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editorial
Dear Comrades, 

Welcome to the latest issue of Challenge.

A browse through these pages will give you an idea of the range of issues 
facing Britain’s youth today. From the fallout of the Scottish independence 
referendum (pp 11-12) — in which 16 and 17-year-olds were allowed to 
vote for the first time, something the YCL has long campaigned for — to 
the environmental cost of fracking (pp 9-10), from countering the jingoistic 
hysteria surrounding the centenary of World War One (pp 6-7), to fighting 
off the latest imperialist challenge on our public services in the form of the 
Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (p 23).

YCL general secretary Zoe Hennessy lays bare the full extent of this attack 
(pp 16-17) as she urges us to join the fight back, rallying to the TUC and 
STUC demonstrations in London and Glasgow on 18th October. As she 
points out, the fight is not just for “a pay rise,” as the TUC’s slogan suggests. 
Karl Marx warned in 1865’s Wages Price and Profit of concentrating on 
such everyday demands, telling us instead to inscribe on our banners the 
revolutionary slogan “abolition of the wages system.”

Of course, the current balance of forces between labour and capital are 
such that NHS workers will be forced to take strike action in October in 
pursuit of a pay cut — in real terms at least. As young communists we must 
throw ourselves into our trade unions and student societies, unemployed 
organisation and community groups to combat the hegemony of the capital-
ist class in Britain and globally.

All this will be at the forefront of our minds in December when the YCL 
holds its Congress. Members will flock to London to take part in the highest 
decision-making body of the League. Members should make sure they get in 
touch with their regional/national organisers so they can take part in pre-con-
gress meetings and ensure that a full democratic debate takes place within the 
league as we lay out our campaigning priorities for the next two years.

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.

Yours in Comradeship,
James Rodie

Instead of the 
conservative 
motto: “A fair 
day’s wage 
for a fair 
day’s work!” 
they ought 
to inscribe 
on their 
banner the 
revolutionary 
watchword: 
“Abolition of 
the wages 
system!”
– Karl Marx, 
Wages, Price 
and Profit
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IN THE NEWS

Cuba has put much of 
the world to shame in 
recent weeks with it’s 

contribution to the struggle 
against Ebola in West Africa.

The current outbreak was 
first reported in March of this 
year and has already killed 
more than 4,000 people. Guin-
ea, Liberia and Sierra Leone 
are worst affected and there 
have been deaths in Nigeria.

The US has already sent 
3,000 troops to the region. 
The British government has 
just announced it will send 
750. Much western coverage 
has focused on the few white 
and western nationals to fall ill.

By contrast the World 
Health Organisation has 
confirmed Cuba is sending 
a 165-person medical team 
including doctors, nurses and 
a wide variety of specialists to 
Sierra Leone. This has been the 
largest medical team offered 
by a single country since the 
outbreak began.

The fact is made all the 
more impressive given the 
reality of Cuba’s position.

Cuba is a small island nation 
of just over 11 million people. 
She is attacked and blockaded 
by the worlds greatest imperi-
alist power.

The size of Cuba’s contri-

bution is even greater when 
you consider that it spends 
£250 per person per year on 
health, compared with Britain 
at nearly £1,900 and the US at 
more than £2,700.

This is no one-off — at 
present there are 50,000 
Cuba-trained health workers 
operating in more than 66 
countries.

Head of Cuba’s delegation 
to Sierra Leone Jorge Del-
gado Bustillo said: “We work 
on malaria, cholera, dengue, 

a disaster situation, floods in 
Venezuela, floods in Guate-
mala, floods in Belize — but 
Ebola? It’s a first time for the 
Cubans.”

Orlando O’Farrill Martinez, 
a Cuban nurse on the mission, 
said: “I am here because I’d 
like to save lives of people in 
this country”, adding that they 
were afraid that Ebola would 
spread across the world. 

A stunning example of what 
Socialism and genuine interna-
tionalism can achieve.

in the news
Cuba leads the way 
in fighting Ebola

A determined effort to 
avoid victory in 2015 
— this might be a good 

way to surmise the Labour 
Party’s final national confer-
ence before the next general 
election.

Breaking the deeply unpopu-
lar Con-Dem coalition who 
have waged class war at home 
and imperialist war abroad for 
the last four years ought to be 
a simple task.

Instead Labour chose to use 
the associated media atten-
tion to show case anti-worker 
New Labour style Tory-lite 
policies.

The closest to a positive 
policy statement — one actu-
ally liable to win over voters 
— was Shadow Health Secre-
tary Andy Burnham’s promise 
the NHS “was not for sale” 
under Labour. He promised 
increased funding, but not to 
reverse current privatisations.

Labour 
limps up to 
election
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The US arrives to deal with the Ebola crisis

pic: US Army Africa



IN THE NEWS

5

There was intense media 
excitement in Britain 
surrounding recent 

protests in Hong Kong. The 
“Occupy Central” movement 
protested against changes 
to the election process for 
the Chief Executive for the 
autonomous Chinese city.

Founded and spurred on 
by university professors, the 
protests appeared to garner 
the support of a significant 
part of Hong Kong’s student 
population.

With the protests now look-
ing to have settled the Hong 
Kong government has entered 
into dialogue with the Hong 
Kong Federation of Students 
on constitutional reform.

Despite a desperation in the 

west for violence and a heavy 
handed response on the part 
of Beijing or the Hong Kong 
government the stand-off ap-
pears to have ended peacefully 
for the meantime.

Coverage in Britain, pro-
claiming China is crushing 
democracy flies in the face of 
historical fact.

The city’s only democratic 
elections first occurred in 
2004, then in 2008 and 2012 
— after 100 years of British 
imperialism.

 These were sufficicently 
free and fair to return a major-
ity whose parties oppose the 
Communist Party of China, 
Beijing and the objective of 
building a socialist society.

Indeed the political system 

in Hong Kong was largely laid 
down by the British in the 
negotiations leading up to 
handing the colony back to 
China in 1997.

In 2012, 43 per cent voted 
for parties that favour closer 
ties with China, an increase 
on previous years. This has 
alarmed those seeking to 
preserve the local system of 
corruption and greed and their 
Western backers.

Many have suspected the 
long arm of US imperialism of 
involvement.

This seems to be confirmed 
by links between the infamous 
“US National Endowment for 
Democracy” and prominent 
opposition figures such as 
Anson Chan and Martin Lee. 

Occupy 
excites 
the West

The inspirational E15 
Campaigners who set 
up camp in abandoned 

council flats in East London 
after being cut from hostel 
accommodation, being made 
homeless, ended their tena-
cious three week occupation 
recently.

The Focus E15 campaign 
group was set up by moth-
ers after funding was cut for 
their hostel accommoda-
tion in Stratford and it was 
proposed to rehouse the 
women outside London.

The campaign brought 
attention to the fact that 
exorbitant and ever increas-
ing rents in the capital — 
coupled with harsh cuts to 
benefits is leading to social 
cleansing.

It also drew an impor-
tant association between 
the problem and a lack of 
council housing. Highlighted 
by the lunacy that the Car-
penters Estate is still to be 
demolished.

After winning a hearing 
over Newham Council’s 
attempt to evict them the 
mums then opted to end 
the occupation on their own 
terms.

After the verdict they told 
supporters outside court:  
“We have reached our goal 
of highlighting the issue of 
decent homes left empty on 
the state and we have built 
lasing link with the residents 
and the community. This has 
be broadcast to millions 
of people. Ultimately this 
occupation was never about 
staying indefinitely, but about 
our demands to Newham 
Council.”

“We will continue fighting 
to save council housing and 
to ensure decent housing 
for all. This is the beginning 
of the end of the housing 
crisis.”

Ukip Conference was 
lavished with coverage 
by the BBC and the 

monopoly media.
The conference and associ-

ated events featured the same 
racist, xenophobic, neoliberal 
and right-wing politics that 
define Ukip.

The crescendo event was the 
staged announcement of the 
defection of a Tory MP, the aptly 
named, Mark Reckless to Ukip.

Reckless is the second Tory 
MP to jump ship, following 
Douglas Carswell.

The defections have caused 

a stir in the Conservative Party 
and reflect the division be-
tween the traditional right-wing 
who favour alliance with US 
capital over those who support 

continued EU membership.
Another less biting but still 

significant defection was that 
of wealthy donor Aaron Banks 
who gave £1 million to Ukip.

The fact that Tory’s are 
jumping ship on the basis of 
UKIP being more “traditionally 
conservative” (read right-wing 
and neoliberal) coupled with 
the big money and business 
interests now buoying Ukip 
should serve as a stark warn-
ing to working class voters 
tempted to opt for the racist 
party because of its cheeky 
everyman image.

Homeless 
mums help 
inspire an 
end to the 
housing crisis

Media all over Reckless party

pic: Jeff/Creative 
Commons



Come this Remembrance Sun-
day on 9th November, David 
Cameron, his government and 
indeed the entire British Es-
tablishment will seek to whip 
up sentiments of jingoism and 
false patriotism.

