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editorial
Comrades, 

Welcome to the latest issue of Challenge.

This issue comes out at a vital time in the fightback against the ConDems’ 
vicious austerity attacks. Cuts to school education budgets, hikes in tuition 
fees and a freeze in the minimum wage for under 20s (£4.98 for 18-20s, 
£3.68 for under 18s, though apprentices can at least look forward to a 5p 
rise to £2.65 an hour) mean an increasingly bleak future for Britain’s youth.

And while across Europe, local populations fight back against crippling EU-
driven austerity measures, in Britain the Labour Party offers us “austerity-
lite” as an alternative. John Millington (pp. 19-20) compares the Labour 
Conference with the more fighting mood of the TUC conference, which is 
even going so far as to look at the “practicalities” of a general strike against 
the cuts agenda.

In the meantime, the official movement offers us only set-piece marches 
every 18 months or so to fight austerity. These rallies are of course a vital 
part of the fightback and YCL general secretary Mick Carty (pp. 14-15) ex-
plains why the YCL is supporting the march, but also why we recognise that 
it’s vital we extend the movement in working-class communities between 
these demonstrations to actually provide an alternative to and movement 
against the ruling-class assault.

Elsewhere, the expensive waste of privatisation has been exposed yet again, 
as the £40 million fiasco of the West Coast mainline franchise has lined the 
pockets of billionaire businessmen Richard Branson at the expense of the 
travelling public. George Waterhouse (pp. 7-8) explains why the only answer 
to the shambles of monopoly-control of the railways is renationalisation.

And as the ink dries on the historic Edinburgh agreement between Scot-
tish First Minister Alex Salmond and British Prime Minister David Cameron 
about the framework of the 2014 independence referendum, YCL Scottish 
organiser Johnnie Hunter (pp. 9-11) explains how the independence debate 
is failing to address the concerns of the Scottish people but merely presents 
different ways for monopoly capitalism for continuing to ride roughshod 
over workers.

As ever, if you want to contribute to Challenge, either through writing 
articles, poems, reviews or providing artwork then don’t hesitate to get 
in touch by emailing challenge@ycl.org.uk or writing to Challenge, Ruskin 
House, 23 Coombe Road, CR0 1BD.

This issue of 
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IN THE NEWS

Following a lively and succes-
sive battle against massive 
pay cuts in their industry, 

electricians have once again 
vowed to take up the struggle 
against construction bosses.

Rank-and-file trade unionists 
threatened disruption across 
Britain this month after con-
struction giant Balfour Beatty 
blacklisted a union activist Glas-
gow electrician Stewart Hume 
claims he has been victimised 
because of his trade union ac-
tivities during the recent bitter 
Besna dispute.

Mr Hume was working for 
Balfour Beatty Engineering Serv-
ices at the Grangemouth power 
station project but was trans-
ferred to another site before 
being made “redundant.”

But the Blacklist Support 
Group have claimed that the 
multimillion-pound company 
were taking on new starters 
across Scotland and employing 
agency labour at Grangemouth 
— violating nationally negoti-

ated agreements within 
the industry.

According 
to campaigners, 
Mr Hume is the 
only electrician 
employed by Bal-
four Beatty to be 
made redundant 
in all of Britain.

In a statement 

Mr Hume said: “I’m extremely 
disappointed that after 16 years 
service with the company that 
they have used my opposition to 
Besna against me.

“I did what was right. The 
threat of deskilling our industry 
was something that I wasn’t pre-
pared to stand by and allow to 
happen due to the fact that my 
dad, who was a skilled operative, 
was electrocuted and killed 28 
years ago.

Looking at the blacklisting 
scandal around the Consulting 
Association which emerged in 
2009, Mr Hume added that he 
believed blacklisting was still 
widespread.

“I’m now extremely con-
cerned that with the recent 
information regarding Balfour 
Beatty’s involvement with the 
Consulting Association blacklist-
ing scandal, that my future em-
ployment in the industry 
could be affected 
as I could be on 
a present-day 
blacklist.

“If this is the case, 
companies who 
are still using such 
practices should 
remember that 
it’s not just the 
individual they 
are blacklisting, 
it’s their whole 
family. I 

have a 21-month-old daughter 
and a partner, who has been to-
tally supportive throughout the 
whole situation, to look after 
and provide for.”

Construction union Unite 
assistant general secretary 
Gail Cartmail told the Scot-
tish Affairs Select Committee 
in Westminster — which is 
investigating the practice — that 
Balfour Beatty’s human resourc-
es director Gerry Harvey had 
“form for blacklisting” and she 
was “absolutely convinced” that 
it is still rife in the industry.

Sparks rank-and-file leader 
Eddie Current warned bosses 
that their “declaration of war” 
against Stewart Hume, would 
not go unchallenged.

“Every Balfour Beatty project 
in the country will be a legiti-
mate target,” he said.

“The only person to blame 
for this situation is Gerry 

Harvey. If the company 
had an ounce of decency, 
it would be that black-
listing wretch they would 
be sacking.”

And Hume was re-
instated within days of 
the declaration.

The case mirrors 
that of one in Not-
tingham earlier this 
year when 29-year-
old shop steward 
Jason Poulter got 
his job back after 
a similar cam-
paign by Unite 
sparks.

in the news
balfour reignites 
the sparks fight

The ConDem govern-
ment has overseen 
an unprecedented 

rise in youth unemploy-
ment since it came to pow-
er, the TUC has revealed.

The number of 16 to 
24-year-olds out of work 
stood at 22 per cent in the 
first quarter of 2012. This 
compares with an unem-
ployment rate of 8 per cent 
for the whole population.

The figures show that 
young black men have 
been worst hit by the eco-
nomic crisis, a sensational 
50 per cent are unem-
ployed, compared to 24 
per cent for young white 
men. Young Asian men are 
also 6 per cent more likely 
to be out of work than 
their white counterparts.

The greater impact of the 
recession on black women is 
also borne out by the data, 
where 40 per cent of young 
black women are unem-
ployed, compared to 28 per 
cent for Asian women 
and 17 per cent for 
white 16 to 24-year-olds.

Long-term 
youth 
joblessness 
skyrockets

4 Pic: Gary Denham (Creative Commons)
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Satirists have become the 
latest profession to face 
the dole queue after the 

Nobel Committee decision to 
give the European Union the 
peace prize made the profes-
sion seemingly obsolete.

The imperialist bloc — which 
helped sparked the war in Yugo-
slavia in 1992 as horse-trading 
with Germany led to John Major 
illegally recognising Croatia and 
has since lined up behind US “in-
terventions” in Afghanistan and 
Libya while sharpening its claws 
in Syria — was given the award 
for transforming Europe “from a 
continent of wars to a continent 
of peace” since WWII.

Democracy campaign 
No2EU branded the deci-
sion “the sickest joke since 

US secretary of state Henry 
Kissinger won it in 1973 while 
overseeing the fascist coup 
in Chile and authorising the 
secret bombing of Laos.”

No2EU chair Bob Crow said: 
“EU austerity policies, which 
even the IMF is now balking at, 
is causing mass unemployment, 
record suicide rates and perma-
nent economic decline in these 
countries in order to shore up a 
dying currency, the euro.”

And the Communist-aligned 
union federation Pame in 
Greece — where the EU 
austerity agenda is being most 
forcefully imposed on ordi-
nary people — said the award 
exposed the sham of such “im-
partial” organisations’ claims 
to stand above class interests.

Pame’s secretariat reminded 
the Nobel committee that, 
according to the EU’s own sta-
tistics agency Eurostat, nearly 
5,000 workers died last year 
as safety standards were sacri-
ficed for monopoly profits.

The EU’s other achieve-
ments included “thousands of 
lay-offs, aiming to reduce the 
price of the labour force, lead-
ing to extreme poverty and 
slow deaths of 25.4 millions of 
unemployed,” Pame added.

And Campaign Against the 
Arms Trade described the deci-
sion as “dubious” given that EU 
states did so little to stop arms 
sales to despotic regimes such 
as Bahrain, where weapons are 
being used to clamp down on 
pro-democracy protests.

blood-stained eU 
wins peace prize

Hugo Chavez has 
stormed to victory in 
Venezuela’s presidential 

election, winning a fourth term 
for his Bolivarian revolution.

Chavez’s United Socialist 
Party gained 55 per cent of 
the popular vote against rival 
Henrique Capriles Radonski, 
backed by the “Coalition for 
Democratic Unity” (MUD).

The win comes despite a 
host of shady campaigning 
by MUD. Shortly before Ven-
ezuelans went to the ballot 
box MUD plans to announce 
false exit polls (there are no 
official exit polls in the coun-
try) emerged, with a view 
to using the fake results as 
evidence of electoral fraud.

In the event, a host of inter-
national observers declared 
that the elections were free 
and fair and even the United 
States — heavily suspected 
of involvement in the 2002 
coup attempt against Chavez 
— was forced to concede the 
election had been “peaceful” 
and commended the elector-
ate on its record-high 80 per 
cent turnout.

But while many praised 
the consolidation of democ-
racy, this year’s “constitution-
al coup” against Paraguay’s 
President Fernando Lugo 
and the forceful ousting of 
Honduras’s President Manuel 
Zelaya in 2009, the chance of 
subversive action to under-
mine Latin America’s current 
round of progressive leaders 
should not be underplayed.

Chavez gained 8,062,056 
votes to his rival’s 6,468,450, 
winning in all but two of 
Venezuela’s 24 states.

Chavistas flocked to the 
streets to celebrate the elec-
tion victory, buoyed by the 
president’s support for the 
poor and mass engagement 
with civil movements.

The Communist Party 
— which was part of the 
coalition supporting Chavez 
— nearly doubled its vote to 
500,000, 3.3 per cent, from 
the last election in 2006.

The YCL’s fraternal 
organisation in Cyprus, 
Edon, has slammed the 

“vulgar residue of colonial-
ism” of British bases in their 
country.

Their condemnation comes 
as a host of revelations about 
the bases use in the Syrian 
conflict.

The organisation — an 
affiliate of the World Federa-
tion of Democratic Youth — 
has said the bases are being 
used to provide material aid 
to Syrian “opposition” forces, 
which Nato is using to desta-

bilise the region.
“The international commu-

nity should support the peace 

process in Syria and stop 
feeding the flame of war,” they 
said in a statement to the YCL 
Britain.

“Edon condemns any at-
tempt of internal or external 
incitement of violence in Syria, 
no matter who acts on this 
direction. 

“Edon obstinately insists 
that only the Syrian People 
can decide their future and 
choose their own path of 
democratic changes, forward-
ing a road map for peace with 
simultaneous and permanent 
truce.”

