportunity 
arises for the YCL to engage with 
Britain’s youth to bring them into 
the orbit of communist and class 
orientated trade union politics.  
     The energy and anger of 
these young people must be har-
nessed and the genuine griev-
ances of the majority of working-
class people in this country, ad-
dressed. 
 
 
We dismiss these riots at our 
peril. 



The Socialist 
People's Front 
has been 
portrayed as 
an ‘enemy of 
Lithuania and 
its citizens’ 

Rewriting Rewriting   

Across Eastern Europe governments are attempting to rewrite the history of the Soviet era 
and equate Communism and fascism. In Lithunia this has led to the prosecution of Socialist 
leader Algirdas Paleckis, Vytautas Liutkus  explains more. 
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During the last 20 years 
Parliamentary representatives of 
big monopoly capitalists have been 
implementing anti-working class 
economic and social policies. In 
June 2010 the Lithuanian 
Parliament adopted a law that 
criminalises the 
'endorsement...denial or blatantly 
degraded' the ‘crimes of the 
USSR’, in particular ‘the crimes of 
genocide’. 
     The law in question – Article 
1702 in the Lithuanian Penal Code 
- has much deeper implications. It 
is not clear whether it had been 
well thought through and done 
intentionally, or it has been 
accidental. Nevertheless, the 
Article actually forbids any person 
to deny the ‘Soviet occupation of 
Lithuania’, as it has been termed 
by the Lithuanian bourgeoisie, is 
also an attack on Marxism, 
Socialism and Communism. 
     Appealing to various “human 
rights” institutions, protesting at 
bourgeois parliaments, courts, or 
even embassies with the hope that 
the bourgeoisie representatives 
will listen to us are incorrect 

tactics. The legislation even goes 
to comparing former socialist 
nations with Nazi Germany.  The 
resistance to these policies by the 
Socialist People's Front (SPF) have 
been met with fierce investigations 
to clamp down the activities of 
Comrade Algirdas Paleckis and the 
SPF. 
     This demonisation campaign 
has involved  the media controlled 
by big Capital, and cases have 
been used in their propaganda 
campaign against the only non-
bourgeois political party in the 
country, to portray the Socialist 
People's Front as an ‘enemy of 
Lithuania and its citizens’. 
     Why all of this huge fuss? And 
why should the investigation 
against Paleckis and the SPF be 
given priority over other political 
cases in Lithuania at this moment? 
Two possible answers stand out. 
Firstly, the version of what 
happened back then on the 13th 
of January in 1991 offered by 
Paleckis could turn out to be 
truth, which in turn would break 
the nationalistic myth that is the 
foundation of the politics in 

Lithuania that is today presented 
to the public. 
     Secondly, if after all such 
historical version turns out to be 
false, the system that controls the 
state believes it has the 
opportunity to use repressive laws 
to crush the only left-wing 
opposition to the right-wing 
monopoly controlling the 
economy and the population. That 
is where and how the totalitarian 
practice in Lithuania expresses 
itself today. 
     13th January 1991 is officially 
designated the day of national 
pride since on that day Lithuanians 
were prepared to die for the 
independence of their country. 
And some of them, unfortunately, 
did. The January Events took place 
between the 11th and 13th in the 
aftermath of the Act of the Re-
Establishment of the State of 
Lithuania. The event in question 
was centred in the vicinity of the 
TV tower, where protests were 
taking place. It is reported that the 
military killed fourteen people in 
the encounter, most of them shot 
or crushed.  The live television 
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broadcast was terminated and the 
last pictures transmitted are of a 
Soviet soldier running toward the 
camera and switching it off. 
     The investigation against 
Paleckis and later the SPF as well, 
started after he publicly (during a 
radio programme) challenged the 
bourgeois version of the events 
on the 13th. That radio 
programme took place in 
November, 2010. Paleckis did not 
deny Soviet aggression, nor 
promote the actions of the Soviet 
Union. 
      The prosecution is founded 
on the two sentences; “And what 
happened there near the 
television tower? As it is now 
becoming clear, our own people 
were shooting at their natives”. 
This is being interpreted by the 
court as an insult of the 
remembrance of the victims and 
as a denial of the Soviet 
aggression. The SPF have 
highlighted that various sources 
and documents, which are not 
illegal and which are approved by 
the state that support the 
statements.  Further, the 
investigation of the case 
concerning those events 20 years 
ago has not been properly 
concluded. 
     However, one person now 
faces a trial and even a two-year 
sentence for questioning the 
official version of events, and for 
his belief, which he has supported 
with evidence that there were 
Lithuanian agents-provocateurs 
who wanted Lithuanians dead for 
international sympathy. 
     The third session of the trial 
of Paleckis was on the 13th of 
September at the 1st District 
Court in Vilnius.  Former 
employee of the 6th Division 
(organised crime) of the 
Department of the 
Interior,  Rimkevičius testified 
that he was present with his 
squad on the 13th near the 
television tower. His group was 
filming everything. Later on, the 
Lithuanian TV displayed some 
(but not all) of that footage.  
     They settled on the roof of a 
multi-storey building in front of 
the television tower, afterwards 
they entered one of the flats on 
one of the higher floors. When 
asked by the lawyer whether they 
had seen any shots from the roof, 
Rimkevičius replied:“I think, we 
did not. It was already 
dawn...“ (Rimkevičius had stated 