This is of course to be the 
historic centenary “celebra-
tion” of World War One. A 
reported £55 million will be 
spent on commemorations 
across the country.

They claim to be remember-
ing and celebrating Britain’s 
fallen service men and women. 
In reality the money is be-
ing utilised to present their 

particular account, the view of 
the ruling class, as to what the 
conflict was and was about.

Instead of acknowledging the 
popular understanding, the re-
ality, of what WWI was about 
— senseless slaughter on an 
industrial scale — they argued 
it was some sort of regret-
table yet ultimately necessary 
sacrifice to defeat German 
militarism.

The YCL recognises that in 
this they are only hijacking the 
legacy of Britain’s war dead 
for their own interests. This 
is not only in terms of the 
battle of ideas in our society 

— revolutionary and socialist 
consciousness vs support for 
imperialism — but also in per-
petuating support for further 
imperialist war.

The legacy of heroism 
and sacrifice remain a great 
recruiting tool for the British 
armed forces and many of the 
same arguments are employed 
to justify imperialist adven-
tures today.

In this they tarnish and des-
ecrate the entire legacy and 
ideal of remembrance for the 
war that was supposed to end 
all wars.

The First World War is 

celebrated with particular 
zeal in Britain. We look to the 
bravery and sacrifice of British 
soldiers in that conflict and 
cannot help but be humbled. 
However what will Mr Cam-
eron tell the country those 
men and women died for? For 
democracy in Europe? The 
vast majority of British people 
could not vote until 1918, and 
even then women were not 
allowed enfranchised to the 
same extent as men until a 
decade later.

Cameron and other apolo-
gists for the British Empire 
have even cynically sought to 
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WORLD WAR ONE

Remember the 
fallen BERNADETTE WANG reminds us what 

Remembrance Sunday should actually 
be about
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WORLD WAR ONE

The reasons 
the British 
ruling class 
entered the 
war were 
exactly the 
same as 
the French, 
Germans of 
Russians

7

argue the Empire was a civilis-
ing force, spreading tolerance 
and good governance across 
the globe. Niall Ferguson (be-
ing the most infamous bour-
geois ideologue) for instance 
claimed that “the British 
Empire acted as an agency for 
relatively incorrupt govern-
ment. Prima facie, there there-
fore seems a plausible case 
that empire enhanced global 
welfare — in other words, was 
a Good Thing.”

The reality of the Empire of 
course, was very different. Our 
colonial administration was far 
from civil and the very antith-
esis of democracy. It was ruled, 
garrisoned and policed with 
ruthless efficiency. The slightest 
hint of dissent was crushed 
mercilessly.

Although Ferguson’s views 
are by no means accepted by 
most historians, and indeed 
are made as an attempt to 
challenge historical ortho-
doxy, his media popularity 
does demonstrate the extent 
to which these views exist 
and pervade our society. The 
fact that they can be publicly 
expressed by a “respected” 
academic is indicative of the 
danger should we fail to chal-
lenge them.

It is surely the duty of the 
communist youth to present a 
class analysis of WWI. And it is 
Lenin who lived in that tumul-
tuous period who describes 
the real nature of the war in 
Europe:

“The war of 1914-18 was 
imperialist (that is, an annexa-
tionist, predatory, war of plun-
der) on the part of both sides; 
it was a war for the division 
of the world, for the partition 
and repartition of colonies and 
spheres of influence of finance 
capital.”

The motivations of the Brit-
ish ruling class to enter the 
war were exactly same as that 
of the French, German, Aus-
trian or Russian ruling classes, 
he explained in a 1920 edition 
of Imperialism: The Highest 
Stage of Capitalism.

“The so-called Great Pow-
ers have long been exploiting 
and enslaving a whole number 
of small and weak nations. And 
the imperialist war is a war for 
the division and re-division of 
this kind of booty.”

WWI was a struggle be-

tween the “Great Powers” to 
redivide the world. Although 
Britain’s global power had al-
ready started its slow decline, 
the immediate outcome of the 
war was the expansion of its 
vast empire, especially in the 
Middle East and North Africa. 
Indeed, the seeds of the cur-
rent problems in the Middle 
East can be traced back to that 
conflict.

The so-called Islamic State 
(Isis) claims it has abolished 
the borders left by the secret 
Sykes-Picot agreement in 
1916, which — in the mid-
dle of WWI — carved up the 
crumbling Ottoman Empire 
between Britain and France. 
Lines were drawn on the map 
which disregarded tribal iden-
tity and ignored deep ethnic 
differences between Kurds and 
Arabs and Shia and Sunni.

Then, as now, careless and 
arrogant military interven-
tion in pursuit of empire was 
to have huge and unforeseen 
impacts on millions of people 
in the Middle East for genera-
tions to come.

History demonstrates time 
and time again that imperialism 
will utilise ethnic and religious 
divisions to further its own 
ends as in Syria and Ukraine 
today. It also clearly shows we 
can never have peace under 
capitalism.

The YCL calls on the British 
youth to engage with Remem-
brance Day in a different way. 
We must take it as a poignant 
reminder of the horror of war.

We can never forget that 
millions of working people 
all over Europe were be-
trayed into slaughtering each 
other in the interests of their 
respective ruling classes, their 
exploiters.

The promised ‘land of he-
roes’ to which many soldiers 
returned was one of chronic 
unemployment, hardship and 
poverty. It is equally important 
to remember the victims of 
British imperialism all over the 
world from past to present 
day.

Our aim of a socialist socie-
ty offers the only true solution 
for forever ending the scourge 
of war on this planet, which 
in the age of nuclear weap-
ons threatens mankind’s very 
existence. Lenin explained: 
“We say: our aim is to achieve 
a socialist system of society, 
which, by eliminating the divi-
sion of mankind into classes, 
by eliminating all exploitation 
of man by man and nation by 
nation, will inevitably eliminate 
the very possibility of war.”

This Remembrance Sunday, 
when the heirs of those who 
sent millions to their graves 
try to exploit their memo-
ries remember the words of 
last British tommy, veteran 
Harry Patch: “War is organised 
murder and nothing else….
politicians who took us to war 
should have been given the 
guns and told to settle their 
differences themselves, instead 
of organising nothing better 
than legalised mass murder.”
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Back 2 Basics
Part six: The State

An important question for any 
Marxist is that of the relation 
of the state to society. What is 
the state and how did it come 
into being? What role does 
the modern state play in the 
class struggle? Back to Basics 
answers these questions and 
outlines the Marxist view of 
the state in capitalist society.

The first question we must 
tackle regards the origin of 
the state. The modern state 
(government, judiciary, police 
force, army, etc) appears both 
impartial (at times) and ever 
present.

In reality it is neither. In early 
society neither the state, nor 
anything fulfilling a similar role, 
existed. The emergence of the 
state appeared at that time at 
which society became divided 
into classes, into oppressors 
and oppressed. It is then that 
the need for an apparently 
impartial body nominally sepa-
rated from the rest of society 
is first felt.

However, the state itself 
develops during the struggle 
between classes which neces-
sitates its formation. For this 
reason, the state represents 
the interests of the economi-
cally dominant class, giving this 
class political dominance and 
enforcing its will against that of 
the exploited class.

What appears as an inde-
pendent arbitrator of the class 
struggle is in fact “a machine 
for maintaining the rule of one 
class over another.” (Lenin, the 
State)

The state therefore be-
comes a tool of the oppressing 
class and all of its repressive 
machinery: police, army, courts 
and secret service, can be 
directed against the oppressed 
class.

We can see this functioning 
of the state in modern capital-
ist society. The state perpetu-

ates the property relations 
upon which capitalist society 
is built. Its primary role is to 
defend the “rights” of property.

The role of politicians in all 
bourgeois parties is to manage 
capitalism, a task which they 
carry out with more or less 
success and it is upon this that 
they are judged.

The foundation of the capi-
talist state is private property 
and anything which does not 
recognise this “right” is in 
conflict with the state. Whilst, 
on the whole, the repressive 
machinery of the state is not 
used explicitly against the 
working class (though there 
are of course exceptions, such 
as the anti-union laws or the 
use of the police and army to 
break the miners’ strike), its 
defence of private property, of 
the right of the capitalist class 

to own the means of produc-
tion, keeps the working class in 
the position of the oppressed.

In this way we can charac-
terise the modern state, even 
under parliamentary democ-
racy, as the dictatorship of 
capital.

Contrast this with the role 
of the state under commu-
nism. With the ending of class 
society, the role of the state 
as an organ for the repression 
of one class by another is no 
longer necessary.

The state, in as much as it 
remains, will be required purely 
for its administrative functions. 
Effectively, the state, as it ap-
peared in class society, ceases 
to exist once the conditions 
which led to its existence in 
the first place are negated.