Chavez wins 
fourth term 
in Venezuela

edon warns on bases in Syria

Pic: Endiaferon (CC)





A great deal of publicity sur-
rounded the bidding process 
for the West Coast Mainline, 
which runs from London 
Euston via Birmingham, Man-
chester and Carlisle to Glas-
gow and Edinburgh – Britain’s 
most important and indeed 
most profitable line.

In a battle between giant 
monopolies, the contract was 
awarded to the First Group 
instead of current holders Vir-
gin, despite fears for staff cuts, 
unrealistic passenger growth 
figures, and the undertaking of 
a huge amount of debt. In the 
aftermath of the media storm 
and the legal action taken by 
Virgin owner Richard Branson, 
the government cancelled the 
contract with the First Group.

More than £60 million have 
since been reimbursed to the 
bidders, who spent obscene 
amounts of money on 
legal and marketing 
teams that could 
be better 
used to 
improve 
serv-
ices.  

And the government has since 
handed Virgin a highly lucrtive  
“pay-as-you-go” extension to 
the contract rather than taking 
it over as a Directly Operated 
Railway (DOR).

In 2009, after defaulting on 
its contract National Express 
had its East Coast operations 
taken over by the government 
and run by holding com-
pany DOR. The state-run East 
Coast has been free to rein-
vest its profits into successfully 
improving the service. Indeed, 
RMT general secretary Bob 
Crow has used the example 
of East Coast to argue that 
“instead of re-running this ex-
pensive circus, the West Coast 
route should be renationalised 
on a permanent basis.”

The government U-turn has 
encouraged campaigners who 

are demanding the reversal 
of the decision to award the 
Thameslink train-building 
franchise to the German 
monopoly Siemens and instead 
support British manufacturing 
by awarding the contract to 
Bombardier in Derby.

In carrying out its role of 
facilitating greater freedom 
for big business to privatise 
public services, destroy terms 
and conditions and tear up 
collective agreements across 
Europe, the EU has issued 
diktats demanding privatisation 
of public transport. 

Last month EU transport 
commissioner Siim Kallas 
called for a single European 
rail network based on the 
failed franchising model that 
we have had to endure in Brit-
ain. The fact that much of our 
public transport is provided by 
state-owned German, French 
and Dutch monopolies, might 

indicate how 

Following a 
media scandal, 
a botched 
contract 
and a great 
deal of time 
and money 
wasted, what 
does the failed 
West coast 
mainline bid 
demonstrate 
about 
government 
management 
of our railway?

FRANCHISE FIASCO

Getting back 
on track
Following the West Coast mainline fiasco, RMT young memebers rep 
GEORGE WATERHOUSE makes the case for rail renationalisation

7
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successful our model has been, 
with taxpayer’s money being 
siphoned off not just into the 
hands of big business, but also 
the coffers of foreign govern-
ments. The Germany public 
rail company has admitted to 
draining money from Britain’s 
railway to finance that of 
Germany.

Facts like these have encour-
aged opinion polls to regularly 
demonstrate that more than 
70 per cent of the public 
wants renationalisation. But if 
nationalisation is so popular, 
why hasn’t it been considered?

Rail privatisation was sold to 
the British public in the early 
1990s as a means by which to 
reinvigorate train travel and to 
bring real “benefits to passen-
gers and taxpayers.” Instead 
the period has been charac-
terised by fragmentation, mass 
job losses, waste, huge costs 
and safety concerns.

The breaking up of British 
Rail and the bidding system for 
franchises results in huge ex-
pense and has seen replication 
of management as companies 
shell out for marketing, legal 
and accounting staff on each 
separate franchise.

The privatisation of the actual 
trains themselves has meant 
that all of them must be leased 
from one of three companies 
which are all majority controlled 
by high street banks and which 
even the Competition Commis-
sion recognises as a cartel.

In direct contrast to prom-
ises made about the benefits 
of “competition” our rail fares 
are now the most expensive in 
Europe, in reality we have mo-
nopolies that drive prices up. 
The government has indicated 
this will continue to be a prob-
lem as it has allowed ticket 
prices to now rise by inflation 
plus three per cent. 

After a series of high profile 
incidents resulting in the 
deaths of maintenance staff, 
serious questions have been 
asked about how safe fragmen-
tation is. 

Bob Crow underlines the 
situation: “We have contrac-
tors who use sub-contractors, 
sub-contractors who use 
agency staff, agencies who use 
casual labour and they are 
all in it for profits, not safety. 
Maintenance needs to be 
brought back in-house now.”

Opportunities to restore 
economic growth are also be-
ing squandered as the benefits 
of transporting more freight 
by rail have long been neglect-
ed. As British Rail prepared 
for privatisation freight was 
“rationalised” and tonnage 
transported sank to record 
low levels in the mid 1990s. 

Since the “car revolution” 
took off in the 1950s and 60s, 
both passengers and freight 
began to switch from rail to 
road. Helped by aggressive 
government policies of motor-
way building and the notorious 
Beeching rail cuts, the “trans-
port of the future” seemed to 
have trumped the old fash-
ioned Victorian railways. 

However, increasingly high 
petrol prices, gridlocked roads 
and environmental problems- 
the need to reduce emissions, 
not to mention official govern-
ment targets-have witnessed 
a renaissance in both rail pas-
sengers and freight. 

While tonnage moved by 
rail has increased and some 
projects are taking off to 
reduce road transport, such as 
the Atlantic Gateway project 
with investment in both Liver-
pool and Salford in order to 
re-utilise the Manchester ship 
canal for freight transportation, 
there is simply not enough in-
vestment in infrastructure. The 

private sector lacks the will and 
ability to invest. 

In response to the problems 
outlined here, an independent 
report of a study chaired by 
Sir Roy McNulty was commis-
sioned by Labour Secretary 
of State for Transport Lord 
Adonis in 2010 and heartily 
welcomed by the Tories after 
the election.

The McNulty report identi-
fied many of the problems 
created since privatisation 
but has indicated that more 
privatisation and fragmentation 
is required. 

While it would be an elec-
tion winning promise, Labour 
still refuses to back renation-
alisation. Shadow Transport 
Minister Maria Eagle has 
apologised for New Labour’s 
tame acceptance of rail privati-
sation, and attacks some of the 
problems and costs associated 
with fragmentation and “com-
petition.”

But she still cannot even 
bring herself to mention 

the term renationalisation. If 
Labour is too timid to commit 
to such a policy in opposition, 
you can be assured a future 
Labour government certainly 
wouldn’t take such a bold step. 
Labour has chosen to champi-
on the interests of monopolies 
instead of the people.

The public support rena-
tionalisation because they can 
see that the problem is private 
profit. As with utilities, energy 
monopolies, the NHS and 
education, wherever privatisa-
tion occurs, maintenance is ne-
glected, the quality of service 
is hampered and prices soar. 

Rail travel is now more popu-
lar in terms of the number of 
passengers since any time since 
the 1920s. Yet back then Britain 
had a much bigger network 
with more lines and stations 
than today, this has meant that 
overcrowding continues to be a 
problem. While some lines and 
stations have been re-opened 
since the Beeching cuts, many 
more have since been built 
over or are not deemed profit-
able enough to run.

There are currently problems 
with a lack of investment in 
infrastructure and maintenance. 
There is scope for the rail 
network to expand to support 
more passengers and more 
freight, but until a system of 
central planning, free of monop-
oly interests and the resulting 
leakage of revenue, is established 
this is unlikely to happen. 

High petrol prices, congest-
ed roads and environmental 
concerns have projected rail 
travel, once dismissed as old 
fashioned, as the transport of 
the future. Until our network 
is renationalised it will never 
realise its potential.

The mess that is the West 
Coast bidding process stands 
as a metaphor for privatisation 
and the failure of capital to act 
in the interests of the people.

The YCL demands the end 
of the dictatorship of capital 
on Britain’s railway.

Join the campaign 
to run the West 
coast Line for the 
public good.
Visit actionforrail.org

End of the line? Euston Station in London 

Pic: Matt Buck (CC)
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The planned 2014 referendum 
on Scottish independence 
will be a choice either for or 
against total autonomy.

The Scottish National 
Party’s white paper outlining 
their vision of an independent 
state includes plans to keep 
not only the pound but the 
British monarchy and to apply 
for both EU and Nato mem-
bership.

The YCL and Communist 
Party share an approach of 
supporting constitutional 
reform only if it tangibly 
enhances the capability of the 
working class and its allies to 
challenge the power of state 
monopoly capitalism – which 
operates at a British level.

As such the CP first made 
the demand for a Scottish 
Parliament in the 1930s, which 
the labour movement adopted 
in the 70s. Since the establish-
ment of a devolved parliament 

in 1999 communists have 
called for the strengthening of 
its powers.

The SNP vision of independ-
ence and their framing of the 
debate does not enhance the 
position of the working class.

It would strike a serious 
blow to the Scottish people’s 
ability to fight finance capital, 
instead the City of London 
would be able to play off 
the separate nations against 
each other to find the most 
favourable conditions for their 
investment.

The EU laws the SNP wishes 
to prostrate themselves before 
enshrine the sanctity of the 
free market, hence the idea 
that independence would fa-
cilitate an expansion of public 
ownership is fanciful.

The only effective solution 
to the national question is one 
that expands the democratic 
and national rights of the Scot-

tish people.
To properly explain this 

we must consider the Marx-
ist approach to nationalism; 
the character of the Scottish 
nation in particular and its 
relationship to the British 
state; and the current crisis of 
monopoly capitalism in Britain 
and its implication for Scottish 
democracy.

Marx on the nation

Marx pointed out that the 
nation – like all other aspects 
of society – is fundamentally 
determined by class struggle, 
especially at transitions to a 
new mode of production.

In order to defeat a now 
moribund ancien regime the 
prospective ruling class must 
build up as wide as possible al-
liance around its emancipatory 
potential. The identity of the 
resulting new or transformed 

Now the ink is on the historic ‘Edinburgh Agreement’ YCL Scottish 
organiser JOHNNIE HUNTER explains why we musn’t leave class out of 
the independence debate.

Debate’s got 
no class

Pic: Andrew Wilksinson (CC)

the SNP vision of 
independence 
does not 
enhance the 
position of the 
working class 
to challenge 
state monopoly 
capitalism
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nation will be that of the ruling 
class, helping prop up their 
mode of production.

In the case of Scotland 
nationhood was arguably 
achieved in the struggle against 
Viking incursions into the 
rule of the feudal aristocracy. 
Centuries later when the 
bourgeois was in ascendency 
it created a Scottish state 
which enabled the outright 
dominance of landowners and 
capital.

Lenin noted that despite the 
existence of class-based trends 
within nationality the ruling 
class, while it governs normally, 
dispenses the dominant one. 
The ruling class wields this 
power to build support for 
war and imperialist expan-
sion. Thus an analysis of 
nations without under-
standing their role in class 
society can only server 
ruling-class interests.