that they had been filming 
between 1:00am and 3:00am, too 
early for the sun to 
rise)  Rimkevičius later on 
mentioned that the filmed 
footage was in the archives.  
     Another witness Aželis also 
worked in the 6th Division filmed 
the events himself. Unlike 
Rimkevičius he claimed he was 
filming after dawn, long after the 
eventws had finished. 
     A weak defence chosen by 
these witnesses was easily 
disrupted by the witness Šulcas, 
their then colleague, also an 
employee of the 6th Division. On 
that night around 1:30 they – i.e. 
a group of five officers of the 
Department of the Interior, 
among them Rimkevičius and 
Aželis – were near the TV tower. 
They settled in a flat on the 8th 
floor of a nine-storey house 
directly in front of the tower 
after asking the residents of that 
flat to let them in. They remained 
there for a couple of hours, 
during the events. They were 
filming through an open window.  
     Suddenly directly above their 
windows, from the roof, gunshots 
burst towards the tower. They 
were from a submachine gun. All 
of them left the flat and started 
climbing up towards the hatch to 
get onto the roof, but it had been 
closed from the outside. They 
then immediately descended by 
lift to the ground-floor and 
spotted two men leaving from 
the other stairwell with an oblong 
bag.  
     Šulcas stated that it looked 
like a long-tube machine-gun in a 
bag. After spotting the officers 
those two men 
started to run 
away, and the 
officers went on 
to chase after 
them. The men 
slumped into 
the forecourt 
where a  Žiguli 
car had been 
waiting for 
them with a 
driver – and 
they managed 
to get away. 
The officers 
informed their 
superiors but 
no 
investigations 
has been made. 
     The anxious 

prosecutor was forced to 
repeatedly question the witnesses 
Rimkevičius and Aželis. Their 
testimonies again were very 
vague and obscure. 
     The trial session has been 
rescheduled for the 24th of 
October. 
 
The Soviet period for Lithuanians 
was not an issue of one nation 
against another, that is the 
Russian nation occupying and 
oppressing Lithuanians – as the 
'official' version claims it was. At 
the time when the Soviet Union 
was being dissolved the question 
for Lithuanians was not 
'occupation' or 'independence'. 
but between Soviet Socialism and 
Lithuanian capitalism. The true 
meaning of the 'independence of 
Lithuania' is the restoration of the 
capitalist dictatorship in Lithuania. 
     There is a false belief held by 
many today that the ideals of the 
people advocating a break away 
from the Soviet Union were well-
intentioned. But that as 'Lithuania 
became independent' something 
went wrong, certain criminals 
managed to exploit that situation 
for their benefit and that is the 
reason for the deplorable 
economical (and as a result, 
political) situation of Lithuania 
today. 
     The fact is that in the case of 
the dissolution of the Soviet 
Union the only path that 
Lithuania could have taken was to 
become a corrupt state 
controlled by a group of oligarchs 
with an enormous amount of 
systemic violence that capitalism 
unleashes against the workers 

every day. And that is exactly 
what Lithuania is today. 
     The monopoly of truth is 
always in the hands of the 
victorious. And after the counter-
revolution in the Soviet Union 
today the bourgeoisie are 
victorious globally, and their 
version of historical events is the 
“official” version. In order to 
protect their privileges anti-
Communist campaigns have been 
instigated in various places, 
particularly in Eastern Europe. 
Terms such as “Socialist and 
Communist crimes”, “Communist 
dictatorship”, “Socialist or 
Communist occupation”, “the 
threat of Communism” or the 
have been included into the 
public discourse with the purpose 
to instigate the masses of 
working people away from 
Socialist and Communist 
ideology. 
     To accept the 'official’ or the 
so-called 'objective' version of the 
past means to succumb to 
bourgeois propaganda. Our task 
is to defend our cause at all cost, 
since as far as the class-struggle is 
concerned, there exists no 
impartiality. 
     The Socialist People’s Front 
declares solidarity with all of the 
oppressed comrades around the 
globe, no consent to any attempt 
to criminalise Socialist-
Communist ideology! The 
working-class must be 
emboldened to strike back at the 
bourgeoisie anti-workers 
measures, they must realise that 
no trade-off is possible between 
the classes. 
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The philosophical underpinning of 
Marxism-Leninism is often 
referred to as "dialectical 
materialism". Here we explain 
what we mean by materialism. 
     In Ludwig Feuerbach Engels 
describes the materialist method 
in the following way: "to 
comprehend the world – nature 
and history – just as it presents 
itself to everybody who 
approaches it free from 
preconceived idealist fancies". 
Lenin writes in Materialism and 
Empirio-Criticism that "the 
fundamental premise of 
materialism is the recognition of 
the external world, of the 
existence of things outside and 
independent of our mind". This 
leads us to one of the oldest 
questions of philosophy-the 
question of the relationship 
between thinking and being. This 
question has divided all 
philosophers, and indeed anyone 
who pauses to consider their 
view on life, into two camps. 
Those who assert that the mental 
(or spiritual) is primary and the 
physical secondary are termed 
idealists, while those who believe 
that the physical is primary 
comprise the materialists. 
     Ever since this question was 
posed, people have attempted to 
blur the distinction between 
materialists and idealists, some by 
claiming to have "transcended" 
both philosophies or created a   
synthesis of the two. But in reality 
these "syntheses" turn out to be 
either idealism dressed up in new 
terminology, or else what Engels 
called "shamefaced materialism". 
A particular case of the latter is 
"agnosticism" (the name comes 
from the Greek for "don't 

know"), which operates like 
materialism in practice but in 
theory refuses on principle to 
answer the question. In some 
cases, rather than challenge 
materialist philosophy, attempts 
have been made to change the 
actual meaning of the word itself. 
"By the word materialism the 
philistine understands gluttony, 
drunkenness, lust of the eye, lust 
of the flesh, arrogance, cupidity, 
avarice, miserliness, profit-hunting 
and stock-exchange swindling-in 
short, all the filthy vices in which 
he himself indulges in private. By 
the word idealism he understands 
the belief in virtue, universal 
philanthropy and in a general way 
a 'better world,' of which he 
boasts before others, but in which 
he himself at the utmost believes 
only so long as he is going 
through the depression or 
bankruptcy consequent upon his 
customary 'materialist 
excesses" (Engels). 
     But idealism in its correct 
philosophical usage means the 
belief that the mental (or spiritual) 
is the pre-cursor, and indeed the 
creator, of the physical world 
around us. In its most extreme 
form this becomes a refusal to 
acknowledge the existence of 
real, physical objects. It is held 
that the entire world exists only 
in our minds. However, this 
philosophy, in refusing to 
recognise the existence of the 
physical body, leads to the 
postulate that these thought 
processes, with which we create 
the world we see around us, are 
carried out without the use of the 
brain (as this would mean 
accepting the existence of a 
physical organ). This suggestion 