However, there must be a 
period of transition between 

the capitalist state and com-
munism. To suggest (as some 
anarchists do) that the state 
can simply be dismantled and 
not replaced with anything is 
misleading.

In any society which immedi-
ately follows capitalism, many 
vestiges of the previous system 
will remain. These will include 
the concentration of wealth 
and property in the hands of 
the few. 

In order to ensure the suc-
cess of socialism and, eventu-
ally, communism, there must 
be some body capable of re-
distributing this wealth to the 
people and of ensuring that it 
is not used to attack socialism 
from within. 

For this reason, the working 
class must seize the capitalist 
state and make use of it — the 
dictatorship of the proletariat.

Further Reading
The State and Revolution — Lenin
The Origin of Family, Private Property 

and the State — Engels
The Civil War in France — Marx

A protest for the 
Shrewsbury pickets, fit 
up by Tory laws
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It’s time for 
socialists to 
protest for 
our planet

The fracking industry 
shows how critical it is for 
us to act to protect the 
environment, says  
OWAIN HOLLAND

Man-made climate change is 
affecting how we can use and 
inhabit the earth. This is ac-
cepted by the vast majority of 
the scientific world, with the 
only detractors in the pay of 
the oil barons. 

We socialists know what is 
at fault: capitalism, to quote 
from Hugo Chávez’s speech at 
the Copenhagen UN’sclimate 
talks in 2009: “A spectre is 
haunting the streets of Copen-
hagen, and I think that spectre 
walks silently through this 

room, walking around among 
us, through the halls, out below, 
it rises, this spectre is a terrible 
spectre almost nobody wants 
to mention it: Capitalism is the 
spectre, almost nobody wants 
to mention it.”

This doesn’t mean that 
everyone else on earth, or 
even many environmentalists 
necessarily recognise the cause 
of the problem and yet there 
has never been a more critical 
time to act on the health of 
our planet to tackle the issue 

pic: Lock The Gate/CC



FRACKING

of climate change, pollution 
and all that they bring with 
them such as rising sea levels, 
habitation loss, mass extinction 
of species- some of them vital 
for pollination of crops, and 
all of them ultimately vital for 
our continued existence as a 
species on this planet.

These changes cannot 
be solved by mere ethical 
consumerism. Indeed, our 
society is so dependent on 
the fossil fuel industries that 
we physically can’t affect a 
mass-boycott of them (even if 
Greenpeace likes to think so) 
without bringing huge cor-
porations or states on board. 
The former isn’t going to 
happen and the latter requires 
revolutionary initiatives to 
be brought into the hands of 
the people. Change needs to 
come via a fundamental shift in 
society one that must be acted 
upon by us collectively, with no 
exceptions.

This is a revolutionary task 
that the YCL must participate 
in for the interests of the 
working class. Environmental 
issues are not necessarily 
realised by the working class 
or seen as a class issue.

To many on the left in Brit-
ain, including our own move-
ment, environmental concerns 
often go unnoticed or are 
given a token mention yet 
environmentalism goes hand-
in-hand with socialism.

To enact these environmen-
tal changes democratic control 
must be brought back into our 
decision-making processes sur-
rounding environmental issues 
— the people must control 
the land, the energy supply, 
manufacturing and transpor-
tation systems in order that 
sounder environmental deci-
sions are made in the interests 
of our society rather than 
those at the top of it, ensuring 
the safety of the land free from 
the short-term lure of capital 
gain in decision making.

This is the only way we can 
possibly hope to save our-
selves from the impending 
environmental catastrophe. It 
may be an issue that extends 
over borders and classes as 
everyone on the earth is 
affected by the quality of its 
ecosystems but the ruling 
capitalist class will not 
act until destruction is 
already wrought as they 
will, without fail, swap 

long-term benefits in return 
for short-term capital gain.

But it is not enough to delay 
action by stating that once we 
have a revolution and we are 
in control then we will affect 
environmental change because 
we might gain a socialist world 
but in what sort of a state will 
that world be in if the revolu-
tion comes too late? We must 
act now.

We must acknowledge that, 
whilst we strive for revolution, 
one is not immediately around 
the corner.

There are short-term goals 
that we can work towards in 
the interests of the environ-
ment whilst continuing to 
spread class-consciousness, 
awaiting and yet endeavouring 
to conceive a revolution. This 
means we must combine our 
environmental aims with our 
efforts to spread class-con-
sciousness. This can be done 
by tackling immediate envi-
ronmental issues in realistic 
short-term campaigns.

There are two major strug-
gles that must be won: the 
fight against fracking — an 
industry that endangers the 
health and security of local 
people and the surrounding 
countryside in a most anti-
democratic, pro-capital way 
— the epitome of bourgeois 
short-sighted greed.

Fossil-fuel energy is used to 
drill holes which are pumped 
full of high-pressure water that 
fractures the rock to release 
the gas within them, this has 
be known to cause earth-
quakes and extreme water 
pollution in the local vicinity of 
fracking sites.

Secondly, the fight for public 
ownership of the transport 
and energy networks. Better 
public transport will 
remove the need 
for many 
to use 
cars 
and 
thus 

the roads will give out less 
pollution. 

Democratically control-
led energy systems can pave 
the way for us as a society to 
phase out our dependency on 
fossil fuels by introducing vast 
amounts of renewable energy 
systems. Something which the 
ruling classes have been dog-
gedly slow to introduce as it 
involves investing in infrastruc-
ture for the long-term and 
doesn’t easily win tomorrow’s 
dividends.

Many positive steps towards 
environmental security have 
been taken in Latin America, 
not least the bringing of 
environmental concerns to 
the forefront in mainstream 
politics.

Icons such as Hugo Chavez 
have led the way in tackling 
environmental issues from a 
socialist perspective, now it is 
the YCL’s turn to take up the 
green banner. 

We must involve ourselves 
in local environmental groups, 
particularly anti-fracking 
campaigns, in order to free 
local communities from bear-
ing the burden of pollution so 
that shareholders far away can 
make good returns on their 
investments, and we must take 
part in renationalisation cam-
paigns for our public transport 
networks. 

Admittedly, halting fracking 
in the British countryside or 
improving the rail network 
isn’t going to halt climate 

change, but these are the 
frontlines where both envi-
ronmentalism and social-

ism join together and 
where we can start 

to effect some 
initially small but 

lasting and 
meaningful 

change.

10
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The Scottish People have 
exercised their right to self-
determination. The massive 
turnout of 84.59 per cent 
resulted in No winning with 
55 per cent over Yes on 45 
per cent with 2,001,926 votes 
and 1,617,989 votes respec-
tively. 

This heightened participa-
tion compared with turnouts 
for both Scottish and British 
Parliamentary elections, even 
within the cynical confines of 
capitalist ‘democracy’, is some-
thing to be celebrated. 

The result has been that the 
Scottish people have decided 
to remain part of Britain.

On the one hand a sizeable 
proportion of those voting 
No will have done so on a 
left-wing basis. Those who 
understand that repelling the 
current ruling class offensive, 
led by the Con-Dem govern-
ment, and in future fighting for 
concessions and other short 
term social and economic 
gains in the broader strug-
gle for socialism, will require 
working class unity at a British 
level.

This has been the view taken 
by the Communist Party and 
the Young Communist League 
since the 1930s. Some pride 
can taken from the fact, that 
unlike other left groups, we 
have stuck to a principled 
analysis on the basis that it is 
best for furthering the inter-
ests of our class and refused 
to be swept up into the Yes 
campaign bandwagon.

At the same time we can be 
under no illusions as to why 
another significant segment 
of the population voted No. 
These range not just from the 
despicable dregs of the Better 
Together Campaign, such as 

the Scottish Tories and Lib 
Dems, who would seek to 
remain part of Britain as it 
stands presently — but also to 
darker recesses.

A small but unfortunately 
visible element of groups on 
the side of No featured those 
celebrating the worst aspects 
of British jingoism and loyal-
ism, most notably the Orange 
Order. 

It is important to note that 
we reject the petty smears 
that tend towards alleging 
everyone who advocated a 

No vote is thus reactionary 
given these associations. It is 
certainly true that the Orange 
Order and loyalism in Scotland 
are the preserve of one of the 
worst sections of reactionary 
workers or lumpenprole-
tariat, on top of those misled 
members of our class holding 
on to a dated jingoist ideal of 
Britishness.

Even a broken clock is right 
twice a day, as they say — but 
more to the point “strange 
bedfellows” (even this exag-
gerates any association) were 

always likely to be a factor 
given the massive question 
facing the Scottish people and 
all its facets.

Further, when we look to 
the Yes campaign we see a 
similar array of dubious sup-
porters. Brian Souter and 
many other representatives of 
Scottish big business were big 
donors to the Yes campaign 
and to the SNP. Undoubtedly 
there were also those voting 
Yes for purely nationalistic 
reasons — as negative and 
backward as those voting No 

Yes and No must 
push on together
YCL Scotland organiser JOHNNIE HUNTER urges us to turn the  
referendum momentum leftwards

Hadrian’s wall can’t be a dividing line in the class struggle
pic: Glen Bowman/Creative Commons
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for jingoist Britishness.
However, there was very 

strong support for a Yes vote 
in the areas of the greatest 
poverty and unemployment. In 
Glasgow, Dundee, North 
Lanarkshire and West Dunbar-
tonshire, areas of traditional 
Labour support, Yes was in the 
majority. 