Marx summed up 
this 

most clearly in the Communist 
Manifesto: “Since the prole-
tariat must first of all acquire 
political supremacy, must rise 
to be the leading class of the 
nation, must constitute itself 
the nation, it is, so far, itself 
national, though not in the 
bourgeois sense of the word.”

Thus in the socialist revo-
lution nationality must be 
defined progressively to aid 
the proletariat in its historic 
role. Dimitrov said to neglect 
this task is to deliver national 
identity and its potential in 

the class struggle to 
the vilest forms of 

reaction.

the 
ScottiSh 
nation 
and the 
BritiSh 
State.

It is therefore 
necessary to 

analyse the Scottish nation and 
its relationship to the British 
state.

The Scottish ruling class 
opted for union in 1707 
principally attracted by Eng-
land’s colonial empire. It was 
therefore directly represented 
in the British parliament and 
utilised it to secure assets in 
the colonies.

This is distinct from, for 
instance, Ireland’s relationship 
with Britain. Ireland and its re-
sources were conquered and 
exploited by a foreign exploit-
ing class, Scotland was not.

The emergence of a Scottish 
labour movement was inextri-
cably linked to the British one 
– expanding trade unionism in 
the coal or cotton industries 
required solidarity and coop-
eration on a “British” level.

The strength of working-
class organisations lagged be-
hind that in England and Wales. 
Keir Hardie had to go London 
to secure election and by 1918 
there were only two Labour 
MPs in Scotland compared to 
more than 50 in England.

This should remind us that 
there is nothing innately radi-
cal about the Scottish people. 
Any degree of class conscious-
ness has only ever been gained 
through sustained struggle.

This therefore is one of the 
special features of Scottish 
identity and a critical one.  Its 
radical and progressive ele-
ments have always been very 
closely interlinked with the 
development of class unity, and 
to some extent the forging of 
a new progressive working-
class national identity, at 
British level.  The progressive 
elements in Scottish and Brit-
ish national identity rise and 
fall together.

This is why Britain’s Road 
to Socialism emphasises “the 
need to maintain and enhance 
unity between the labour 
and progressive movements 
across the three nations of 
Britain. The Communist Party 
does not advocate separa-
tion because it would fracture 
working class and progressive 
unity in face of a united ruling 
capitalist class.”

Instead, our programme 
argues for parliaments in 

Scotland and Wales to have 
“the full economic, legislative 
and financial powers necessary 
to protect and develop the 
economic, social and cultural 
interests of their peoples,” but 
opposes the type of separation 
that enables big business “to 
use threats and promises on 
jobs and investment to exert 
pressure on Scottish, Welsh 
and English governments to 
outbid each other in ‘business 
friendly’ and ‘pro-market’ poli-
cies.”

But this is precisely the 
type of separation the SNP 
proposes. It would involve sub-
ordination to the power of big 
business and place a massive 
(though not insurmountable) 
barrier to a new working-class 
consciousness.

Capitalist state power would 
be held elsewhere and its Ed-
inburgh representatives would 
pass on popular disenchant-
ment to the “English” bogey-
men.

the criSiS of State 
Monopoly capitaliSM

There is also a clear danger 
that the ongoing independ-
ence debate – which will take 
up yards of column inches 
and news time until 2014 – 
will distract us from the vital 
task of defending the gains of 
previous generations from the 
current attacks brought on un-
der the shield of the economic 
crisis.

The SNP campaign will argue 
that a separate Scotland will 
somehow provide shelter from 
that debate. The mainstream 
No campaign will be waged on 
purely negative terms against 
the SNP, will ignore the ruling-
class assault and have no wider 
demands. Indeed, the nature 
of the cross-party alliance on 
which it is based makes this 
almost inevitable.

This is why Communists, as 
an integral part of the labour 
movement, seek to take up the 
issue and make it a part of the 
wider struggle, strengthening 
Scotland’s democracy against 
big business.

All capitalist world econo-
mies were hit by the general 
crisis caused by over-accumu-

Alex Salmond’s vision of independence does nothing 
to challenge the City of London’s power in Scotland

Pic: US 
Embassy in 
London (CC)
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lation of capital and intensified 
by unsustainable speculative 
lending. In Britain this was par-
ticularly acute thanks to the 
financialisation of the British 
economy and its subservience 
to big business interests – es-
pecially the US banking inter-
est that dominate the City of 
London and use it as an entry 
point into European markets.

A separate Scotland would 
not be immune from this 
crisis. The Scottish economy 
is controlled by the same 
hedge funds and banks and its 
industrial sector proportion-
ally even smaller than Britain 
ads a whole.

The array of millionaire 
backing the SNP all ultimately 
operate on British level, look-
ing for the same solutions 
in terms of privatisation and 
public-sector cuts as the Con-
Dems in Westminster and are 
attracted by the SNP’s promise 
of lower corporate taxes.

EU membership would also 
bind an independent Scotland to 
the arbitrary spending restraints 
and prevent public-sector inter-
vention in the economy.

conStitutional 
Wrangling

Currently all but one of the 
constitutional “options on the 
table” have basically the same 
character and rest on the 
same neoliberal assumptions.

Devo Max, the SNP’s 
lesser substitute for complete 
independence, would leave 
monetary policy controlled by 
the City of London. Holyrood 
would gain control of taxation 
policy, but use it only to cut 
taxes on company profits and 
big business.

Devo Plus, put forward by a 
group of businessmen, would 
give Scotland control over 
some taxes (those allowing 
profit maximisation) and leave 
benefits in the hands of the 
British state. It supporters say 
it would result in less income 
for public spending, but this 
would force Scots to be more 
seld-sufficient.

The Scotland Act, which 
provides the platform for the 
No campaign, would slightly 
increase Holyrood’s borrowing 
and taxation powers without 
affecting the block grant. While 
this is a redeeming feature 

– the Barnett formula takes 
some account of differing lev-
els of social need – the grant 
itself is being dramatically 
cut alongside all other public 
expenditure. It also fails to 
challenge any prohibitions on 
public ownership or industrial 
intervention.

the Way forWard

The one exception to this rule 
is the programme Power for 
Scotland’s People, promoted 
by a range of figures on the 
left of the trade unions and 
Labour Party.

The programme challenges 
neoliberal assumptions and 
engages with the fightback 
against the ConDems.

Its twin pillars are economic 
democracy through control of 
public utilities and the produc-
tive economy, and redistribu-
tion of income across Britain, 
both in terms of regions and 
from rich to poor.

Power for Scotland’s people 
consequently demands a radi-
cal reversal of current policies.  
Its provisions require engage-
ment against the austerity 
programmes of the ConDem 
government and the EU.

As in the 1970s Power for 
Scotland’s People calls for the 

creation of an alliance around 
the labour movement of all 
those committed to defend 
the productive nation and to 
ensure public, democratically 
controlled investment in infra-
structure, services and manu-
facturing. As a programme, it 
has the potential to transform 
national identity in a progres-
sive way around demands for 
social justice and economic 
democracy – and to do so, 
as in the past, by challenging 
the state power of monopoly 
capital in unity with working 
people across Britain.

This is the only way to chal-
lenge state monopoly capital-
ism within Britain. The current 
Establishment proposals for an 
alternative constitutional ar-
rangement do nothing to chal-
lenge the power of capital or 
materially advance the position 
of the working class in Scotland.

The Young Communist 
League therefore supports 
the proposals of Power for 
Scotland’s People, in line with 
Britain’s Road to Socialism, and 
will be advancing this working-
class perspective rather than 
losing ourselves in the sham 
independence debate and 
standing aside while the ruling-
class assault tramples over the 
nations of Britain.

Scottish YCLers will argue for class politics, not crude separation

Pic: Mina Boromand

Power for 
Scotland’s 
People is the  
only option on 
the table that 
engages with 
the fightback 
against the 
conDems
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On track for the 
revolution

Ché  Guevara’s bull-
dozer in Santa Clara
Pic: James Emery (CC)

Ahead of an important study tour following the life of Ché Guevara, 
DAN SMITH reports on a tipping point in the revolutionary struggle
The Battle of Santa Clara was 
a decisive victory for Fidel 
Castro’s revolutionary forces 
against the rule of General 
Fulgencio Batista. Within 12 
hours of the city’s capture, 
Batista fled the island and the 
Cuban Revolution triumphed. 
Following two years of intense 
fighting, the dictator’s regime 
capitulated under popular 
pressure – but it was a train 
that helped achieve the final 
victory.  

According to Comandante 
Ernesto ‘Ché’ Guevara – who 
led the assault on Santa Clara 
– the city had huge strategic 
importance because it was 
“the centre of the railroad 
system and all communications 
in the country.” If the revolu-
tionaries could liberate Santa 
Clara, then the capital Havana 
would soon fall.

On paper, the attack looked 

suicidal. Ché’s rag-tag band of 
guerrillas – weary from constant 
skirmishes with federal forces 
– barely numbered 300. They 
faced an army garrison of 3,500 
soldiers and a heavily armoured 
locomotive containing another 
400 combatants. Los Barbudos 
– the bearded ones – were out-
numbered and outgunned, but 
Batista’s troops were demoral-
ised. In addition, a sympathetic 
local population supported the 
insurgents by building barricades 
to neutralise Batista’s tanks. This 
allowed the revolutionaries to 
embed themselves throughout 
the city. 

Ché knew that success 
depended on nullifying the 
armoured train. After appro-
priating a bulldozer from the 
local agricultural college, Ché’s 
men removed 30 feet of track. 
As the locomotive approached 
from Capiro Hill, it was 

derailed and three carriages 
overturned. Government sol-
diers came tumbling out and a 
bloody battle ensued.  

“Our Molotov cocktails 
forced the men out of the 
armoured train,” reflected 
Ché. Under constant fire “the 
train became – thanks to its 
armoured plating – a veritable 
oven for the soldiers.” At 7pm 
on 30th December 1958, the 
train and its soldiers surren-
dered to the rebels. 

The capture of the train 
proved a key tipping point in 
the revolution as news of the 
victory spread quickly around 
the island. It struck a psycho-
logical blow at the heart of 
Batista’s army who, already 
low on morale, were tired of 
fighting their own people.  Fur-
thermore, the bounty gained 
– including bazookas, machine 
guns, mortals, a 20mm can-

If the battle was 
the spark for 
success, the 
foundtions were 
laid through 
prolonged 
armed struggle 
and mass 
working-class 
action
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non, 600 rifles and $4m worth 
of munitions – strengthened 
Fidel Castro’s rebel army and 
allowed them to equip student 
reinforcements and peasant 
supporters. 

rail-WorkerS and the 
cuBan revolution

If the Battle of Santa Clara 
was the spark for success, the 
foundations were laid through 
prolonged armed struggle and 
mass working-class action – and 
rail-workers themselves played a 
crucial role in overthrowing the 
Batista dictatorship.