(mockingly referred to by Lenin as 
"brainless philosophy") in its most 
extreme form leads to the claim 
that "only I exist", and everything 
and everyone else is a figment of 
my imagination. The less openly 
crazed variant still runs into 
serious trouble-since it   argues 
that nothing exists except in so 
far as it is perceived by a human 
mind, it is forced to deny that the 
world (or the universe) existed 
before there were people to 
observe ("create") it. 
     Other, more sophisticated 
forms of idealism are on the 
surface much more acceptable. 
These include the various world 
religions, which hold that the 
world owes its origins to some 
super-natural creator, and other 
philosophies, like that of GWF 
Hegel, which replace the god of 
the monotheistic religions with 
the "absolute idea". This type of 
idealism recognises material 
objects, but asserts the existence 
of a "higher", "purely spiritual' 
world of which matter is only the 
"reflection". This is the opposite 
of the materialist view, which sees 
matter as primary and regards 
thoughts as images or reflections 
of matter, themselves created by 
a piece of matter-the brain. 
     This view can be caricatured 
by claiming that materialists 

"reduce" human behaviour and 
society to the level of machines, 
leading to the argument that we 
need to hang onto the idea of the 
"sour or else abandon 
compassion, morality and indeed 
political commitment. Nothing 
could be further from the truth. 
No materialist can argue, as some 
idealists do, that physical suffering 
is needed in order to "purify" the 
spirit; nor, as other idealists 
sometimes do, that it is a 
preparation for a perfect life after 
death in which justice will be 
restored. As communists, and 
materialists, we recognise this 
reality as the only reality. We can 
change the world. But to do so, 
we need to understand it 
correctly. Materialism means that 
all aspects of reality are open to 
scientific investigation and 
analysis; nothing can be parcelled 
off into a separate "spiritual 
realm" in which science is helpless 
in the face of "the will of God". 
This is an essential part of the 
world outlook of scientific 
socialism-which aims to 
understand the world in order to 
change it. 
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As late as July 1939, Britain and 
France had failed to agree to the 
Soviet Union's requests for an 
alliance against Germany. On the 
contrary, the Tory government 
under Neville Chamberlain had 
pursued a policy of appeasing 
Hitler and the Nazis, allowing 
them to annex Austria and then 
seize Czechoslovakia.  
     Nonetheless, the conclusion of 
a non-aggression pact between 
the Soviet Union and Germany in 
August, which included a secret 
protocol to divide Poland, came 
as a shock to anti-fascists, Com-
munists and anti-Communists 
alike. Keeping out of the war 
seemed to many Communists a 
necessary if temporary tactic. It 
avoided embroilment in imperial-
ist intrigues while allowing the 
Soviet Union time to prepare 
economically and militarily for the 
inevitable war with Nazi Ger-
many, when it came. 
     When Britain declared war on 
Hitler's Germany in September 

1939, following the blitzkrieg on 
Poland, Communists in Britain at 
first supported the war while 
demanding that Chamberlain and 
his gang of appeasers still in key 
government positions be replaced 
by committed anti-fascists. How-
ever, within weeks the Party's 
Central Committee reversed this 
'fight on two fronts' position, ac-
cepting the Comintern’s analysis 
that this was an “imperialist and 
unjust war for which the bour-
geoisie of all the belligerent states 
bear equal responsibility. In no 
country can the working class or 
the Communist Parties support 
the war”. 
     The overwhelming majority of 
the party leadership backed the 
change of policy, while the minor-
ity—notably Harry Pollitt, JR 
Campbell and Willie Gallacher 
MP—maintained that the earlier 
position had been correct. In view 
of their differences, Pollitt and 
Campbell stepped down as Gen-
eral Secretary and Editor of the 
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Nowhere did 
the capitalist 
and landown-
ing classes look 
like mounting a 
serious chal-
lenge to the 
fascist powers. 
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A People’sA People’s  

Continuing our celebration of the YCL’s history Anthony Gallacher looks back 
at the Second World War and the Communist struggles of that time. 

Daily Worker (but remained 
loyal to the Party and argued 
the Party policy in public) and 
Rajani Palme-Dutt and Bill Rust 
assumed their positions.  
     The majority of Party and 
particularly YCL members also 
expressed their preference for 
the anti-war position at a series 
of well-attended and lively 
meetings across Britain, since 
this appeared to be much more 
consistent with the success and 
experience of their anti-fascist 
work. 
     Spain and Albania had suc-
cumbed to the fascists. In 
France, the Popular Front gov-
ernment had fallen and the 
country's 70 Communist depu-
ties placed under arrest. No-
where did the capitalist and 
landowning classes look like 
mounting a serious challenge to 
the fascist powers. 
     Nor did the British ruling 
class appear to be any different. 
The British Empire belied all 
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the fine phrases about freedom 
and democracy. The declaration 
of war on Nazi Germany had 
fulfilled a diplomatic obligation—
but it produced no serious mili-
tary offensive. The Cabinet re-
fused to bomb German arms 
factories, because they were 
'private property'! 
     Whilst an ineffective British 
Expeditionary Force was sent to 
France to do very little, a 
100,000-strong Franco-British 
army was dispatched to assist the 
right-wing Finnish government in 
its anti-Soviet endeavors. 
     Meanwhile, in Britain, bunkers 
were built for the top bureau-
crats, business leaders and politi-
cians, while working class people 
were left defenceless. Almost 
alone, the YCL and the CP cam-
paigned for proper Air Raid Pre-
cautions—especially deep under-
ground shelters—for ordinary 
people.  
     With the end of the ‘phoney 
war’ bought about by the begin-
ning of the daily bombardments 
by the Luftwaffe of Britain’s ma-
jor cities, dockside communities 
and those closest to the muni-
tions factories sustained devas-
tating damage, YCLers along with 
Communist councillors and local 
communities led mass invasions 
of the Mayfair and Savoy Hotel 
shelters. They broke into Liver-
pool Street, Warren Street, 
Highgate and Goodge Street 
underground stations, leading 
thousands of people to safety, 
and eventually after much oppo-
sition forcing the government to 
open them every night. 
     Above ground, the YCL was 
key to mobilising support for the 
huge People's Convention in 
January 1941. More than two 
thousand labour movement dele-