Although it would be false to 
assert that the working class or 
the poorest as a whole were 
more pro-Yes — indeed polls 
by Lord Ashcroft suggested 
that the poorest voters, those 
in the C2 and DE sociologi-
cal brackets, voted No — a 
massive section of the working 
class did vote Yes, moreover.

This reflects the failure and 
treachery of the Labour Party, 
since devolution and even 
before, who have taken for 
granted a solid Scots working 
class vote and have honoured 
it only with imperialist wars, 
privatisation and attacks on 
trade union rights and living 
standards. Indeed the entire 
basis of the referendum and 
the rise of nationalism can be 
traced to this fact.

This can be seen as positive 
in the sense that many were 
rejecting the “Westminster 
status quo” as they viewed it 
— but as disappointing in that 
such a massive number were 
duped by the false promises of 
SNP separatism. Sadly I would 
also wholly reject there was 
strong anti-Capitalist section 
in the Yes campaign — even 
among the Radical Independ-
ence Campaign.

A massive number of people 
previously disengaged with 
politics have been mobilised 
for this first time during this 
referendum. This has mainly 
been by the Yes campaign. 
Again this can be viewed as 
positive in the sense that 
masses of people subject to 
the political apathy so endemic 
to capitalism in our epoch 
were mobilised to campaign 
and vote for what they viewed 
to be a break with Con-Dem 
austerity and the “Westmin-
ster status quo.” 

This is despite the fact that 
as we have always argued — 
due to retaining the pound, 
Nato and the European Union 
— SNP separatism would be 
anything but a declaration of 
democratic sovereignty or a 

break with neoliberalism.
Again however issues arise. 

There was by no means a class 
character or class conscious 
element to the Yes campaign 
or even its broader fringes. 
Unfortunately it was a nation-
alist campaign, admittedly “civic 
nationalism” was framed in 
vague social democratic terms.

It had the strange ability to 
absorb totally divergent views 
yet still present itself as a 
cohesive whole, a general trait 
of populist nationalism in my 
opinion, with everything to be 
worked out post-Yes vote. So, 
we could have the Green Party 
wholeheartedly supporting Yes 
alongside those basing an inde-
pendent Scotland’s prosperity 
on North Sea oil.

Many of the poorest in some 
of the most deprived areas 
of Glasgow who voted Yes 
definitely envisioned Scotland 
becoming a social-democratic 
bastion, even alongside the re-
ality of 3 per cent corporation 
tax and the corporate backers 
backing Yes on that basis.

Moreover one of the biggest 
questions post-No is what will 
happen to this newly mobilised 
section of the population? Will 
it simply wither, sink back into 
the woodwork? Throw itself 
into the anti-austerity strug-
gle? Become the basis for a 
more long-term and sustained 
independence movement?

On both counts I argue 
these should be seen as chal-
lenges and opportunities for 
the left, both Yes and No vot-
ing, rather than inevitabilities.

It should be a priority to re-
inject politics of class into the 
debate. An important aspect 
of this will combating populist 
nationalism and projecting 
patriotism of a class character 
— Scottish-ness in the legacy 
of Red Clydeside, the UCS 
Work-In, the struggles against 
bedroom tax and austerity 
today.

Engaging them on the right 
basis, class before nation, 
needs to be appreciated along-
side the urgency of keeping 
them engaged. It’s a rare thing 
for political apathy to be shat-
tered in such a big way and it 
would be great folly for the 
entire left to allow that level of 
awareness and activism merely 
subside once again. 

Generally this result is 

a measure of the level of 
disenchantment among those 
hardest hit by austerity and 
attacks on the welfare state. It 
indicates that a significant sec-
tion of the working class have 
lost confidence in the ability of 
the labour movement to act 
against the power of big busi-
ness and the super-rich.

This is a challenge for all on 
the left. It demands a new clar-
ity about the institutions that 
sustain the class power of big 
business at both British and 
EU level. These are exactly the 
same structures that would 
have nullified any progress 
towards real economic and 
social self-determination under 
the mandate offered by the 
SNP. The “Westminster status 
quo” proving to ultimately be 
capitalism itself but with the 
power of the working class to 
challenge it diminished.

The trade union and 
labour movement now has 
to demonstrate its will to 
develop mass campaigning 
on the ground. The People’s 
Assembly must become a 
mass movement – as must the 
demand for an end to Tri-
dent. This will be the only way 
to defeat the Tories and their 
allies in the 2015 election. It 
will also be the only way to 
heal the divisions of the refer-
endum and win renewed unity.

This means that the new 
pledges on greater powers for 
a Scottish parliament must be 
honoured – we must step up 
our own demands for a federal 
system that maintains some 
form of tax redistribution 
across Britain based on social 
need. This federalism must be 
socially progressive and be 
combined with an overall com-
mitment to a redistribution 
of wealth and power in favour 
of working people across the 
whole of Britain.

Our task will be the same as 
it is today and as it always has 
been. That task is replacing the 
rotten, brutal and exploitative 
system that is capitalism with 
peace, Socialism and human 
liberation. This will require our 
now divided working class and 
labour movement to reunite 
without bitterness or hatred 
and carry forward the immedi-
ate struggle for true sovereign-
ty and democracy. For peace 
and Socialism in our lifetime!

The trade union 
and labour 
movement 
now has to 
demonstrate 
its will to 
develop mass 
campaigning 
on the ground
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The Great Dock Strike of 1889 was one of the opening shots of an all-
encompassing trade union movement, says BERNDADETTE WANG
This year marks the 125th 
anniversary of the Great Dock 
Strike. This landmark victory – 
alongside that of the match-
women a year earlier – estab-
lished the very foundations 
of working class strength and 
organisation that would see 
the struggle intensify into the 
early 20th century. 

New unionism, the organisa-
tion of unskilled workers, chal-
lenged narrow craft privileges 
in the labour movement and 
led the way for the spread of 
socialism among British work-
ers, independent working class 
representation and revolution-
ary syndicalism. 

Organisation of the dockers 
was solidified by this vic-
tory. Personalities such as Ben 
Tillett and Tom Mann (pirc-
tured overleaf) gained interna-
tional provenience during this 
strike and went on to found 
the International Transport 
Workers Federation in 1896. 

It inspired a generation of 
British trade unionists at a 
pivotal period in the move-

ment. The ethos of new 
unionism was the drive for 
later campaigns, the struggle 
for a working class political 
party and the great transport 
strike of 1911-where troops 
murdered pickets in Liverpool 
and Llanelli-and to the great 
triple alliance of the National 
Union of Railwaymen, Trans-
port Workers Federation and 
Miners Federation. 

The history of the labour 
movement long predates 
industrial society and thus 
incorporates centuries-old 
traditions.

Some trades were closely 
guarded secrets passed down, 
together with rare tools, from 
father to son. Craft unionism 
is a distinct source of pride 
and strength, yet conspiratorial 
elements forced by many years 
underground and masonic 
style medieval hangovers dis-
torted this. 

The industrial revolution 
created severe hardship for the 
peoples of Britain. Pre-industrial 
standards of living were low. Yet 

workers were forced off the 
land that they loved, commons 
were enclosed, cottage indus-
tries that gave some degree 
of autonomy were destroyed. 
This great coercion thrust the 
people into a more crowded, 
dirty, urban existence that was 
worse. Repression was fierce. 
Simple demands for political 
reform were savagely trampled 
under the hoofs of the murder-
ers of Peterloo, organisation in 
the workplace was greeted by 
blacklisting, imprisonment and, in 
the case of the Tolpuddle Mar-
tyrs, transportation to Australia. 

In this environment highly 
skilled craft workers were 
better able to organise, often 
secretly, whereas unskilled 
workers found it more difficult. 
Working class anger erupted 
by means of direct action and 
revolution drawing on older 
traditions of peasant revolt, 
Robin Hood and the English 
Revolution. The agricultural 
labourers of the Galloway 
Levellers fought enclosure in 
Scotland. The Scottish insur-

rection of 1820, led by skilled 
artisans, drew on the radical 
ideas of the French Revolu-
tion. The Luddites responded 
to the employer offensive 
by smashing machines and 
burning down factories leaving 
notes signed ‘General Ludd’ 
who was rumoured to live in 
Sherwood Forest.

In the countryside this trend 
was matched during the Swing 
riots. In Wales this period 
culminated in the Merthyr Ris-
ing of 1831 led by Coal miners 
and the Chartist Newport 
uprising in 1839. 

As Britain slowly reformed 
and insurrectionary tendencies 
died down the labour move-
ment developed its organisation.