Rail-workers – like work-
ers throughout Cuba – came 
under brutal attack from 
the Batista regime as mass 
redundancies and forced 
retirement were introduced, 
collective agreements were 
scrapped, the working-day 
was increased and wages 
were reduced by over 20%. 
Strikes were ruthlessly 
repressed as the army 
rounded-up train-work-
ers and signalling staff and 
forced them to work at 
gunpoint. 

This helped militarise the 
workforce – particularly in 
the East of the island. In 1955, 

railwayman Octavio Louit 
established a local branch of 
Fidel Castro’s 26th July Move-
ment in Guantanamo. The 
clandestine cells derailed scab 
trains and organised short 
stoppages which helped dis-
rupt timetables whilst reducing 
the risk of victimisation. When 
Fidel Castro’s band of guerril-
las landed on the south coast 
in 1956, the Guantanamo rail-
workers created a diversion 
with a spectacular strike as the 
whole rail network was para-

lysed in the east of Cuba for 
five days. Throughout the 
revolutionary struggle train 
crews supported the guer-
rillas by smuggling arms and 
ammunition. 

The activity of rail-workers 
helped facilitate a general 
strike which – following the 
Battle of Santa Clara – con-
signed the Fulgencio Batista 
dictatorship to history. 

the footStepS of ché

The capture of Santa Clara 
helped create the legend of 
Ché Guevara and confirmed his 
reputation as a military strate-
gist. Today, the city is a shrine 
to the world’s most iconic 
revolutionary. The derailed 
train and bulldozer – elevated 
on cement plinths – remain on 
display as a permanent tribute 
to the famous victory. His image 
is emblazoned on walls through-
out Santa Clara and – if you 
spend any time in the central 
square – you’ll meet someone 
claiming to have fought along-
side the man himself and happy 
to regale you with revolutionary 
reminiscences. 

Just outside town is the Ché 
museum and mausoleum. Fol-
lowing the repatriation of his 
remains in 1997, Ché is buried 
in the mausoleum alongside his 
rebel comrades. An imperious 
bronze statue stretches high 
into the sky and sits atop a fas-
cinating museum charting Gue-
vara’s journey from care-free 
student doctor to committed 
guerrilla fighter.

In the Footsteps of Ché Study Tour, 
8.11.12-23.11.12, From £1,884
This new study tour – based in Santa Clara, Trini-
dad and Viñales – will examine Ché’s involvement 
in the Cuban Revolution. There will also be visits 
to neighbourhood projects, schools and health 
care centres.

Winter solidarity brigade, 13.12.12-
6.1.13, from £1,300
Members of solidarity organisations across Europe 
travel to experience the real Cuba and experience 
the Revolution first hand.

For further information and to book, please email 
tours@cuba-solidarity.org.uk or call the Cuba Solidarity 
Campaign on 020 8800 0155. A Cuban monument to the 

battle, Pic: Bluesy Pete (CC)

Affiliate your YCL or Communist 
Party Branch to CSC
The best way to fight the illegal U.S. blockade of 
Cuba, defend the Cuban peoples’ right to self-
determination and champion the social achieve-
ments of the Cuban Revolution is to become 
a member of Cuba Solidarity Campaign and 
affiliate your YCL or CP branch to the Campaign. 
Individual membership is just £20/£8 and branch 
affiliation is just £40. 

Join via the CSC website (www.cuba-solidarity.org.
uk/member.asp) or email CSC Campaigns Officer 
Dan Smith on campaigns@cuba-solidarity.org.uk
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tHe ONLY FUtUre tHAt 
WOrKS IS SOcIALISM

The YCL is marching for the 
only future that can work — 
socialism.

We declared that the only 
alternative was socialism on 
the mass labour movement 
mobilisation of 26th March last 
year. Our 46th Congress reaf-
firmed that position.

The largest possible YCL 
presence is necessary on 20th 
October in order for Britain’s 
only revolutionary youth organi-
sation to make its voice heard 
both within the labour move-
ment and by the government.

We will march together under 
the banner that clearly states 
that the only future that can 
possibly work is a socialist one. 
There is no possible exit from 
the crisis of capitalism through 
“partnership” or collaboration.

The calls for a return to 
economic growth are de-
signed to disguise a call for 
monopolies to return to their 
pre-crisis behaviour. The crisis 
has made this impossible. 
That is why we are faced with 
unprecedented aggression and 
a vicious ruling-class assault.

Capitalists are fighting for 
their survival, to maintain their 
position in a rotten system 
during the crisis, and through 
so-called austerity measures are 
increasingly desperate to destroy 
everything that has been won 
by the working class in order to 
strengthen their own position.

Internationally, this same 
desperation has manifested 
itself increasingly in wars, and 
the mass exploitation of less 
developed states.

For the youth of Britain, the 
crisis has brought us record un-
employment levels, and increas-
ingly bad working conditions and 
archaic barriers to education.

Youth unemployment stands at 
2.5 million people, a 25 per cent 
increase over the past two years.

Meanwhile, youth services 
have been cut by 26 per cent, 
and face a further £100m in 
cuts over the next 3 years, leav-
ing the service in tatters and 
thousands more unemployed.

Housing and other welfare 
benefits are being slashed or 

removed entirely, and this is es-
pecially the case for the young.

For young workers who are 
entering employment for the 
first time, employment rights 
are being eroded rapidly, even 
including the option to sell your 
greatly reduced rights. You now 
have practically no rights until 
you have worked in the same 
workplace for 2 years.

Industrial development 
and apprenticeships are at a 
standstill.

For college students, and as-
piring university students, EMA 
has been scrapped and tuition 
fees have rocketed.

It is not an option to po-
litely request that the situation 
return to its pre-crisis state. 
Each and every attack felt by 

our families and our com-
munities is class-orientated 
and designed to permanently 
strengthen the position of 
Britain’s capitalist class, and 
permanently denigrate the 
position of the working class. 
That is why young people have 
come under such sharp attack.

The ruling-class has no 
intention of finding a solution 
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tHe ONLY FUtUre tHAt 
WOrKS IS SOcIALISM

to the crisis that will benefit 
workers, and its assualt shows 
no signs of slowing down. It 
will increase in intensity until it 
is met with sufficient resist-
ance from Britain’s working-
class movement, which must 
itself operate in a disciplined, 
partisan and class-orientated 
manner. This is where the role 
of the YCL is essential.

The only question that matters 
now is who holds power. The 
holder of power will wield it, 
and so long as Britain’s capitalists 
hold power they will use it in 
class struggle in their interests.

Intensified rivalries between 
the capitalists of each country 
demand that for their system 
to survive, and for their status 
to be maintained, that they 

must do all in their power to 
increase their competitiveness.

The capitalist class have two 
spheres in which to operate, 
and so their assault is two-fold.

On the one hand, internation-
ally increased aggression and im-
perialist wars in search of natural 
resources, geopolitical influence 
and an edge in international mar-
kets, and on the other domestic 

attacks to reduce the cost of 
“maintaining” the producers in 
society, the working class.

Britain’s youth are now 
starkly faced with the option 
of socialism or barbarism. 
Without the active engage-
ment of the youth in class 
struggle we will be left with a 
future nobody would want to 
face as they grow old.

A lifetime in and out of 
work, struggling to service 
debt accumulated whilst study-
ing, trying to live with little 
or no social security, without 
adequate or affordable shelter 
in a housing market domi-
nated by private landlords and 
monopolies.

Options for employment are 
rapidly being reduced to the 
double exploitation of work-
ing for monopolies through 
monopoly employment agen-
cies, or joining an aggressive, 
mercenary, imperialist army.

Today, suicide is the most 
common cause of death 
among young men in Britain 
and suicide rates are escalating 
rapidly across Europe.

The imperialist assault has 
shown similar characteristics 
across Europe and the world, 
clearly demonstrating the 
limited options of the capital-
ist class for an exit from the 
crisis. We cannot demand 
the impossible, only what can 
work — socialism.

This can only be achieved 
through building and fortifying 
the Young Communist League, 
as part of the wider Communist 
and anti-imperialist movement.

A world without workers is 
impossible.

A world without capitalists 
is necessary.

The only future that can 
work is SOCIALISM.

As hundreds of thousands get ready 
to join the March for a Future that 
Works, YCL General Secretary MICK 
CARTY explains why young people 
must join the struggle



Ed Miliband attack 
on class struggle 

should come as no 
surprise.
Pic: Christian Guthier

ONE-NATION LABOUR

Ed Miliband’s rebranding of the 
Labour Party into the “One 
Nation” party — used more 
than 40 times in his speech to 
conference — flies directly in 
the face of class struggle.

In each country there are 
two distinct nations, the bour-
geois nation and the proletar-
ian nation.

As stated in the Communist 
Manifesto: “since the prole-
tariat must first of all acquire 
political supremacy, must rise 
to be the leading class of the 
nation, must constitute itself 
THE nation, it is, so far, itself 
national, though not in the 
bourgeois sense of the word.”

Further: “though not in 
substance, yet in form, the 
struggle with the bourgeoisie 
is at first a national struggle. 
The proletariat of each coun-
try must, of course, first of all 
settle matters with its own 
bourgeoisie.”

Constituting the working 
class as THE nation cannot 
take place whilst collaborating 
with the capitalist class, and 
requires at a minimum the 
recognition that “our” nation 
is distinct from that of Britain’s 
bourgeoisie.

Which class holds power is 
the determining factor in the 
current ruling-class assault. 
The bourgeoisie holds power 
in Britain, and for as long as 
that happens, and they can do 
so comfortably, there will be 
no break from the attacks our 
class is faced with.

In the context of the general 
crisis of capitalism, capitalists 
are fighting for their survival, 
and will also carry out this 
fight among themselves, with 
the strength of their armour-
ies based on the levels by 
which they can heighten their 
exploitation of workers.

This is key to assessing the 

outcomes of both the TUC 
and Labour Party conferences. 
There cannot be an easy exit 
from the ruling class assault, 
and sharpened class struggle 
by the bourgeois class should 
be met with the sharpening of 
our struggle against them.

Miliband has turned his back 
on that struggle, in claiming 
that the workers of Britain 
share common ground with 
their exploiters in one so-
called nation.

This isn’t the first time such 
collaborationism has been 
advocated by the Labour 
Party in the face of heightened 
aggression being shown by a 
Tory Government towards 
the working class. It also isn’t 
the first time anti-communism 
has come to the fore of that 
Party’s policies.