gates demanded a 'people's gov-
ernment' to secure a 'people's 
peace', an end to profiteering, 
nationalisation of key industries, 
democratic and trade union 
rights, friendship with the Soviet 
Union and freedom for Britain's 
colonies. 
     One week later, the British 
coalition government headed by 
Winston Churchill narrowly de-
cided not to outlaw the Commu-
nist Party. Labour home secre-
tary Herbert Morrison banned 
the Daily Worker (now Morning 
Star) and The Week instead. 
Challenge along with a number of 
other left-wing, pro-soviet and 
communist publications were 
banned from being exported and 
narrowly avoided being subjected 
to the same ban as the Daily 
Worker, though their print runs 
remained severely limited by 
rationing of ink and paper. 
     Government and employers 
faced another problem soon 
after. An unprecedented wave of 
strikes by engineering appren-
tices hit Clydeside, Edinburgh, 
Barrow, Tyneside and east Lanca-
shire. Young Communists and 
their allies were prosecuted, 
although a Court of Inquiry sub-
sequently improved wages and 
conditions for young workers. 
However waves of successful 
apprentices strikes led by Young 
Communists would become a 
feature of post-war industrial 
Britain, indeed many of the lead-
ing left trade unionists who be-
come prominent political figures 
in the 1960s, 70s and 80s cut 
their teeth on apprentices strikes 
led by YCLers in Scotland and 
the North of England.  
     But by this time, too, the 
whole character of the war was 
changing. With the Nazis occupy-

ing much of western and central 
Europe, Communists emerged at 
the head of underground popular 
resistance movements. Then, in 
June 1941, the fascist powers 
attacked the Soviet Union. 
     Quickly restored to the post 
of CP General Secretary, Harry 
Pollitt declared that 'this is a 
People's War. One that only the 
common people can and will 
win'. For Communists, only the 
working class could be the driv-
ing force in building the national 
and international unity needed 
for victory. It had the most to 
contribute to the anti-fascist 
struggle, industrially and politi-
cally—and the most to lose from 
a fascist victory. 
     Britain's Communists threw 
themselves into the fight for 
maximum production to win the 
War. While arguing for higher 
pay, its policy was to settle indus-
trial disputes as quickly as possi-
ble and establish joint production 
committees with shopfloor par-
ticipation.  
     The wartime influx of women 
workers into the factories 
prompted a step up in the fight 
for trade unionisation and equal 
pay. The Daily Worker pointed 
out that, in the Soviet Union, 
women were perfectly capable of 
doing so-called 'men's work'. 
Communist women blazed a trail 
in the wartime shop stewards 
movement, campaigning for wel-
fare and nursery facilities. 
     Initiated through the People's 
Convention, a Women's Parlia-
ment in 1941 sparked a powerful 
movement for equal pay. When 
the House of Commons granted 
equal pay to women teachers 
three years later, Prime Minister 
Winston Churchill stopped it by 
threatening to resign. 
     An enormous campaign was 
mounted to lift the ban on the 
Daily Worker. Just as the TUC 
was likely to add its support, the 
paper was restored to legality in 
August 1942. A new press was 
bought with £50,000 collected in 
donations in just three months. 
Moreover, the wholesalers lifted 
their boycott so that the Daily 
Worker could, for the first time, 
be distributed to retailers along-
side the other newspapers. Be-
fore this the paper had been 
delivered by networks of sup-
porters on bicycle early every 
morning. 
     Orders for the first post-ban 
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issue totalled half a million, but 
only 100,000 could be pro-
duced due to wartime rationing 
of newsprint. A telegram of 
greetings was published from 
the gunners on the George 
Cross island of Malta, embat-
tled beneath Nazi dive bomb-
ers. The paper's front page 
splashed on the titanic battle of 
Stalingrad, then approaching its 
crucial turning point. It also 
bore the slogan: 'Ten readers 
for every copy'. A survey later 
estimated that the Daily 
Worker had more than half a 
million daily readers during the 
Second World War. 
     As the Soviet people re-
sisted the Nazi invaders with 
super-human courage, Britain’s 
Communists joined Aneurin 
Bevan and other Labour left-
wingers to demand the opening 
of a 'Second Front'. Britain and 
the USA should launch an of-
fensive through Western 
Europe as the Soviet Red Army 
took on four-fifths of the Ger-
man war machine in the east. 
     Britain's Communists ex-
posed ruling class motives for 
delaying the Second Front in 
the hope that the Soviet Union 

and Nazi Germany would ex-
haust each other, thereby ena-
bling the imperialist powers to 
win the war 'on the cheap' and 
re-establish their predominance 
after victory. 
     In June 1944, Churchill at 
last redeemed his pledges to 
Soviet leader Stalin as D-Day 
arrived. 
     The Communist Party and 
Young Communist League’s 
tireless campaigning in the 
workplaces, local communities 
and the labour movement 
helped convince masses of 
workers that this war—and 
thereafter the peace—could be 
won by the working class. 
Thrilled by the stunning victo-
ries of the Red Army, tens of 
thousands of people in Britain 
joined the CP and the YCL. 
     On May 12 1945, four days 
after the defeat of fascism in 
Europe, 500 delegates repre-
senting nearly two million or-
ganised workers attended a 
Daily Worker conference on 
the way forward. Editor (and 
former YCL General Secretary) 
Bill Rust spoke of plans to de-
velop 'a front rank national 
newspaper with a circulation of 