The TUC was formed under 
the impetus of Manchester 
and Salford Trades council in 
1868. However the movement 
continued to be dominated 
by craft interests. During this 
period the pendulum began 
to swing in favour of the 
organisation of the unskilled 
– marked particularly by the 

KEEP THE RED 
FLAG FLYING



campaign for the 8 hour day.
In the countryside the foun-

dation of the National Agri-
cultural Labourers Union in 
1872 marked what Karl Marx 
described as “the great awak-
ening” of rural workers.  But 
two events really marked the 
rising tide of New Unionism 
– the London matchwomen’s 
strike of 1888 and the Great 
Dock Strike of 1889. 

The conditions of life for 
dockers in Victorian England 
were very tough. The dockers 
and their families lived in utter 
poverty and the casualised 
nature of the work meant 
regular periods of starvation. 

As Tom Mann described in 
his memoirs: “The London 
Dock Strike of 1889 involved 
a much wider issue than that 
of a large number of port 
workers fighting for better 
conditions. There had long 
been no more than a dogged 
acquiescence in the condi-
tions insisted upon by the 
employers, more particularly 
on the part of those classed as 
unskilled labourers. 

“Skilled and unskilled 
alike were dominated 
over by their employers; 
and at the same time 
the unskilled, not being 
yet organised, were in 
many instances subject to 
further dictation and domi-
nation by the organised 
skilled men.”

The strike 
broke out 
when the 

management of the East and 
West India Docks Company 
cut the ‘plus’ money bonus for 
quick work. Dockers unloading 
the Lady Armstrong refused 
to go back to work. The Dock, 
Wharf, Riverside and General 
Labourers’ Union organised 
the London docks around the 
campaign for the docker’s tan-
ner of sixpence an hour and 
eightpence an hour for over-
time. The strike committee 
met at Wroots Coffee House 
in Poplar where one thousand 
dockers spilled outside into 
the narrow street.

Mann described how he 
feared a stampede and held 
his leg across the doorway in 
order to regulate the flow of 
men. Yet discipline won the 
day. The committee moved its 
meetings to the more spacious 
stevedores’ union headquar-
ters at Wades Arms, Jeremiah 
Street, Poplar. The stevedores 
who had been organised since 
1872 and enjoyed better pay 
and conditions. The dockers 

strike committee learnt 
much from the steve-

dores who in turn 
agreed to come 
out in sympathy. 

The com-
mittee met in 

session until 
midnight every day 
discussing negotia-
tions and organis-

ing picketing, 
marches 

and publicity campaigns. Such 
campaigns won the support 
of the radical Liberals. Middle 
class Londoners like Progres-
sive councillor John Benn 
(grandfather of the late Tony 
Benn) who, in the days before 
a workers’ party, provided 
political and financial support.

The latter was badly needed: 
as well as 30,000 dock and wharf 
workers, there were another 
30,000 sailors and firemen, car-
men, lightermen and drydock 
workers who needed support 
for themselves and their families.

Support also came from 
trade unionists around Britain 
and the world-including 
Australia who sent £30, 000, a 
huge sum at the time. 

Eleanor Marx (daughter of 
Karl) provided support both as 
a speaker and, as an educated 
woman, in administration. Due 
to the predominance of Ro-
man Catholics among a work-
force a large number of whom 
were from Irish migrants even 
a cardinal got involved in the 
negotiations. 

Victory was eventually se-
cured and Ben Tillett described 
in his Brief History of the 
Dockers’ Unions wrote: “We 
had established a new spirit; 
the bully and the thief, for a 
time at least, were squelched; 
no more would the old man 
be driven and cursed to death 
by the younger man, threat-
ened and egged on to murder 
by an overmastering bully. The 
whole tone and conduct of 
work, of management of the 
men, was altered, and for the 
best.”

The legacy of the strike was 
felt both locally and nation-
ally. Tom Mann fondly recalled 
seeing a sign in a local shop 
window next to some old 
shoes that read “The boots 
worn by Tom Mann dur-
ing the long marches in the 
Dock Strike.”
The organisation of the 

dockers, who became one of 
the pillars of strength for the 
trade union movement until 
containerisation in the 1960s 
and 70s, was a major step 
forward for the movement. 
The organisation of unskilled 
workers transformed the trade 
union movement; it gave it a 
mass character with revolu-
tionary aspirations of securing 
independent political represen-

tation for radical change. 
Tom Mann who went on to 

become Britain’s most famous 
trade unionist during his life-
time. Despite famously organ-
ising the unskilled, Mann was 
an engineer and later became 
secretary of the Amalgamated 
Society of Engineers.

He was a syndicalist who 
later was a founding member 
of the Communist Party. Mann 
was chairman of the British 
Bureau of the Red International 
of Labour Unions and its suc-
cessor, the National Minority 
Movement. He wanted to fight 
in Spain in 1936 despite by then 
being aged 80! In his honour the 
Tom Mann centuria was formed 
as part of the British battalion of 
the International Brigades. 

In Tom Mann: A tribute his 
good friend Communist Party 
general secretary Harry Pol-
litt wrote: “Wherever there 
has been a fight, Tom was in 
it. From the great Dockers’ 
Strike in 1889, to the last Hun-
ger March on London, always 
Tom was in the forefront of 
the workers’ struggle.

“And at the very centre 
of his thoughts were always 
those workers who were the 
worst paid, and suffered from 
unemployment most.

“It was this that made him 
at the very outset of his long 
career of service, rebel against 
the craft prejudices and sec-
tionalism that characterised 
the trade union movement of 
the ’80’s. Although no worker 
was prouder of his craft than 
Tom, or of his membership of 
the AEU, unbroken since he 
joined the ASE in 1881.

“But be knew the limited 
outlook was wrong; he knew 
the unskilled labourer had to 
be organised. This he set about 
doing along with his associates 
of that time, Will Thorne, John 
Burns and Ben Tillett.

“The New Unionism that Tom 
Mann championed, and those 
identified with it, were fiercely 
attacked by the TUC in the 
1880s as Communism is today. 
But what these pioneers set out 
to achieve was achieved.

“There is not an industry 
in Britain that is not better 
organised today as a result of 
the work of Tom Mann. Miners, 
seamen, dockers, engineers 
and unskilled workers of all 
kinds owe a debt of gratitude 

GREAT DOCK STRIKE
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to Tom Mann that is little ap-
preciated by the present gen-
eration. But into their organi-
sation he has put something 
of his genius that will not be 
destroyed despite the policy of 
their present leaders.”

The very existence of trade 
unions highlights the very 
contradiction at the heart of 
capitalism. That it is a system 
based on human exploitation 
for the benefit of few.

Communists put trade un-
ionism at the heart of our cam-
paigning and, while we work 
within any organisation that we 
find-even if it is reactionary led 
or sectional/craft based-we rec-
ognise that socialist conscious-
ness will result in industrial 
trade unionism. That is workers 
organised by industry. 

In Left wing communism: 
An infantile disorder Lenin 
outlined: “Capitalism inevitably 
leaves socialism the legacy, 
on the one hand, of the old 
trade and craft distinctions 
among the workers, distinc-
tions evolved in the course of 
centuries; on the other hand, 
trade unions, which only very 
slowly, in the course of years 
and years, can and will develop 
into broader industrial unions 
with less of the craft union 
about them (embracing entire 
industries, and not only crafts, 
trades and occupations), and 
later proceed, through these 
industrial unions, to eliminate 
the division of labour among 
people, to educate and school 
people, give them all-round 
development and an all-
round training, so that they are 
able to do everything.”

The Great Dock Strike oc-
curred 100 years before I was 
born, yet it has more than sim-
ple historical value, it reminds 
us that by working together as 
equals we can win.

The strike occurred the 
same year that Jim Connell 
wrote the red flag. He was in-
spired to write the song by the 
Chicago Haymarket martyrs, 
the Paris Commune and the 
early Russian revolutionaries. 
When learning of past struggles 
you truly realise the significance 
of the lyrics of the song: “The 
peoples flag is deepest red, It 
shrouded oft our martyr’d dead 
… Though cowards flinch and 
traitors sneer, We’ll keep the 
red flag flying here.’

TUC conference adopted an 
emergency motion from the 
RMT opposing Nato’s war 
drive in Ukraine.

This decision provides 
the basis for developing a 
better understanding of the 
emergent danger of fascism 
in Europe, through the most 
glaring example currently in 
Ukraine.

RMT is the first British 
trade union to clearly identify 
the fascist-backed coup this 
year in Kiev as the mechanism 
of monopoly capitalists of the 
EU and US to pursue their 
drive towards super-exploita-
tion, imperialism and war.

RMT’s stand led the TUC 
conference to adopt a position 
on Ukraine in line with the his-
tory of our labour movement’s 
opposition to fascism.