In the run up to, and follow-
ing the 1926 general strike, 
the Labour Party policy spoke 
of “one nation” and “pulling 
together in both sides 
of industry” as it tried 
to portray itself as a 
constitutional and 
“mainstream” party.

This direct 
contrasted with 
the calls of Com-
munists, and 
the socialist 
members of 
the Independ-
ent Labour 
Party who 
advocated 
genuine 
policies 
for the 
advance-
ment of 
the work-
ing class.

The 
rhetoric of class 
struggle was removed 
from policy documents 

and replaced with concepts of 
partnership, leading to increas-
ing conflict between militant 
trade unionists, mostly syn-
dicalists, and the party which 
they had founded.

The construction of a broad 
based, anti-monopoly alliance 
can only take place where the 
class nature of the 
struggle is rec-
ognised, and 
the working 
class en-
gaged in it.

One-Na-
tion Labour 
is deliber-
ately de-
signed to 
extinguish 
the aspira-
tions of 
the work-
ing class, 
and to 

develop an acceptance of the  
new world order, which the 
ruling class assault is aimed at 
cementing.

With the TUC investigat-
ing the possibility of a general 
strike, and with class orientat-
ed forces gaining more influ-
ence, Miliband’s “new” rhetoric 
shouldn’t surprise anyone.

*Full report from confer-
ence on p. 19

One nation against 
the working class
Labour’s latest rebranding is electoral suicide, argues CLAUDIA HILL
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It is commonly said that in any 
war it is the victor that writes 
the history. The class war is no 
exception to this and one of the 
clearest examples of the phe-
nomenon is in the treatment of 
the Luddite movement, currently 
celebrating its 200th anniversary.

In general conversation the 
term Luddite is used pejoratively 
to describe someone hostile to 
change and anti-technology. In re-
ality the Luddites were far from 
the crude opponents of new ma-
chinery that they have become in 
the popular imagination.

eighteenth century claSS 
Struggle

To understand the true nature 
of Luddism it is necessary to 
put it in its context. Follow-
ing the French Revolution in 
1789 many British workers 
became attracted to Jacobinism, 
supporting the revolutionary 
French workers in their strug-
gle against absolutist monarchy.

Many became inspired by 
the work of Tom Paine whose 
Rights of Man (1791) became 
a seminal text in the history of 
the British labour movement. It 
attacked the corrupt institutions 
of the British Establishment and 
calling for extension of suffrage, 
progressive taxation and aboli-
tion of the House of Lords.

The British government imme-
diately banned the pamphlet, but 
prices were kept low to appeal 
to a working-class readership 
and it still managed to sell more 
than 200,000 copies within two 
years at a time when population 

had yet to reach the 10 million 
mark. Organisations committed 
to reform sprang up embracing a 
working-class membership.

The government clamped 
down on this wave of popu-
lar radicalism, hiring so-called 
“church and king” mobs to vio-
lently attack well-known reform-
ers, suspended habeas corpus 
(the right not to be imprisoned 
without trial) as well as a raft of 
other legislation and arrests. 

Workers’ organisations also 
struggled for their existence in 
this period. The existence of as-
sociations of wage earners can 
be traced back centuries, by the 
eighteenth century workers 
would defend their conditions 
through collective action, both 
openly and covertly.

Bad bosses, for instance, 
would workers slowly drift 
away from their workshops 
and find they could employ no 
one in the district and work-
ers employed without serving 
their apprenticeships might 
find their tools mysteriously 
broken or their work ruined.

The modes of work as they 
existed – apprenticeships limit-
ing the number employed in a 
given trade, guaranteed price 
for the piece and so on – were 
regulated by custom and some 
elements of legal recourse.

During this time various 
friendly associations sprang 
up ostensibly to provide their 
members with such common 
benefits as money for funerals 
or to provide for those out of 
work. But authorities feared 
that workers would draw from 

the funds for strike pay.
In direct response to an up-

surge in collective trade union 
activity and the fear of Jaco-
binism sweeping the country 
led to Prime Minister Pitt the 
Younger to push the Combina-
tion Acts through the Houses 
of Parliament in 1799 and 1800.

These effectively outlawed 
trade unionism and collective 
bargaining and were a direct 
response to fears that political 
strikes might be able to bring 
down the government. 

However they were not ef-
fective in keeping down trade 
unionism entirely. This can be 
partly evidenced in how success-
ful the national campaign was to 
have the acts repealed in 1824 
and the massive strike wave this 
unleashed the following year, 
before an 1825 Act again placed 
massive restriction on unions’ 
abilities to take action.

Trade unionists developed 
substantial skills in secret 
organisation in this period but 
government spies were almost 
ubiquitous as soon as working-
class organisation went beyond 
the village level. Informants 
had been instrumental in 
(unsuccessfully) trying some 
members of the London Cor-
responding Society for treason 
and they were also used to 
round up suspected Luddites.

general ludd

This was the political scene 
onto which the Luddite move-
ment exploded.

In 1811 employers in Not-

claiming 
back our 
history
As Luddism turns 200 years old, 
JAMES RODIE urges us to remember 
the early heroes of our movement Gangs of labourers smashed the machines 

that threatened their livlihoods

the Luddites 
were far from 
the crude 
opponents of 
technology 
that popular 
imagination 
would have us 
believe
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tingham began getting letters 
from “General Ludd” and his 
army of redressers. The name 
was taken from Ned Ludd, 
who had reportedly destroyed 
two stocking machines 30 
years before.

General Ludd –sometimes 
carried in effigy at the head 
of gangs of Luddites as they 
travelled from village to village 
destroying looms – was sup-
posed to have lived in Sher-
wood Forest and was often 
cast as a modern-day Robin 
Hood standing up for the 
rights of the common people.

The first Nottingham out-
breaks of Luddism occurred as 
a direct reaction to the greater 
use of the 16th century gig mill 
and the introduction of the 
wide frame – a type of han-
dloom which not only threw 
many of them out of work but 
also significantly reduced the 
quality of material produced. 
Apprenticeships legislation has 
also been watered down, allow-
ing an influx of stockingers into 
the trade on lower wages.

The framework-knitters only 
attacked machines that the 
considered “harmful to com-
monality,” that is the ones that 
were putting out an inferior 
product or throwing men out 
of work. Some would break 
into a workshop leaving some 
machines standing and only 
thrashing the ones with which 
they had an issue.

These first Nottingham attacks 
were highly organised by groups 
sworn to secrecy. Like the trade 
unions of the time – and indeed 
in the coming decades – mem-

bers were blindfolded and swore 
oaths to uphold the secrets of 
their committee often before an 
image of death in a local tavern, 
or meeting at the dead of night 
in fields near their villages (gath-
erings known as the black lamp).

During 1812 machine 
breaking in Nottingham 
largely abated but did spread 
elsewhere. First in Yorkshire 
where the problems were es-
sentially the same but different 
machines – the shear frame 
– were threatening customary 
employment, then to Lanca-
shire where similar problems 
of the erosion of status had 
degraded the workers over a 
period of decades.

the MoveMent SpreadS

While the economy of Notting-
ham was largely village-work-
shop based, in Yorkshire indus-
trialisation had taken a greater 
hold and many workers were 
employed in factories. There 
is significant evidence that a 
number of smaller employers 
at least tacitly supported the 
Luddites – refusing to name 
activists to the authorities – as 
they were in a closer class posi-
tion than the big industrialists 
and landowners represented in 
parliament.

As such the small bands of 
frame smashers in the night 
could not operate in the 
condition. Thus as the Not-
tingham stockingers turned 
to a constitutional method of 
lobbying to re-establish the 
wages and apprentices custom 
demanded the scene was set 
for a showdown in Yorkshire.

raWfordS Mill

One of the best-known inci-
dents of the Luddite uprising 
was the attack on the Raw-
folds Mill in the West Riding in 
April 1812. By this time more 
soldiers were engaged in the 
north of England than in the 
war with France to put down 
the insurrection. Threats by 
anonymous letter were com-
monplace and the mill’s owner 
feared an attack, billeting 
soldiers at the factory.

Witnesses said 100-200 
men, some armed with mus-
kets, marched on the mill and 
engaged in running skirmishes 
with the soldiers. The attack 

was unsuccessful and two Lud-
dites were killed. The Luddites 
turned to assassination, killing 
outspoken anti-Luddite William 
Horsfall. This in turn led to the 
loss of some more moderate 
support and break in the chink 
of the secret oath armour. 

Frame breaking became a 
capital offence in February 
1812. Seventeen Luddites were 
hanged for this and Horsfall’s 
assassination in January 1813 
(with massive popular protests).

During this time some Lud-
dites had began carrying out 
night-time raids on armouries, 
preparing for a general insurrec-
tion and a march on parliament. 
But Luddism eventually fizzled 
out because of the prevalence 
of government spies and the 
threat of death or transporta-
tion for any insurrectionary act.

The movement was a class 
battle and, particularly in Not-
tingham, the ease with which a 
transition was made from ille-
gal to open campaigning shows 
how closely linked and the 
crossover of personnel there 
was with the “official” move-
ment. The late Eric Hobsbawm 
famously called Luddism “col-
lective bargaining by riot.”

foreBearS of the 
MoveMent

Luddism is often written out 
of the history of trade union-
ism because of the negative 
connotations of the apparently 
backward-looking “mobs,” but 
the reality is that these workers 
were schooled in illegal struggle, 
gaining vital experience that 
took the trade union movement 
through years of repression.

It’s true that the labourers 
predominantly looked back to 
a rosier time, but this has long 
been a feature of the working-
class movement. Today many 
hark back to the glory days of 
the post-war consensus where 
a Labour government provided 
a welfare state out of the ashes 
of near-global destruction.

As communists we cannot 
content ourselves with re-
establishing happy past but look 
forward to (and struggle for) 
a socialist future. It’s essential 
though that we are not duped 
into allowing the pioneers of 
our movement to be ostra-
cised as the crude enemies of 
progress by the ruling class.

An engraving ‘The 
leader of the Luddites’

Historian eric 
Hobsbawm 
famously 
called 
Luddism 
‘collective 
bargaining 
by riot’
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There could not be a starker 
contrast in conferences. 

Corporate billboards, heavy 
security and a leader preach-
ing “One Nation” in a class 
divided country.

The other full of ordinary 
people representing their 
trade unions not only describ-
ing how austerity is hitting 
them at work and causing a 
blight on their communities, 
but bringing forward policies 
to counter the coalition gov-
ernment onslaught against the 
working class.

We are of course talking 
about Labour conference and 
the TUC congress this year.

laBour conference 

Attracting around 10,000 peo-
ple, Labour conferences are a 
mish-mash of passive clapping 
at speeches from party top 

bods, and an endless array of 
corporate types pushing their 
latest gadget to make a quick 
buck.