500,000 copies daily'. Ownership of 
the Daily Worker would be trans-
ferred from the Communist Party 
to a cooperative society, thereby 
guaranteeing 'readers' ownership 
and control, which is the distin-
guishing feature of our press'. To 
this day the People’s Press Printing 
Society is the only readers coop-
erative in the newspaper industry. 
     With the defeat of fascism 
across most of Europe, Commu-
nists in Britain were propelled into 
entirely set of conditions. Despite 
the destruction caused by the bar-
barity of the fascist onslaught and 
at least 28 million dead citizens, the 
Soviet Union had survived. Com-
munists across Europe, having 
played the leading role in resistance 
to fascist occupation were, with 
allies, forming governments. In 
Britain too the success of the 
Communist Party and Young Com-
munist League’s ability to mobilise 
and energise the working class for 
a People’s Victory brought about 
the election of the first majority 
Labour government by a landslide 
which would introduce unprece-
dented levels of state intervention 
for the benefit of ordinary people. 
However Britain’s Communists 
were unprepared for the war that 
was yet to come... 
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BritishnessBritishness  

Nationalism is a thorny issue often hijacked by the extreme right. Here, Tim Gul-
liver makes a contribution to the debate surrounding British nationalism and 
urges us to reclaim Britain for the left. 
Britishness, like any concept of 
nation, is contested, socially and 
politically constructed, histori-
cally variable and both personal 
and public. 
     Many nation states are his-
torically constructed, based 
upon lines on a map, often many 
hundreds of years old. As an 
island nation Britain may appear 
to have more stable borders 
than other nations, but histori-
cally the “kingdom” of Britain 
could have included much of 
northern France, and if it were 
not for the various struggles of 
medieval Britain, the concept of 
Britishness, and of much of 
Europe, could have been very 
different today. And indeed, 
British identity is necessarily an 
amalgam of English, Welsh and 
Scottish identities. 
     Nations are also constructed 
on ethnic grounds. These ethnic 
divides were accentuated as 
history progressed, with various 
ethnic groups settling in different 
geographic areas, often based 

upon the same artificial lines 
described above. 
     But nationhood is also capa-
ble of encompassing ethnically 
diverse groups. We are quite 
familiar with concepts of “British
-Asian”, “British-Afro-
Caribbean” etc. and many peo-
ple self identify as such. National 
identity along these lines allows 
different groups to come to-
gether and construct a shared 
identity based upon common 
values and aspirations. 
     But what is it that makes 
British identity different from 
French  identity, or American 
identity, or Chinese identity? 
Where did Britishness come 
from? How is this concept con-
structed, and more importantly, 
how is this concept exploited? 
     In the Communist Party 
pamphlet, Whose Nation? - De-
mocracy and the national question 
in Britain, John Foster outlines 
the CP's position thus: 
     “What we call the 
'democratic nation' in Britain is 

composed of all those cur-
rently in it, wherever they 
come from, united by their 
democratic right to determine 
their future using the political 
institutions fought for by gen-
erations of working people. . . 
It is a democratic nation that is 
committed to change because 
its members are exploited and 
oppressed. It is defined by 
class struggle because of the 
class nature of our society.” 
     In that sense the 
'democratic nation' of Britain is 
exactly the same as the de-
mocratic nations of any capital-
ist country, for wherever capi-
talism is present, there are 
members of that nation who 
are exploited. This concept is 
central to the powerful inter-
national ideology of Marxism. 
But this definition does not 
answer the question of what 
defines national identity. 
     We must also never fall 
into the trap described by 
Georgi Dimitrov in his report 

“It is a 
democratic 
nation that is 
committed to 
change 
because its 
members are 
exploited and 
oppressed” 



own identities within the 
party, so does each district. 
     The South West Dis-
trict, of which I am a mem-
ber, is officially the “South 
West of England and Corn-
wall District”. This is not 
just a sentimental nod to 
Cornish nationalism. Brit-
ain's Road to Socialism 
highlights the following: 
“The distinctive cultural 
and social characteristics of 
Cornwall should be ex-
pressed through a directly 
elected Cornish Assembly, 
with powers that match 
local aspirations . . . [and 
that] The national move-
ments in Scotland, Wales 
and Cornwall also contain 
substantial progressive and 
left-wing elements that 
oppose reactionary policies 
of monopoly capital and 
the British state.” 
     Similarly, many 
branches define themselves 
by place. A branch has 
every right to call itself not 
just, for example, the 
“North Devon Branch” but 
also the “North Devon 
Communist Party”. 
      There is nothing un-
usual in this. As we aspire 
to the “withering away” of 
the state, the very idea of 
nation defined by British-
ness loses significance. As 
the vast structures of state 
are dismantled, and the 
nation is not governed 
nationally, but locally, each 
locality within the nation is 
able to develop its own 
sense of identity. National 
structures become irrele-
vant as the only functions 
they need to perform be-
come bureaucratic. The 
state becomes the servant 
of the nation, rather than 
its master. 
     I realise I haven't actu-
ally defined Britishness. 
Nor can I. Britishness will 
be defined as it always has 
been – by whatever ideol-
ogy is dominant at any 
given time. 
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to the 7th World Congress of 
the Communist International 
(1935): 
     “We Communists are the 
irreconcilable opponents, in 
principle, of bourgeois national-
ism in all its forms. But we are 
not supporters of national nihil-
ism, and should never act as 
such. The task of educating the 
workers and all working people 
in the spirit of proletarian inter-
nationalism is one of the funda-
mental tasks of every Commu-
nist Party. But anyone who 
thinks that this permits him, or 
even compels him, to sneer at all 
the national sentiments of the 
broad masses of working people 
is far from being a genuine Bol-
shevik, and has understood 
nothing of the teaching of Lenin 
on the national question.” 
     So there is something that 
we need to do to define British-
ness, and to defend our concept 
of Britishness against those put 
forward by the bourgeois state 
and the far right. 
     I have, in the past, suggested 
that Britishness encompasses 
values of tolerance, diversity and 
equality. But that is not true. 
Those ideals are not British, 
they are values shared by all 
democrats and progressives 
across the world. My original 
definition was scrawled onto a T
-shirt I was wearing at an anti-
fascist rally. It was a slogan writ-
ten to counteract a reactionary 
opponent. It is a concept put 
forward by the bourgeois state 