The motion reads: “Congress 
is concerned that the crisis 
has witnessed attacks on trade 
unionists and the empowering 
of fascist groups, including the 
Odessa massacre which saw 
that city’s trade union centre 
burned to the ground.

“In light of the danger-
ous and urgent situation in 
Ukraine, Congress calls for: 
the general council to hold an 
urgent meeting to consider 
how best to support those 
fighting for trade union rights 
and against fascism in the 
Ukraine; an immediate, perma-
nent ceasefire in Ukraine and a 
peaceful, negotiated settlement 
and opposition to the use of 
British forces in the Ukrainian 
conflict.”

The humanitarian crisis 
caused by deliberate bombard-
ment and pillage of popula-
tion centres in Donbass by 
Ukrainian military and neonazi 
auxiliary units, such as the 

notorious Azov Battalion, has 
created the largest number of 
displaced persons in Europe 
since the end of WWII — over 
one million people according 
to the UN Refugee Agency on 
September 2.

The Kiev regime’s routine in-
timidation, assassination, threats 
and beating up of opposition 
politicians, journalists and law-
yers is the hallmark of Europe’s 
first authentic “fascist” statelet 
of the 21st century.

Ukraine’s Communist Party 
(KPU) — with 32 MPs — was 
expelled from parliament in 
July amid fascist demands for 
it to be outlawed completely. 
It has already been banned in 
some localities.

KPU offices have been 
ransacked and burnt by fascist 
mobs and its activists murdered.

In response to this unfolding 
catastrophe RMT’s conference 
in June affiliated to Solidarity 
with Antifascist Resistance in 
Ukraine.

Socialists and trade unionists 
must build on RMT’s example in 
supporting and affiliating to Saru.

Saru states: We are against the 
UK and Western governments’ 
backing for the far-right regime 
in Kiev, we oppose the planned 
Nato exercises in Ukraine, we 
demand that the killers of 42 
people at the House of Trade 
Unions in Odessa on May 2 be 

brought to justice, we 
are against attacks on 

democratic rights 
and the repression 
of left-wing organi-

sations, we support 
the anti-fascist resistance 

in Ukraine.
Support for Saru is grow-

ing in the labour movement. 
Indeed, TUC delegates have 
gone some way to embrace 
Saru’s outlook.

Nevertheless, some honest 
trade unionists and socialists 
have fallen for capitalist propa-
ganda, repeated bombastically 
by rightwingers and fake left 
forces. Some political forces 
in our movement spread the 
illusion that Western imperial-
ist institutions, such as the EU 
and Nato, play a benign role.

If ever there were solid 
evidence to the contrary, it is 
provided by events in Ukraine.

Nato justifies its drive 
toward war using control of 
our media, both through direct 
ownership and ensuring its 
privileged supporters hold key 
editorial posts in news outlets. 
These platforms spread blatant 
propaganda for Western impe-
rialism’s drive to war.

By following RMT’s principled 
stand against war and fascism 
we can develop an understand-
ing among millions of people of 
the current situation.

In so doing we can build a la-
bour movement capable of lead-
ing broad, democratic, effective 
opposition to fascism and war.

The starting point must be 
to build affiliation and support 
for Saru and to work to build 
a broad and principled move-
ment against Nato’s war drive 
in Ukraine.
This article first appeared 

in the Morning Star

TUC stands 
with Donbas
Solidarity with Antifascist Resistance in Ukraine 
chairman DAVID AYRTON gives an update
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We are reaching the end of 
the Tory-led coalition’s first 
term in government. During 
this time they have cleverly 
used the ongoing crisis of capi-
talism as an excuse to wage 
a vicious ruling class assault 
against workers and their fami-
lies, the likes of our generation 
has never seen.

Throughout this offensive, 
the big business-owned media 
has palmed this crisis off as a 
debt crisis, thereby justifying 
their attack on us, and under-
mining the left’s ability to make 
the case for class mobilisation 
and socialism. 

Whilst we lose millions of 
jobs across Britain, have our 
public spending slashed and 
our services sold off into pri-
vate hands, the richest 1,000 
men and women in Britain 
have doubled their wealth in 
the last five years, and are now 
worth a combined fortune of 
£519 billion.

Young people across Britain 
have paid a heavy price for 
capital’s austerity agenda. The 
Tories together with their 
Liberal Democrat lackies 
have scrapped Education 
Maintenance Allowance, and 
raised the cap on tuition fees 
to £9,000 a year in England 
and Wales. Higher education 
is now prohibitively expen-
sive for many working class 
families. 

Those graduating with tens 
of thousands of pounds worth 
of debt are finding that there’s 
little hope of finding a job. 
Nearly 40 per cent of gradu-
ates are looking for work six 
months after graduating, whilst 
25 per cent are still unem-
ployed after a year accord-
ing to research published by 
graduate job agency totalJobs.
com. 

Currently, 747,000 people 
aged 16-24 are unemployed 
across the UK, and are forced 
to search for jobs which aren’t 
there, and face cruel welfare 
sanctions meted out unjustly. 
These sanctions mean that 
claimants can’t buy food for 
themselves or their families, 

can’t afford to heat their 
homes, and can’t afford to 
travel to job centre appoint-
ments and interviews. Accord-
ing to the Prince’s Trust, one 
in three young people have 
contemplated suicide due to 
being out of work.

One of the most disgrace-
ful and cruel outcomes of this 
coalition government’s attempt 
to destroy the welfare state 
is the huge number of food 
banks springing up the length 
and breadth of Britain to cope 
with the poverty families are 
facing. 

In the last year alone, 
almost a million people across 
have been given a three-day 
emergency supply of food 
from the Trussell Trust. A huge 
percentage of these cases have 
been due to benefit sanctions, 
underemployment and the 
use of zero-hours contracts. 
As austerity continues to bite, 
it is expected that far more 
families will be referred to 
these charities in the months 
to come.

Although unemployment 
has been falling slightly, we 
know that the problem of 

underemployment and the 
outrageous use of workfare 
is a serious factor behind 
official government reports. 
Approximately 1.46 million 
people are working part time 
because they can’t find full 
time work according to the 
Office for National Statistics 
(ONS). This is the highest level 
since records began. According 
to ONS, 1.4 million workers 
are employed on zero-hours 
contracts, therefore denying 
them any guarantee of work 
or earnings, and no holiday or 
sick pay, whilst giving employ-

IT’S MORE THAN JUST A PAY RISE
YCL general secretary 
ZOE HENNESSY explains 
why we’re marching
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ers a license to use employees 
as an expendable and cheap, 
reserve workforce. This figure 
is widely disputed by trade 
unions as being a conservative 
estimate, and the actual figure 
is likely to be much higher. 

After the result of the Scot-
tish referendum, which left 
Scotland bitterly divided, we 
need to come together again 
and fight our common enemy, 
capitalism. The Tories’ agenda 
and policies are not anti-Scot-
tish or anti-Welsh in character, 
they are anti-working class. We 
need a campaign which unites 

the trade union and labour 
movement across the nations 
of Britain, to demand an alter-
native to austerity.

We have seen promising 
signs from different aspects 
of the trade union and labour 
movement in recent years. We 
have had huge demonstrations 
against austerity, against the 
privatisation of the NHS, and 
against our ruling class’ bloody 
role in imperialism abroad. We 
have seen the biggest co-ordi-
nated strikes in living memory. 

However, the struggle needs 
to be bigger, broader, and 

more political. We need to not 
only make the case against 
capitalism, but put forward the 
inspiring case for socialism in 
the trade union movement and 
in our communities. 

We have just over six 
months until the next general 
election when we will have a 
chance to vote this hellish gov-
ernment out of office. If they 
win another term in office we 
will be giving them the time 
and energy to further break 
our class and our communi-
ties, utterly destroy the NHS 
and welfare state, and pass 

laws which further shackle our 
trade unions. 

However we can take 
nothing for granted. With the 
Labour Party set to carry on 
Tory austerity policies, we 
know that merely voting them 
into government will change 
very little. Communists and 
left-wing forces need to work 
as hard as they can not only 
building the trade union and 
labour movement, but drawing 
it to the left.

The People’s Assembly will 
play an important role in this 
struggle. We need to utilise 
its ability to draw together 
different trade unions and 
community groups. If we sup-
port and develop it properly, 
the People’s Assembly will have 
the power to draw together 
the increasingly popular but 
isolated and ignored views 
against austerity. It has the 
potential to ensure that this 
government and subsequent 
governments will be forced to 
listen to its demand for change 
in the favour of working class 
people.

We are marching not just 
for a pay rise but to send this 
government a message that we 
want an end to austerity and 
the destruction of our welfare 
state. 

We don’t just need a pay rise. 
We need to nationalise key 
assets like transport, utilities 
and the Royal Mail. We need 
our welfare state strengthened 
and extended, and to reverse 
the NHS sell off. We need a 
massive extension in social 
housing schemes, and an end to 
slum private landlords charg-
ing extortionate rents. We 
need education to be free and 
accessible to all, not just the 
preserve of the rich. We need 
to see the end of Trident, the 
end of Nato and the end of our 
role as the lapdog of US impe-
rialism. We need our collective 
bargaining rights restored so 
that our trade unions can fight 
fairly a pose a serious challenge 
to the power of capital. 