The spectacle of Labour 
leader Ed Miliband’s speech 
— which lasted more than 
an hour, largely padded out 
as he paused for vacuous 
applause every five seconds 
— in which he denied the 
class nature of British society 
and its need for socialism, 
tells you everything you need 
to know about the Labour 
conference.

Shadow Chancellor Ed Balls 
was similarly unimpressive, 
promoting an”austerity-lite” 
approach as workers battle 
to defend their jobs and living 
standards from the current 
deadly ruling-class assault 
shows quite how little the 
Labour Party has to offer.

And if ordinary party mem-

bers did want to challenge 
this open class collaboration, 
they would come up against 
a brick wall. The democratic 
debates of the past have been 
done away with so that no 
one fears the party might be 
divided. Instead members get 
the chance to have stage-
managed “conversations” with 
ministers on the main stage 
or at fringe events.

The grassroots Campaign 
for Labour Party Democracy 
had many complaints as its 
amendments to rule and calls 
for card votes were ruled 
out of order by a chair intent 
on clamping down on any 
meaningful debate that might 
shift the party towards a posi-
tion of actually standing up for 
working people.

Recommendations from 
labour-affiliated union GMB 
general secretary Paul Kenny 

Workers fighting...

...Labour sleeping

ed balls merely 
promoted an 
‘austerity-lite’ 
approach while 
workers battle to 
defend their jobs 
and services

The gulf in class between the TUC and Labour conference was 
astonishing, JOHN MILLINGTON reports from the two
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that the party should recon-
nect with working-class and 
union members by fighting for 
key issues like jobs and the 
public sector were met with 
blank stares.

As the Morning Star put it: 
“The GMB leader is not telling 
tales out of school when he 
says that Labour is seen as 
dominated by a political elite.

“This is not an academic 
issue. When working people 
conclude that there’s not 
much political difference be-
tween parties, they find other 
things to do than vote. 

“Labour’s leadership would 
be ill-advised to become 

complacent in light of 
current opinion 

polls and rely 
on public 

hostility to 
carry 

them home at the next elec-
tion.” 

the tuc 

In contrast the TUC — with 
its democratic decision-making 
and genuine involvement of 
workers from across the 
country — puts Labour to 
shame.

Everything is decided 
democratically and issues are 
not shoved under the table for 
party political purposes.

The highlight was the Prison 
Officers Association (POA) 
motion looking into the 
practicalities of a general strike 
against the austerity agenda.

Delegates overwhelmingly 
supported the motion, which 
was supported by the general 
council.

Earlier delegates had voted 
to continue co-ordinated 
action to stop government at-
tacks on living standards.

Moving the motion, POA 
general secretary Steve Gillan 
said: “The POA are delighted 
that the TUC will now con-

sider the practicalities of a 
general strike, including all 
the legalities surrounding 
a political protest against 
austerity measures.”

And Mr Gillan said he 
had a message for ministers 
watching congress proceed-
ings.

“The clear message I 
would like to send to minis-
ters is that the trade union 
movement will not be bullied 
and I would encourage them 

now to look at alterna-
tives to austerity.”

Passionate ex-
changes took place 

during the hotly 
contested issue 
with speakers 
for and against.

Seconding 
the motion, 
RMT general 
secretary 
Bob Crow 
told con-
gress: “Every 

single person 
is represent-
ing someone 
today under 
attack from this 
government.”

“Yes we can 

carry on protesting but what 
else are we gonna do.”

“If we are getting hit by 
spears we have to put up our 
shields.”

And PCS national vice presi-
dent John McInally from the 
rostrum added that the TUC 
should consider a date for a 
general strike “as soon as pos-
sible” after the October 20th 
mass demonstration.

The government is running 
a hate campaign against the 
disabled and unemployed “We 
now can send out a message 
of hope to stop this austerity,” 
he said.

Others however raised 
concerns about both the prac-
ticalities of a general strike and 
the lack of desire among union 
members as a whole.

Airline pilots’ union Balpa 
speaker Jim McAuslan 
pointed out the low union 
membership in the private 
sector, standing at around 15 
per cent.

“The reality is and for my 
own association — this would 
not be seen as a general 
strike — it would be seen 
as a public-sector strike,” he 
lamented.

Lecturers union ATL leader 
Dr Mary Bousted warned 
that passing the motion 
would be “a gift” to the gov-
ernment who would simply 
roll out further anti trade 
union laws.

However responding to the 
arguments against the motion, 
Ucatt’s Chris Murphy — in his 
last address to TUC — stole 
the show reminding delegates 
of the last general strike in 
Britain in 1926 and the miners’ 
heroic struggle in 1984.

“We should be calling it for 
October 20th not having a 
demo,” he said.

“If you go down the road 
of opposing the motion then 
there is no fight and we need 
one.”

This positive motion rep-
resents a step forward but in 
no way means that a general 
strike is on the cards for sure.

Pressure on Labour and 
a series of issues that unite 
workers and their allies to-
gether to take on the govern-
ment is the only way a general 
strike will either actually take 
place or even have any real 
impact. 
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The statue outside 
the TUC headquar-
ters in London shows 
workers’ solidarity in 
action
Pic: Feral78 (CC)
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Back 2 Basics
Part three: Dialectics

Every scientific investigation 
must have a method. The 
choice of method will affect 
the whole course of the in-
vestigation and it is important 
to base your method on the 
reality of the situation you are 
studying. The method used by 
Marxists in studying the world 
around them is Dialectical-
Materialism.

The materialists of the 
eighteenth century were heav-
ily influenced by the major 
scientific advances of their era. 
These were primarily in the 
mechanical and chemical sci-
ences. The biological sciences 
were only examined and ex-
plained in terms of mechanical 
causes. The other major defect 
of scientific thought at the 
time was that, except for me-
chanical interactions, it studied 
the world as a collection of 
static objects taken apart from 
their interconnections. Both of 
these problems were reflected 
in the materialism of the time.

This was inevitable in the 
course of scientific develop-
ment. In the words of Engels, 
“it was necessary to examine 
things before it was possible 
to examine the processes. 
One first had to know what 
a particular thing was before 
one could observe the changes 

going on in connection with 
it -natural science up to the 
end of the last century was 
predominantly a collecting sci-
ence, science of finished things, 
in our century it is essentially a 
classifying science, a science of 
the processes, of the origin and 
development of these things 
and of the inter-connection 
which binds all these natu-
ral processes into one great 
whole.” Dialectical Materialism 
is the reflection, in philosophy, 
of this scientific revolution and 
its first premise is that all things 
must be studied in the context 
of their interconnections and 
interdependencies.

The term dialectics was 
used by the Ancient Greeks 
to refer to a style of debating 
in which a philosopher would 
expose the contradictions in 
an opponent’s argument then 
overcome them. Dialectics 
in the sense in which it is 
used by Marxists today has a 
slightly wider definition. It is 
the “study of the contradiction 
within the essence of things” 
(Lenin).

The world is made up of 
matter in motion. All mat-
ter from the most complex 
right down to the smallest 
sub-atomic particle known 
today, is in motion. This has 

been shown to be the case by 
rigorous scientific investigation. 
Indeed matter without motion 
is as inconceivable as motion 
without matter.

Similarly, all matter contains 
contradictory sides which make 
up its unity. It is the develop-
ment and balance of forces in 
these contradictions which 
drive forward its motion. Take, 
for example, a seed from a tree. 
The seed, from the very begin-
ning of its existence, contains 
a contradiction. Somewhere 
deep within is the beginnings of 
a new tree which, in time, will 
devour the nutrients that make 
up the rest of the seed. Thus 
the tree from the seed negates 
the seed itself, resolving the 
contradiction.

There are several general 
rules which govern the devel-
opment of contradictions in 
nature. It must be emphasised 
that these are very general 
rules which pick out important 
features of dialectical develop-
ment. They are true because 
they occur in the natural 
world, not vice-versa. G.W.F. 
Hegel, the first philosopher to 
recognise these rules, made 
the mistake, upon finding them 
at work in the human mind, of 
assuming that they were laws 
of thought and that, where 

nature could be explained 
dialectically, it was conforming 
to these intellectual laws. He 
thus failed to recognize that 
the laws which govern our 
thought processes are merely 
reflections of the laws at work 
in nature.

The first is that quantitative 
changes can lead to qualitative 
changes and vice-versa. Small, 
imperceptible changes in quan-
tity can lead to fundamental 
changes in the nature of things. 
Consider the periodic table of 
elements. All are made up of 
protons, neutrons and elec-
trons. A simple change in the 
number of one of these sub-
atomic particles could com-
pletely change the substance. 
Similar1y, a quantitative change 
in the temperature of an 
amount of water can change 
it from a solid, to a liquid, to a 
gas and back again. This pattern 
is repeated in many natural 
and social processes.

The next rule concerns 
negation. Traditionally, when 
we think of something being 
negated, we consider it as the 
end of a process. However, 
dialectically, every end is a be-
ginning. When a contradiction 
is resolved by the negation 
of one part by the other, the 
negating part carries within it 
its own negation, the begin-
nings of a new contradiction. 
This is what is referred to as 
the negation of the negation. 
This is not simply a return to 
the original phase but a pro-
gression to something higher, 
which may contain elements of 
both the original and its nega-
tion but which is entirely new 
in essence.

Armed with Dialectical 
Materialism as a growing, living 
analytical tool, we can study 
the world around us and, in 
doing so, inform our revolu-
tionary theory and practice.

Neither Marx, Engels nor Lenin wrote a 
book which could serve as a “begin-
ners’ guide to dialectics.” But most 
of the works listed under materialism 
in the previous B2B could be of use, 
including Marx and Engels’s The Ger-
man Ideology and Engels’s Ludwig 
Feuerbach and the End of Classical 
German Philosophy.

If you’re using Cornforth’s introduction 
to Marxist thought, then the section on 
dialectics is the second half of volume 

one (Materialism and the Dialectical 
Method). Or if you want to see where it 
all started, you could try Hegel: he gives 
a reasonably concise explanation of 
his (non-materialist) dialectic in Logic 
(volume one of his Encyclopaedia of 
Philosophical Sciences).

Arguably at the other end of the 
spectrum, Stalin’s essay Dialectical 
and Historical Materialism is pretty 
straightforward but has been accused 
of oversimplifying things.

Further Reading
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YCL 46th CONGRESS 

The Young 
Communist 
League held its 
46th Congress 
this year at the 
Marx Memorial 
Library — long a 
centre of study 
dedicated to 
advancing the 
cause of British 
workers.

Congress, which 
must be held 
every two years, 
is the sovereign 
body of the 
YCL, setting the 
policies and 
priorities of the 
League for the 
coming two 
years.