and liberal elite. That does not 
make it bad in itself, but it is 
another construct, an aspiration, 
used to plaster over the divi-
sions in our society and nation 
created by our existing political 
and economic system. 
     Our current society and 
concept of nation attempts to 
bind together the various di-
verse groups that have been 
thrown together following years 
of empire, colonialism and impe-
rialism. We are forced to define 
Britishness in the liberal-elite 
way in order to prevent our 
society from collapsing. 
     What we, as communists, 
need to do is challenge the con-
cept of a nation built on an amal-
gamation of multicultural senti-
ment. We need to allow ethnic 
diversity to exist and flourish, 
but we need our 'democratic 
nation' to be built not only upon 
a shared sense of culture, but a 
shared realisation of class. By 
highlighting and emphasising the 
class nature of our nation, the 
antagonisms that so often divide 
ethnic groups, and are so often 
exploited by the far right, will 
diminish. 
     That same sense of identity is 
present in our party's structure. 
We are the Communist Party of 
Britain. But in Scotland the party 
is “The Communist Party of 
Scotland” and the same is true 
for Wales. But there is no Com-
munist Party of England. Why? 
Because although the various 
nations of Britain express their 
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This protest 
expresses the 
interests of 
the great 
majority of 
young 
people in 
Israel – Jews 
and Arabs 
alike 

Recent weeks have seen 
unprecedented social unrest in 
Israel. At a demonstration on 3rd 
September around half a million 
took to the streets across Israel.  
     Many Israeli demonstrators 
see themselves as part of the 
Arab Spring sweeping the Middle 
East and North Africa, with one 
popular placard reading: 
“Revolution in Egypt? Done. 
Revolution in Tunisia? Done. 
Revolution in Israel? Under 
Way.” While such proclamations 
may misunderstand quite what a 
revolution is it shows the 
strength of feeling for deep-
rooted socio-economic change 
in a country under the yoke of 
neoliberalism. 
     The demonstrations 
concentrated on domestic issues 
in opposition to privatisation and 
to highlight the housing crisis and 
high cost of living. However, 
some protesters drew in the 
demands for an end to 
settlements and to highlight the 
rights of the Palestinians in both 
Israel and the Occupied 
Territories.  
     The Young Communist 
League of Israel has played an 
integral part in these protests 

amongst the youth and Challenge 
is pleased to reproduce their 
statement below: 
 
The huge wave of 
demonstrations that has swept 
Israel for the last couple of 
months, including a 
demonstration of 300,000 
protestors in Tel-Aviv on August 
6th, presented a very clear 
message: The Israeli working 
class in general, and young 
people in particular, are revolting 
against the soaring prices of 
housing and basic commodities, 
and no longer agree to silently 
abide to a social system that 
works against the interest of the 
vast majority, and for the 
interests of the few. 
     This social protest 
movement, which has seen the 
setting-up of thousands of 
protest tents throughout the 
country, is led by young people, 
and raises demands that address 
the needs of the general 
population, but also specifically 
the needs of youth and students. 
     The wave of revolutionary 
movements in the Arab 
countries, which saw the 
unleashing of creative energy, 

against oppression and poverty, 
and for democracy and social 
justice, has long been present 
Europe, where young people 
took to the streets in Spain, 
Greece, and elsewhere. Now, 
we are now witnessing a similar 
struggle in Israel. Young people, 
many of whom have been 
dormant and passive, are now 
taking an interest in politics, 
mobilising massively on the 
streets, and are involved in 
democratically discussing the 
strategy and tactics of this 
movement.  
     The Young Communist 
League of Israel (YCLI) has 
supported this protest 
movement since its onset, as it 
expresses the interests of the 
great majority of young people in 
Israel – Jews and Arabs alike. 
Our commitment to social 
change, and our vast experience 
in organising both cadres and 
masses, means that our 
Comrades are in the leadership 
of many local protest 
encampments, and are also 
present in the national leadership 
of the movement.  
     We have a special 
responsibility in broadening the 

Massive protestsMassive protests  
sweep Israelsweep Israel  
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scope of the protest movement, 
bringing it into the periphery of 
the country, to the poor 
neighbourhoods inside the big 
cities, and into small towns, far 
off from the metropolitan areas. 
This is most evident in Arab 
towns and villages, where we 
are the key player in this recent 
wave of struggle. In such towns 
we are leading the initiatives of 
building protest encampments 
and organising demonstrations. 
     As an integral part of this 
young, vibrant, dynamic and 
growing social movement, we 
raise immediate demands, which 
include: 
Young married couples 
cannot afford to buy housing. 
YCLI demands massive 
government housing projects, 
including in Arab towns and 
villages, and subsidisation of 
mortgages (as was the case until 
the 1980s, when Neo-Liberal 
austerity plans were adopted). 
University and College 
students cannot pay the high 
rent. YCLI demands 
municipalities to adopt 
regulations that place a top limit 
for rents, to stop them from 
rising. Furthermore, the 
government should fund more 
dormitories in universities and 
colleges, to allow 
more students to 
live near where they 
study. 
The cost of living 
is on the rise, but 
monthly salaries 
remain constant. As 
a result, more and 
more workers, 
especially young 
workers who are 
employed in 
precarious jobs, 
cannot make ends 
meet. YCLI demands 
the government 
intervenes to fix 
prices for basic food 
commodities, for 
gas, public 
transportation, 
electricity and water, 
and to pay a monthly 
cost-of-living 
allowance to every 
worker. 
Arab towns and 
villages face an acute 
housing crisis, 