Only working class unity can 
achieve these goals.

IT’S MORE THAN JUST A PAY RISE
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The 146th Trade Union Con-
gress took place in Liverpool. 
The city of the 1911 general 
strike where naval ships were 
dispatched to the Mersey and 
troops fired upon pickets.

In 2009 a fantastic delega-
tion of Hillsborough justice 
campaigners encouraged Tony 
Woodley of Unite to tear up a 
copy of the Sun on stage. Even 
though, like then, a general 
election is due next year, the 
presence of a Tory government 
seemed to dull the chance of a 
repeat of that excitement this 
year.

What a city to hold the 
event in! Liverpool is a union 
town. I enjoyed walking down 
to the Albert Dock every day 
and looking across the river at 
the Cammell Laird ship yards 
over in Birkenhead where my 
granddad worked. The TUC is 
a big corporate event and was 
held in the big corporate con-
vention centre on the river.

The heroic Doncaster care 
workers were out in force col-
lecting money for their contin-
ued strike action. It took a lot 
of pleading to allow them into 
the hall where they were met 
by applause, but Unison didn’t 
seem particularly interested 
in allowing them to address 
congress.

The bulk of the motions 
comprised of condemnation 
of attacks on the public sector. 
Teachers, local government, 
health workers, and fire fight-
ers outlined the misery of cuts 
and how people have died as 
a result of decisions taken by 
this government.

The only really interesting 

motion that provoked any dis-
agreement (despite the presi-
dent asking about the right to 
reply after every motion even 
when the only speakers were 
the proposer and seconder) 
was motion 78.

This was the Trades Union 
Councils Conference motion, 
which simply asked for mo-
tion 75 passed last year to be 
implemented in full.

One of Bob Crow’s last ever 
motions asked for a delegate 
from the Trades Union Coun-
cils Conference to be allowed 
to pass the conference’s mo-
tion. This was passed at TUC 
2013 but the TUC ceremoni-
ously decided they wouldn’t 
enact all of it.

The TUC had reserva-
tions about the Trades Union 
Councils’ Conference delegate 
passing the motion. Now I 
didn’t go as a delegate but 
managed to second motion 70 
on a Young Workers Organis-
ing Strategy so I can’t see why 
they have a problem.

The vote was relatively 
close with the GMB doing 
a dirty and voting against 
despite suggesting otherwise 
previously. Once again de-
spite all the crocodile tears, 
some delegates who profess 
to mourn Bob Crow stand 
against almost everything he 
ever stood for.

Another motion, proposed 
by RMT president Peter 
Pinkney, called for an immedi-
ate ceasefire in Ukraine and 
condemned British involve-
ment in the conflict. Despite 
the murder of our comrades 
including more than 30 

killed at the burning of the 
Odessa Trade Unions House, 
some delegates were against 
the motion. Matt Wrack of the 
Fire Brigades Union urged del-
egates to oppose the ceasefire 
call because the motion failed 
to condemn “Russian impe-
rialism.” Thankfully delegates 
passed the motion.

Guest speakers included 
Reiner Hoffman, president 
of the German DGB who 
outlined the benefits of social 
partnership that has seen 
German wages stagnate and 
effective trade unionism dimin-
ish wherever it poisons.

Angela Eagle MP made a 
speech that apart from pledg-
ing to end the bedroom tax 
was fairly noncommittal on 
any real policies. Her father 
received a TUC gold badge, 
presumably because his daugh-
ter is a Labour MP.

Shadow business minister 
Chuka Umunna did his very 
best Tony Blair impression 
complete with polished stanc-
es and ‘End of History’ stuff 
about accepting that globalisa-
tion means lower wages and 
worse conditions that really 
was just so 1990s!

Mark Carney, the Canadian 
governor of the Bank of Eng-
land, also addressed Congress. 
Half the delegates were asleep 
or absent during his speech 
which largely congratulated us 
for our responsible attitude 
towards austerity — ie our 
inability or unwillingness to 
mount any form or resistance.

When the enemy says you 
have done good, you ain’t done 
good!

I told delegates 
to look around 
themselves 
and see wooly 
mammoths and 
sabe toothed 
tigers because 
we are in 
danger of going 
extinct

TIME TO BRING 
YOUNG WORKERS 
TO THE FORE
GEORGE WATERHOUSE reports on this year’s Trade Union Congress
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Miami Five victim of US 
pro-terrorism policy René 
González was due to address 
Congress in person but the 
government refused him a 
visa. Instead he sent us a video 
message from Portugal. Con-
gress later passed a motion 
condemning the government.

One very welcome develop-
ment over the past few years 
at the TUC has been the adop-
tion of a policy of solidarity 
with Cuba, even if they have to 
be bribed with Havana Club 
cocktails at the Cuba Solidarity 
Campaign fringe meeting!

In another video message 
the Colombian trade union 
leader Huber Ballesteros ad-
dressed Congress in a tape 
smuggled out of a fascist 
prison. He highlighted the 
murderous policy the US’s 
number one South American 
ally has in regards to trade 
unions and political opposition. 
All in all, the speakers in per-
son were pretty awful but the 
video messages were pretty 
inspirational.

Stalls included Trade Union 
Friends of Israel which, in light 
of recent events, is a disgrace. 
Communication Workers Un-
ion rep Zesh Aslam, who won 
the TUC organising award, was 
horrified at his first time at 
Congress to see the stall. He 
wore a Palestinian flag scarf in 
protest when he went up for 
his award.

I was honoured to win the 
Congress award for youth and 
to second motion 70, which 
called for a strategy to be 
drawn up to organise young 
workers.

To actually consult young 
trade unionists who have expe-
rience in the kinds of casualised 
workplaces many young people 
find themselves in. Every year 
lip service is paid to the de-
mographic problem of an aging 
trade union membership but 
nothing is done about it.

A third of trade union 
members are over the age of 
50, just 20 years ago this was 
only a quarter. I told delegates 
to look around themselves and 
see woolly mammoths and sa-
bre toothed tigers because we 
are in danger of going extinct.

There are unorganised 
workplaces out there where 
no-one even knows what a 
union is, but for me what is 
also worrying is that even in 

some of the best organised 
workplaces like on the railway 
there are branches where the 
regular attendees and work-
places where the reps are 
coming up to retirement and 
there are not many people 
ready to take over.

We are facing a huge 
problem. Antony Curley of 
Unite, who moved the mo-
tion, asked delegates to raise 
their hands if they were under 
30, barely five or six hands 
went up. Curley also brought 
to the attention of congress 
that the caterers working at 
the convention centre were 
unorganised agency workers 
on minimum wage and that he 

intended to go and sign them 
up to his union.

The North West TUC 
young workers committee has 
recently reformed and intends 
to try to reverse this trend. 
We need more young people 
to get active in the movement 
and to sign up your work-
mates. Unless we fight for a 
better world we’ll continue to 
suffer a worse one.

GEORGE WATERHOUSE 
is a Train Guard, North 

West delegate on the RMT 
Young Member Advisory 

Committee and winner of 
the 2014 Congress Award 
for Youth and former YCL 

general secretary

pic: Spaztacular/
Creative  
Commons

Liverpool is a bustling city with a proud union history
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Social identity theory argues 
that society is split into a 
countless number of different 
groups, each with their own 
identities.

We assimilate ourselves into 
one or several of these groups 
based on something we share 
in common and take on the 
identity of that group. Henri 
Tajfel, the founding father of 
social identity theory, suggested 
that being a part of a group is 
an important source of pride 
and self-esteem and that they 
allow us to feel that we belong 
somewhere in the social world.

In order to maintain this, we 
magnify the status of the group 
to which we belong. To do that, 
we create a negative image of all 
other groups and discriminate 
against them, often violently. 
From boys games getting out 
of hand to mass genocide, from 
football violence in the 1970s to 
the Hutus and Tutsis in Rwanda.

And yet, the most important 
group conflict to the his-
tory, present day and future of 
mankind is maintained through 
a much more subtle means of 
discrimination. The conflict I 
am referring to is of course the 
conflict between the classes. The 
means? Language. Not name call-
ing, abusive words, swearing etc. 
but the everyday language people 
use without even thinking about 
it to communicate with others. 

Have you ever wondered 
why doctors might talk about 
“rhinosinusitis” when all they’re 
really saying is “the common 
cold?” Or why a judge might 
say “mens rea” when “guilty 
mind” is just as effective? Each 
group has its own jargon and 
those who do not understand 

are excluded and even made to 
feel stupid and worthless. 

It is the system that encour-
ages this use of language as a 
barrier through the education 
system in order to divide the 
working class. If we are to 
smash the system, we need to 
smash this barrier too.