It also elects 
an Executive 
Committee 
tasked with 
carrying out 
the decisions it 
makes.

Here, Challenge 
produces all 
the agreed 
resolutions from 
the meeting, 
setting out the 
YCL’s political 
analysis of 
the current 
domestic and 
international 
situation.

The threats identified by the 
45th Congress of the Young 
Communist League of Britain 
(YCL) have now materialised. 

It is clearer than ever that 
the crisis is a crisis of capital-
ism. It has been caused by 
over-production and over-
accumulation by the capitalist 
class. We reject any analysis 
that places the blame for the 
crisis on any individual, or 
group (most especially profes-
sional groups such as bankers) 
as a distraction from the real-
ity that it is a systematic crisis 
of the capitalist system.

It has also become clear that 
the crisis, and the capitalist 
response to the crisis, has had 
a disproportionate impact on 
Britain’s youth. 

This impact is most es-
pecially reflected in youth 
unemployment levels, the 
decline of genuine youth train-
ing schemes and the increased 
barriers to education. The 
reasons for this are obvious:

At a time of a crisis of 
capitalism, inter-imperialist 
rivalry is intensified. The at-
tacks on the working class, 
the austerity measures, have 
nothing to do with finding a 
temporary solution which will 
lead to ‘growth’. Whilst the 
call for ‘growth’, or an increase 
in GDP, is itself a call for the 
return to super-profits of 
British monopolies, it is not ac-
companied by any call for the 
return to the limited rights, 
and employment levels, which 
were available to the working 
class prior to the crisis.

The so-called return to 
growth has rather been ac-
companied by an intense drive 
towards greater competitivity 
by the various national bour-
geoisies, demonstrating the 
nature of the inter-imperialist 
rivalries. This is made clear 
through the current rul-
ing class assault taking place 
across Europe, where similar 

measures are being proposed 
in countries such as Britain, 
France, and Germany as they 
are in Ireland, Greece, Por-
tugal and Spain despite vastly 
differing national conditions in 
those countries.

Therefore, the current as-
sault can only be understood 
as a permanent restructuring 
of society while maintaining 
the long established class divi-
sions. The working class, and 
the youth in particular, are not 
only being made pay for the 
crisis but will be condemned 
to permanently lower rewards 
for their labour, and a perma-
nently lower standard of living 
in the interests of strengthen-
ing the position of the British 
capitalist class globally.

electoral iSSueS

Since our last Congress, the 
people of Britain elected a 
Conservative-Liberal Demo-
crat coalition. This coalition 
has pursued the ruling class 
agenda, and implemented the 
ruling class assault in Britain.

It must be noted that 
regardless of which capitalist 
political party won the last 
general election, or which 
coalition of those parties may 
have been formed, the same 
agenda would have been pur-
sued and the same assault on 
the working class undertaken. 
The assault is a ruling class as-
sault, and all of the bourgeois 
parties pursued the ruling class 
agenda throughout the elec-
tion campaign.

A working class alternative 
was not presented in a suf-
ficient number of constituen-
cies to have any bearing on the 
outcome of the election. This 
can only be viewed as a failure 
of Britain’s Communist move-
ment. The YCL must therefore 
work to reinforce the pres-
ence of Communists as a 
viable political force in all com-

munities, and work to support 
Communist Party candidates 
in future elections.

Additionally, the YCL notes 
with concern the development 
of the separatist nationalism in 
Scotland and Wales with their 
current characteristics. These 
separatist nationalisms are not 
proletarian in orientation, as is 
clear through their false claims 
for independence within im-
perialist structures such as the 
European Union. Whilst the 
YCL supports the rights of all 
nations to self-determination, 
we will not advocate separa-
tism when it is counterpoised 
to the interests of the working 
class. At present capital and 
the British ruling class oper-
ate at a British level, so to 
must the labour movement 
and working class counter and 
push forward at British level.

young WorkerS

The tasks faced by the YCL is 
organising young workers are 
amongst our most important.

Specific changes to employ-
ment rights, such as the exten-
sion of the qualifying period 
for unfair dismissal will have an 
immediate and highly detri-
mental impact on young work-
ers and in particular those 
entering the labour force for 
the first time. Such attacks are 
designed to increase the com-
pliance of young workers, and 
to act as a safeguard for the 
capitalist class against militancy 
in the workplace.

In addition to the changes 
faced by the working class in 
general through changes to 
their employment rights and 
terms and conditions, young 
workers have been strategi-
cally targeted by Britain’s 
bourgeoisie.

Proposed revisions in the 
minimum wage, additional as-
saults on job security, workfare 
and other unpaid employment 
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schemes, and low quality but 
expensive training schemes 
all place young workers in a 
position where their vulner-
ability to intimidation increases 
alongside the level of their 
exploitation. Additionally, 
removing rights such as health 
and safety from apprenticeship 
schemes underlines the scale 
of the assault.

The YCL notes the dispro-
portionately low level of youth 
membership of trade unions, 
and understands that this can 
only be challenged through the 
development of a genuine class 
consciousness among Britain’s 
youth.

It is clear that the attack on 
young workers is an obvious 
and easy strategic choice for 
the capitalists. Exploitation 
occurs at the point of produc-
tion, and so the destruction 
of the rights and aspirations 
of the producers of the future 
opens the gateway for in-
creased exploitation.

StudentS

Since our last Congress educa-
tion has been further under-
mined in both terms of its 
quality and its status as a right. 
It is has become increasingly 
commodified, and as a direct 
consequence its social value 
has been substantially reduced.

The process of privatising 
secondary education through 
the establishment of acad-
emies has further devalued the 
social value of education. It is 
clear that the establishment 
of academies is an initial step 
towards fully fledged priva-
tisation, which will not only 
see a huge portion of public 
expenditure transferred into 
the direct control of the mo-
nopolies but also will see the 
syllabus massively distorted in 
the interests of monopolies.

There has been an unprec-
edented attack on progressive 
and scientific thought which 
has manifested itself in faith 
schools. The YCL recognises 
that government promotion of 
faith schools is purely ideologi-
cal and does not reflect the 
educational needs of school 
children.

The impact of monopoly 
funding of higher educa-
tion institutions has become 
obvious. The destruction of 

progressive, scientific academic 
work in the interest of profits 
for monopolies will severely 
stunt the ability of universi-
ties to produce research and 
technological innovation for 
the benefit of the people.

The huge increase in tuition 
fees has already been proven 
to exclude large portions of 
the working class from higher 
education. The YCL will, true 
to principle, continue to cam-
paign for free access to educa-
tion for all, and for education 
to be established as a right 
and not bought and sold as a 
commodity.

Social unreSt

The YCL has a positive vision 
for Britain’s youth. We must 
remain optimistic that the 
forces of progress will be suc-
cessful. 

The various social diseases 
created by capitalism, and 
purposefully maintained by its 
collaborators, should never 
be celebrated. They must 
be challenged. This is what 
distinguishes the YCL from left 
opportunist organisations in 
Britain. 

The YCL recognises the 
great achievements of the stu-
dent movement last year, but 
did not welcome the disrup-
tive and counterproductive ap-
proach to mobilisation which 
took place during the student 
demonstrations and the 
national trade union marches. 

Such an approach, guided by 
petty-bourgeois individualism 
and state provocation, serves 
only to distance some ele-
ments of the popular strata 
from their own organisations, 
those of organised workers 
and students.

We did not welcome the 
riots in 2011, we condemned 
them. The YCL stood alongside 
the working class communi-
ties of Tottenham, Hackney, 
Manchester and elsewhere in 
clearly stating that our role is 
to defend the working class 
and our communities and not 
support looters and vandals 
who, in many cases, victim-
ise our class on a daily basis. 
The YCL recognises the ever 
increasing impact of alienation 
amongst the dispossessed but 
this is no reason to tolerate 
or even celebrate anti-social 
behaviour.

In this way the YCL re-
mained true to its principles 
and never placed opportunism 
for its own ends above the 
needs of the working class. 
The YCL will continue to carry 
itself with the same dignity, 
values and discipline as our 
predecessors.

concluSion

The YCL recognises that at-
tacks on the young are the 
thin end of the wedge in the 
current assault, and that our 
role of building an organisa-
tion to defend and promote 

the interests of Britain’s youth 
is now more important than 
ever because the future of 
Britain’s youth is now more 
precarious than it has ever 
been. 

Our organisation must place 
itself in the centre of working 
class and student struggle and 
dedicate itself, with greater 
commitment than ever before, 
to the dissemination of the 
ideas of Marx, Engels and Lenin 
in every workplace and place 
of learning in Britain. It is only 
through the application of 
Marxism-Leninism that the YCL 
can openly and honestly explain 
the reasons for the current 
crisis, and the current assault 
and build amongst working 
class youth the consciousness 
necessary for a response which 
will secure a peaceful and digni-
fied life for all.

It is in the task of explaining 
the current condition of our 
class, that our potential for 
growth and ultimately victory 
lies.

The Young Communist 
League of Britain is Britain’s 
only revolutionary youth 
organisation. Through cam-
paigning openly, democratically 
and with militancy we, along 
with the Communist Party of 
Britain, are the only organisa-
tion capable of defending what 
previous generations have 
won, and of advancing the 
position of our class to our 
ultimate goal of a communist 
Britain. 
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YcL International 
resolution
Since the 45th Congress of the 
Young Communist League of 
Britain (YCL) we have wit-
nessed the deepening of the 
crisis of capitalism, and the 
intensification of imperialist 
aggression. This ruling class as-
sault is global, but as members 
of Britain’s revolutionary youth 
organisation our priority 
must be to analyse the role 
of British imperialism, both 
at home and abroad, and the 
dangers it poses both to the 
working class of Britain and 
the working classes of other 
lands. We note that there is 
no real division between the 
two strands which can only be 
addressed through a unified 
struggle against imperialism as 
a whole.

Additionally the aggression 
faced by the British working 
class is heightened during a 
time of such intense inter-
imperialist rivalry.

Since our last Congress 
have seen all qualities of the 
imperialist system, which is 
the highest stage of monopoly 
capitalism: the internationali-
sation of capital, the aggres-
sive spreading of monopolies 
and big corporations, the 
deepening of rivalries for 
shares of the markets, and the 
more frequent application of 
reactionary policies against 
the rights of the people and 
the youth.

The attacks against the 
rights of the people, such as 
the attack against the right 
to work, to labour rights, to 
health care, to education, to 
life with dignity, are directly re-
lated to the aggressive, deadly 
attacks against the sovereignty 
of independent states, by 
military threats, occupations, 
invasions, by the oppression of 
any democratic forces and fun-
damental human rights. These 
attacks are interrelated in the 
fact that that they all serve the 

same interests and ultimate 
goal which is the expansion of 
the global and domestic domi-
nation of the ruling economic 
monopolies.