manifested by lack of building 
permits and confiscation of 
lands. YCLI demands an 
immediate stop of land 
confiscations, and a return of 
lands confiscated in the past. 
The regional and local outline 
plans for the Arab towns and 
villages should allocate areas for 
development of housing, and 
building permits should be given 
on an equal basis. The brutal 
policy of house demolitions, 
which the government is 
directing not only against 
Palestinians in the occupied 
territories, but also against the 
Palestinian citizens of Israel, 
must be abolished, including in 
the so-called "Unrecognised 
villages" of Bedouin tribes in the 
south of Israel. 
In addition to these – and other 
– immediate demands, YCLI 
contributes to the struggle on 
the ideological and on the 
political level. 
     Ideologically, we state, based 
on our Marxist-Leninist 
perspective, that this social 
struggle, in essence, is between 
two classes and two world 
outlooks. On the one hand, 
there's Prime Minister 
Netanyahu's capitalist world 
outlook, which is manifested in 

benefits for the ultra-rich, and in 
attacks on the rights of workers 
and students. All of which is 
carried out under the slogans of 
privatisation and "free market 
economy".  
     On the other hand, there is 
our socialist world outlook. We 
support an egalitarian, peaceful 
and socially just society, which 
will respect social, civil and 
national rights.  
     Politically, our contribution 
to this social movement is 
twofold: 
     First, we insist on making the 
connection between the 
ongoing occupation of the 
Palestinian people, and the 
enormous social, economic and 
moral cost that Israeli society 
has to pay for maintaining it. 
Our position that the struggle 
for social justice is intertwined 
with the struggle for peace, is 
becoming more accepted as 
people realise that the hundreds 
of millions of Shekels (the Israeli 
currency) that are currently 
spent on building settlements 
and increasing the military 
budget, could have been spent 
on building nurseries, schools, 
hospitals and libraries. 
     Second, we emphasise that 
the success of this movement 

could be achieved only through 
adoption of struggle of a joint 
Jewish-Arab character. The 
movement needs to address 
openly the unique problems of 
the Arab citizens in Israel (who 
comprise more than 20% of its 
population), and must create a 
close cooperation, on a massive 
scale, between Jewish and Arab 
youth. This kind of cooperation 
can help consolidate a broad 
public behind our demand for 
complete national and civil 
equality for the Arab-Palestinian 
minority within Israel.  
 
The protest movement brought 
into activism a broad layer of 
young people, Jews and Arabs, 
contributed to their 
politicisation, and presented 
them with a perspective of deep 
social change. As such, it is a 
most important development 
that we, as Young Communists, 
need not only study and analyse, 
but also immerse ourselves in it, 
involve our cadre and 
sympathisers, and help 
consolidate a clear perspective 
on how to take the struggle 
forward. Doing this will 
contribute to the cause of Peace 
and Socialism, which we believe 
is to prevail. 



The European and American 
bourgeois revolutions of the 17th, 
18th & 19th centuries shaped the 
ruling classes that confront us 
today. 2011 is the 150th 
anniversary of the liberation and 
unification of Italy, which was also 
that country’s bourgeois 
revolution. It is the background 
to a bestselling historical novel, 
The Leopard, by Guiseppe di 
Lampedusa (1856-1957).  
     Lampedusa, himself a Sicilian 
“prince”, is thoroughly class-
conscious.  His standpoint is that 
of the feudal aristocracy.  But he 
wrote with such powerful realism 
that we can learn a lot even from 
a class enemy.  
     The Leopard of the title is the 
Prince of Salina, a towering figure 
who dominates the book. 
Lampedusa understands the 
dialectical relationship between 

the personal and the political. The 
Prince scorns his own effete and 
sheltered children. He favours his 
handsome swashbuckling nephew 
Tancredi, who joins Garibaldi’s 
(the most prominent figure in 
Italian unification) red-shirted 
band. They invade Sicily and 
overthrow the Bourbon 
monarchy. Tancredi leaves them 
when the leader’s radicalism 
becomes embarrassing (think 
Cromwell and the Levellers).  
     The Salina family had owned 
several estates, villas and palaces, 
but were losing them one by one 
to the rising capitalists. Tancredi 
is quite clear about the need for 
an historic compromise. He tells 
his uncle: “For the king, yes, of 
course. But which king? Unless 
we ourselves take a hand now, 
they’ll foist a republic on us. If we 
want things to stay as they are, 

things will have to 
change.” 
     The Prince is 
torn between 
sentimental 
reverence for the 
old ways and 
recognition of the 
strength of the 
new. When he 
arrives at a 
favourite property 
on his annual visit, 
for the first time he 
widens the 
invitation to after 
dinner drinks: “we 
shall be happy to 
see all our friends”.  
The middle class 
Mayor already has 
an income equal to 
the Prince’s. 
Tancredi’s marriage 
to the Mayor’s 
beautiful daughter 
Angelica helps to 
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Lampedusa 
wrote with 
such 
powerful 
realism that 
we can learn 
a lot even 
from a class 
enemy 

In the latest  instalment of David Grove’s exploration of novels with a political 
message he looks at Guiseppe di Lampedusa’s The Leopard. 

cement an alliance between 
capitalists and landlords that 
ensures the success of the 
bourgeois revolution – and has 
hampered Italian progress ever 
since. 
     The Prince makes one 
reference to Marx: “some 
German Jew whose name I 
can’t remember”. But Marx 
would have chuckled at Salina’s 
memory of “the bourgeois 
revolution climbing his stairs in 
Don Calegero’s tail-coat”. 
While the Prince and Angelica 
are waltzing triumphantly at a 
ball, her father is discussing the 
price of wheat. The Prince’s 
regret at the passing of feudal 
relations illustrates the passage 
in the Communist Manifesto: 
“The bourgeoisie…has 
pitilessly torn asunder the 
motley feudal ties that bound 
man to his ‘natural superiors’, 
and has left remaining no other 
nexus between man and man 
than naked self-interest, than 
callous ‘cash payment’. 
     The Prince’s musings offer 
clues to Sicily’s present plight. 
He thinks of the violent 
landscape, the cruel climate, 
and the 25 centuries of being 
somebody’s colony.    
     The novel also reflects 
William Morris’s words: “Ill 
were change at whiles, were it 
not for the change beyond the 
change”. But Lampedusa’s 
aristocratic pessimism can’t 
imagine the next necessary 
change: a socialist revolution. 
He ends the novel with a sad 
chapter set in 1910; socialism 
was then on the march but he 
doesn’t even mention it. The 
Leopard is by no means 
socialist realism – but still a 
good political read. 