The argument presented 
throughout this resolution is 
that defending and promoting 
national sovereignty must be-
come the cornerstone of the 
YCL’s international work.

Britain and the criSiS of 
capitaliSM

The crisis of capitalism has 
had a deeper and more 
prolonged impact on the 
economy in Britain than 
in many other developed 
capitalist countries because 
the financial sector occu-
pies a comparatively large 
share of the British economy. 
This deep impact has led to 
heightened British imperialist 
aggression on the peoples of 
other countries but also on 
the British working class.

The City of London, espe-
cially since its liberalisation, 
has continued to serve as the 
entry point for US and British 
finance capital into the Euro-
pean Union where, alongside 
German and French financial 
monopolies it has played a 
central role in the subversion 
of democracy and the strip-
ping of national sovereignty 
from weaker capitalist coun-
tries such as Ireland, Portugal 
and Greece.

The blatant role played 
by the bourgeois classes of 
Europe through their institu-
tions, particularly the troika 
- the European Union, the 
International Monetary Fund 
and the European Central 
Bank - has seen national 
democracy all but destroyed 
in many of Europe’s weaker 
economies. 

Additionally, the prevalence 
of French and German mo-

nopolies, often state enterpris-
es in their country of origin, in 
the ownership of elements of 
Britain’s critical national infra-
structure is of major concern 
especially at a time of height-
ened inter-imperialist rivalry.

BritiSh Military activity

Since our last Congress we 
have seen British military 
withdrawal, but continued 
imperialist interference in Iraq, 
and the continued occupation 
of Afghanistan and the unpro-
voked imperialist onslaught 
on the people of Libya, both 
under the auspices of NATO.

Additionally “low-level” 
British military operations are 
ongoing in Cyprus, the Falk-
land Islands, Gibraltar, Ireland, 
Sierra Leone and Pakistan. 
British military bases in Belize, 
the Falkland Islands, Brunei, 
Canada, Germany, Kenya and 
elsewhere continue to defend 
the interests of British impe-
rialism.

We have also witnessed the 
development of new military 
alliances. For example the 
cooperation agreement for 
the supply of aircraft carriers 
by Britain to be manned by 
French forces in addition to 
agreements between the two 
countries for the sharing of 
nuclear energy infrastructure. 
Such developments are a 
direct consequence of inter-
imperialist rivalry and can 
only be viewed as a response 
to growing tension between 
the imperialist powers in 
Europe.

The YCL reiterate the call 
for the return of all British 
troops to Britain, and ceasing 
of all British military aggres-
sion, the closure of all Brit-
ish military bases on foreign 
soil and Britain’s exit from all 
military alliances. We argue 
for British neutrality and for 

democratic control of its 
armed forces.

the european union

One of the most significant 
and dangerous developments 
since the 45th Congress of the 
YCL is the fact that the Lisbon 
Treaty has been imposed on 
the peoples of Europe.

The imposition of this Treaty, 
compliments every other 
move towards European in-
tegration, in that it shares the 
common approach whereby 
the youth of Britain have had 
no say whatsoever.

It can only be understood as 
an attack on the sovereignty 
of states and the right of the 
peoples of those states to 
determine their own destiny.

The YCL recognises that in-
ternationalism rests upon the 
free cooperation of independ-
ent sovereign nation states, 
and so requires resistance to 
all forms of imperialism, mili-
tary or otherwise.

Additionally, the principle 
of democracy is based upon 
community and must oper-
ate at the level of the nation 
before it can operate interna-
tionally. 

On that basis the YCL notes 
that the attacks on democ-
racy, and the decimation 
of democratic rights taking 
place across Europe, further 
underlines the anti-democratic 
character of the European Un-
ion and in addition to attacks 
on democratic rights, most 
especially employment and 
legal rights, at home places us 
on the trajectory to the open 
dictatorship of finance capital-
ism, and therefore the resur-
gence of fascism in Europe.

A crucial objective of the 
EU elite is to force through a 
fiscal, monetary and economic 
union of the 17 euro Member 
States and to put in place yet 
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another Treaty for the Euro-
zone, - the European Stability 
Mechanism – designed to form 
an economic and monetary 
union governed centrally.

The European Stability 
Mechanism is part of the two-
tier Europe which Britain’s 
own troika – the Conservative, 
Liberal Democratic and La-
bour parties – openly support 
and promote.

Such moves would remove 
all national democratic control 
of fiscal policy and would be a 
further step towards a fascist 
super state in Europe. They 
will also deepen, in economic 
terms, the partition of both 
Ireland and Cyprus.

It is in this context that 
we must develop our work 
as both patriotic and inter-
nationalist, whilst of course 
rejecting any development of 
national chauvinism or racism. 
On this basis the development 
of power blocs, such as the Eu-
ropean Union or BRICS, must 
be opposed as they undermine 
national democracy and are 
tools of imperialism.

eu MilitariSM

The rapid development of EU 
militarism further highlights 
the imperialist character of 
the European Union. Part of 
this has been the creation of 
Eurocorps – where Britain was 
instrumental in the formation 
of the first battle group – in 
addition to the Nordic Battle 
Group and a rapid-reaction 
naval EU Maritime Task Group.

Additionally, Eurogendfor, 
which has all the powers of 
a secret service and whose 
troops are immune from pros-
ecution,  has been activated and 
have been involved in quelling 
“civil disturbances” (which 
arise as a direct result of troika 
diktats) in EU countries other 
than those which supply troops 
to the organisation.

Most important, however, 
is the now formalised re-
lationship between the EU 
and NATO as outlined in the 
Lisbon Treaty and which has 
become increasing dangerous 
since the 2010 NATO summit.

nato

Since our last Congress, 
NATO has held summits in 

both Lisbon and Chicago. 
The New Strategic Concept 

which was adopted in Lisbon 
in 2010 clearly demonstrates 
the expansionist and imperial-
ist character of NATO. This 
New Strategic Concept, which 
has been further promoted at 
the Chicago summit strength-
ens imperialist operations 
outside of the sphere of the 
member countries, collabo-
rates with EU military forces 
and the so-called Partnership 
for Peace, expands NATO’s re-
mit of justifications for war to 
include Cyber-attacks, piracy, 
“terrorism”, proliferation of 
ballistic and nuclear weapons, 
“energy security”, climate 
changes, immigration, water 
shortages etc.

The Partnership works 
towards the formation of state 
mechanisms for repression 
and aggression, includes provi-
sion for “first nuclear strike” 
and extension of “pre-emptive 
wars” and allows for interven-
tion in any country. 

Far from changing the 
imperialist character of NATO, 
the New Strategic Concept 
has greatly increased its remit 
and the danger it poses to the 
people of both Britain and the 
world. 

In the interests of peace and 
against imperialism, the YCL 
demands Britain’s immediate 
disengagement from NATO 
and the European Union. This 
is a necessary condition for 
the development of a peaceful 
and progressive society.

The YCL declares: NO to 
NATO, NO to EU, NO to 
Imperialist Aggression. YES to 
peace and democracy. 

Social duMping

The YCL notes that the free 
development of each is the 
precondition for the free 
development of all. This is 
contrary to the so-called Free 
Trade Agreements – essentially 
imperialist coercion – that ex-
ist now and that are currently 
being negotiated by the Euro-
pean Union. Such agreements 
require mass privatisation and 
liberalisation of the economies 
of developing countries whilst 
promoting social dumping in 
Britain.

It is important to underline 
that the ruling classes of Brit-

ain and the European Union 
both use the labour force of 
immigrants to intensify the 
exploitation of workers (both 
in Britain and in the source 
countries of the immigrants). It 
is also important to note the 
hypocrisy shown by Britain’s 
capitalist class when on the 
one hand they speak of “selec-
tive immigration”, “reducing 
net immigration” and “capping 
immigration” whilst on the 
other hand actively promot-
ing free movement of labour 
as a means through which to 
intensify exploitation.

anti-coMMuniSM

The YCL recognises that 
anti-communism is an interna-
tional problem but one is has 
become especially problematic 
for progressives in Europe.  
The Prague Declaration and 
EU promoted anti-communism 
must be challenged directly.

The illegalisation of fraternal 
organisations of the YCL, the 
use of provocateurs to discred-
it communist youth organisa-
tions and the use of repressive 
laws to attack members of 
communist youth organisations 
must all be challenged. 

The YCL must remain fully 
vigilant that alongside the deep 
anti-communism actively 
promoted by Britain’s capital-
ist class the current attacks 
on democratic rights put our 
organisation’s future in a legally 
precarious position. 

our international Work

The YCL resolves to continue 
its work in the World Federa-
tion of Democratic Youth, to 
do all in its power to strength-
en that organisation, and also 
to continue to cooperate with 
and participate in the meetings 
of European Communist Youth 
Organisations.

In addition to continuing our 
work and strengthening our 
relations with fraternal com-
munist youth organisations, 
the YCL recognises the need 
to actively build support for 
the World Federation of Trade 
Unions, the Women’s Interna-
tional Democratic Federation, 
and the World Peace Council 
as the most appropriate inter-
national organisations through 
which to challenge imperialism.

As well as the main 
resolutions from the 
outgoing execu-
tive committee, the 
following regional 
resolutions were also 
agreed at congress.

Anti-rAcism
congress believes 
that YcL and anti-
racist activity should 
be given greater 
precedence both lo-
cally and nationally 
in order to ensure that 
our activities can pass 
without incident. We 
should also conduct 
propaganda in places 
of further education to 
counter the growing 
far-right influence on 
students and young 
workers.

Young workers
congress calls on the 
incoming executive 
committee to or-
ganise a week-long 
recruitment drive with 
a proletarian orienta-
tion.

ec orgAnisAtion
congress calls on the 
incoming executive 
committee to elect a 
chair, general secre-
tary and treasurer and 
for the other areas of 
responsibility to be 
divided among sub-
groups of the execu-
tive.

infiltrAtion
the potential for 
infiltration by entry-
ists, wreckers and 
provocateurs is also 
an issue which needs 
attention, as demon-
strated by both recent 
international and do-
mestic experiences.
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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 his-
tory in the struggle for Socialism 
amongst young people in britain 

and most of the broad based pro-
gressive 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 fas-
cism, for gender equality, and all 
other popular struggles that in-

volve young people across britain.

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.

YCL, 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 Eu-
rope, £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

The Young Communist League is...
 

...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 Commit-
tee. 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 undemocrat-
ic 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 newspa-
per, 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 circula-
tion. 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 determi-
nation and oppose any attempt by imperialist countries & forces such as Brit-
ain, 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 libera-
tion. 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 move-
ment & 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.