Christopher Caudwell (pen 
name of Christopher St. John 
Sprigg) is perhaps best known as 
one of the young Marxist 
intellectuals who turned their 
backs on their bourgeois 
upbringings to join the fight 
against fascism first on the 
streets of East London and then 
the onto the battlefields of Spain, 
giving their lives there. 
     However, aside from being a 
committed Communist Party 
member, who made the ultimate 
sacrifice in pursuit of freedom 
and democracy, he also made 
important contributions to 
Marxist  theory and literary 
criticism. 
     Writing in the 1930s, 
Caudwell’s overwhelming 
impression is of a society, a 
socio-economic system, in 
decay. Following the Wall Street 
Crash capitalism was in a deep 
systemic crisis, not only in the 
economic sphere, but in its 
values, literature, science, 
philosophy and culture as well 
showed signs of systemic decay. 
It is about this general crisis of 
capitalism that Caudwell makes 
his study in this collection of 
essays. 
     Caudwell examines the faults 
in George Bernard Shaw’s 
literary output, showing how his 
Fabianism and lack of realisation 
of the unity of theory and 
practice inevitably led to his 
social fascist position (supporting 
the corporatism of fascist Italy). 
A burning hatred of the petit 
bourgeois intellectual who has 
failed to stand with the 
proletariat is evident throughout 
Caudwell’s work. Thus, 
Caudwell even attacks Shaw’s 
vegetarianism, saying it acts as a 
compensation for his failure to 
deal with the larger issues in 

society and is indicative of his 
attitude towards politics of 
preaching and abstinence (rather 
than engagement with struggle). 
     It was in the field of literary 
criticism that Caudwell gained 
most notoriety. As such, we also 
find an article analysing the 
utopianism of science fiction 
writer H G Wells. This essay 
presents a blistering attack on 
utopian socialism in the same 
vein as Engels half a century 
before in Socialism: Utopian and 
Scientific. For Caudwell, Wells is 
different from the mish-mash of 
early utopianism, in that he 
himself is the mish-mash. 
Caudwell attributes this to the 
anarchy of capitalism in its (then) 
present stage. With all the 
certainties of bourgeois values of 
equality, freedom and 
democracy gone, it is inevitable 
that Wells’ brand of utopian 
socialism should be so uncertain, 
as utopian socialism is but the 
crystallisation of bourgeois ideas 
made eternal, explains Caudwell. 
     As well as these essays 
Studies in a Dying Culture includes 
expositions of bourgeois 
heroism in a critique of T E 
Lawrence (of Arabia), the social 
function of art in a review of D 
H Lawrence, an attack on the 
anti-materialism of Freud and 
studies of the bourgeois values 
of pacifism and violence and the 
ethics surrounding love in 
bourgeois society. 
     However, in the final essay of 
the collection that the book is 
drawn together and the 
common purpose of the essays 
is expounded upon. As John 
Strachey writes in his 
introduction “Caudwell’s theme, 
to which he returns again and 
again, is at the root of all our 
confusions. This wholly negative 

conception of liberty . . . today 
this old truth has died and its 
corpse has become the most 
pestilence-breeding of errors”. 
     In this final essay Caudwell 
delivers a cogent critique of the 
bourgeois conception of 
negative liberty, that is, the belief 
that liberty is the freedom from 
external constraint. In response 
he shows how liberty can only 
be seen within the class society 
in which we reside, considered 
outside of concrete conditions, 
changing over time, liberty 
becomes meaningless waffle.  
Instead of each retreating to our 
own islands, free from social 
obligation, freedom can only be 
realised through societal forces, 
and socialism. 
     Yet, while all of these essays 
present thought provoking 
critiques of capitalist society, 
there are some 
weaknesses. 
The most 
prominent of 
these is an 
underestimation 
of the resilience 
of capitalism. 
Like many 
writers of the 
1930s implicit 
within 
Caudwell’s 
writing is a 
belief that 
capitalism was 
on the verge of 
collapse and the 
establishment of 
socialism 
imminent. This 
is not the place 
for a 
thoroughgoing 
analysis of the 
reasons for this, 
but it suffices to 

say that (at least in the advanced 
capitalist world) capitalism 
proved itself able to weather the 
storm. 
     Caudwell’s death in Spain 
also presents a drawback for the 
book. Published posthumously it 
may have been that some of the 
minor mistakes in analysis and 
occasional lack of nuance would 
have been rectified had he seen 
the book to completion. This is 
even more the case in his work 
Further Studies in a Dying Culture, 
a collection of essays without 
the connecting theme and 
coherence of this work, but still 
well worth a read. 
     Nonetheless, for his 
contribution to Marxist-Leninist 
philosophy and a meticulous 
examination of culture 
Christopher Caudwell is a vital 
read. 
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In the second Book@Bedtime of this issue, Claudia Hill looks at the work of In-
ternational Brigader Christopher Caudwell. 



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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London CR0 1BD 

Order online at 

www.communist-

party.org.uk 
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'The first weekend in October will 

see a carnival of anti-fascist and anti-

racist activities to celebrate the 75th 

anniversary of the Battle of Cable 

Street. 

  'This year's demonstration will 

celebrate this heroic victory and 

reaffirm our determination to 

overcome racism and the fascists in 

Britain today. 

cablestreet75.org.uk 