As communists, our aim is 
to unite the working class. We 
must avoid using political jargon 
that is not commonly under-
stood. This is fundamental in 
the recruitment process and on 
street level — how can we help 
a fellow brother or sister in un-
derstanding the political world 
if we are bombarding them 
with complex and confusing 
terms for concepts they have 
full capacity for understanding?

All this will surely achieve is 
making them feel out of their 
depth or not clever enough 
to understand politics. In all 
honesty, when I first ever 
heard the term “dialectical and 
historical materialism” my 
brain wanted to implode. 

Something we have 
to accept is that a 
large percentage of 
the people we are trying to 
attract will come from poorly 
educated backgrounds. This 
certainly does not mean that 
they do not have the capacity 
to understand political theory 
but rather reinforces the fact 
that we cannot afford to ex-
clude potential driving forces. 

So what can we do? On a 
practical level, we should take all 
of the above into consideration 
when producing party propa-
ganda. It may even be worth 
translating popular pamphlets 
(such as Marx’s Wage, Labour 

and Capital) into mod-
ern, layman’s English to 
make them easier to un-
derstand. More importantly, 
we need to have open and 
clear discussions with not only 
potential members, but anyone 
who shows an interest in gaining 
political knowledge. 

How language 
divides us
LAURA JANE-ROSSINGTON says class conflict is 
more than just a phrase we use

pic: Mosman 
Council/ 
Creative  
Commons



NATO

21

INDEPENDENCE 
FROM NATO

RYAN BOYLE on why Britain 
needs to get out of the  
antiquated imperialist bloc

As Nato marks its 65th year, 
we should reflect on its most 
recent motivations and machi-
nations after its leaders met in 
Newport, Wales. Amid much 
fanfare and counter-protest, 
state leaders and senior mili-
tary figures debated the organ-
isations strategic interests and 

aims throughout the world.
For an organisation set up 

as a supposed mutual self-
defence pact against Soviet ex-
pansionism, it has spectacularly 
outgrown its original mandate. 
It has engaged in operations 
throughout the world, such as 
in Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Iraq 

and Libya. It became apparent, 
not long after its creation, that 
it was a tool of US foreign 
policy.

Throughout the 1950s and 
well in to the Cold War, Nato 
was used to pressurise and 
provoke the Soviet Union, 
with military bases in close 

proximity to its borders and 
well within range of its cities 
and towns. After the disso-
lution of the Soviet Union, 
rather than winding up, Nato 
rapidly expanded throughout 
Europe. Twelve former Warsaw 
Pact states are now members, 
with forward military bases in 
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Georgia, Tajikistan, Kyrgyzstan 
and Azerbaijann. The alliance 
which began with 12 members 
has by now expanded to 28.

Why does an organisation 
originally set up to encircle the 
Soviet Union still exist?

Today, the influence of 
Nato and the EU has signifi-
cantly contributed to events 
in Ukraine and heightened 
tensions with Russia, who 
again feel the organisation is 
attempting to surround and 
isolate them.

Neo-Nazi militias operate in 
the Kiev government with the 
backing of both organisations 
and provocations from Nato 
training exercises near the 
Russian border do nothing but 
exacerbate and already highly 
strung situation. 

The strengthening of the 
relationship between Nato 
and the EU is reflected in the 
militarisation programme con-
tained within the 2007 Lisbon 
Treaty. Nato itself has plans for 
a European “missile defence” 
plan in Eastern Europe which 
gives it the capability to attack 
Russia without fear of effec-
tive retaliation and also puts it 
within range of China.

The geopolitical ramifica-
tions of Nato compounds 
the claim that it is a tool of 
US foreign policy, ignoring 
UN mandates whenever they 
conflict with the interests of 
Washington. For example, the 
US trade embargo on Cuba 
and Israel’s occupation of 
Palestine.

The West is all too aware of 
the growing power of the East 
and uses organisations such 
as Nato in a bid to curb any 
transition of power and global 
influence. While the US is in 
relative decline, a resurgent 
Russia and the economic might 
of China begin to challenge 
their hegemony.

Nato offers the US govern-
ment a convenient excuse 
to call on the military power 
of other allied nations when 
the US public find the use of 
their own troops unpalatable. 
It is this that underlines the 
entire purpose of Nato — US 
imperialism.

It is useful to look at the 
recent past and the thinking of 
US policy analysts. In an article 
in the International Herald 
Tribune of March 9 1992, 

Patrick Tyler of the New York 
Times outlined a document 
on the new strategy of US de-
fence secretary Dick Cheney.

Tyler wrote that “the clas-
sified document makes the 
case for a world dominated 
by one superpower, whose 
position can be perpetuated 
by constructive behaviour and 
sufficient military might to 
deter any nation or group of 
nations from challenging US 
primacy.”

Author of this strategy, 
Paul Wolfowitz, an architect 
of the Iraq War, also stated 
that “We [the United States] 
must seek to prevent the 
emergence of European-only 
security arrangements which 
would undermine Nato.” It 
highlights the level of control 
and influence US foreign policy 
has on the European continent 
and the method in which they 
attempt to remain the singular 
superpower.

Rather than promoting 
a more peaceful world, the 
existence of Nato makes such 
a realisation harder to achieve 
and is the greatest impediment 
to the elimination of nuclear 
weapons. The combined pow-

ers within Nato account for 
more than 70 per cent of 
global military spending which 
it regularly deploys to global 
hotspots, increasing tensions 
and destabilising whichever 
region it finds itself in — as 
events in Ukraine currently 
attest. 

While regularly undermin-
ing the UN, and now brazenly 
engaging in conflicts well out-
side of its original remit, the 
organisation can arguably be 
considered the world’s single 
biggest threat to peace and 
stability. 

Communists in Britain have 
long called for withdrawal 
from Nato and the EU in 
order to pursue an independ-
ent foreign and defence policy 
which rejects military aggres-
sion and nuclear weapons. We 
must work alongside all pro-
gressive organisations in high-
lighting its true nature as the 
military wing of finance capital 
and opposing its influence 
wherever it may be. Unless 
the seemingly never-ending 
expansion of the organisation 
is halted, Nato will continue to 
be a driver of war and social 
conflict the world over.

Nato secretary-general Anders Fogh Rasmussen pics: Nato 
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Behind the closed doors and 
in the ghostly hallways of 
Washington and Brussels a 
trade deal, lethal for worker’s 
rights and jobs and public 
services, is being negotiated 
with little or no consultation 
with the peoples of Europe or 
the United States.  

The Transatlantic Trade Invest-
ment Partnership is a free trade 
agreement being negotiated 
between two key imperialist 
powers of the Western world.

Negotiations began in 2013 
and TTIP is designed to cut 
away so-called ‘red tape ’that 
the World Trade Organisation, 
couldn’t cut through.  Cham-
pions of the deal boast that it 
will save £120 billion a year and 
bring in 0.5 per cent growth to 
Eurozone economies.  However,  
any socialist and trade unionist 
worth their salt should know 
that when the capitalist class 
starts talking ‘red tape’ that that 
is a death knell for health and 
safety and conditions at work, as 
well as to workers’ wages.  

Indeed, Unite recognised 
these and other threats, when 
it adopted a resolution at its 
congress earlier this year call-
ing on widespread opposition 
to the trade agreement which 
is a direct threat to social, 
working and environmental 
standards across Europe and 
the US, such is the level of 
deregulation involved.

As well as threatening 
people’s rights in work and the 
environment, TTIP threatens 
what is left of democracy under 
capitalism with the inclusion of 
the investor-state dispute clause.

This clause allows any would-
be investor to sue a govern-

ment if the investor feels they 
are being blocked from making 
profit. These disputes would be 
settled in closed, international 
and “independent courts” led 
by business “experts”. 

The reasons this is bad for 
democracy should be clear. If a 
government comes to power 
with a policy of public owner-
ship of industry, energy and 
transport, this agenda is directly 
threatened by TTIP.  The capital-
ist hawks looking to profit 
from public services can sue 

the democratically elected and 
sovereign government, on the 
grounds of “harming profits”.  

What’s more, is the fact that 
in the event of two bids for 
a public service, the investor-
state dispute clause allows the 
losing bidder to sue the gov-
ernment on the same grounds. 
The inclusion of this clause has 
already alarmed the govern-
ments of France and Germany 
who want public consultation 
it is allowed in the treaty.

The danger with opposi-

tion to TTIP is that campaign-
ers and political parties are 
setting the bar far too low. 
At present there any many 
campaigns looking to exclude 
the National Health Service 
and other basic services from 
the deal, and the Labour party 
have pledged to ask that the 
NHS be protected from this 
deal.

However, it is clear that TTIP 
is about far more than public 
services, but is aimed at driving 
down wages and conditions at 
work so as to boost profits. 

There has already begun a 
softening up of any resistance 
to TTIP both in and out of the 
workplace.  The so-called “gag-
ging law” which was passed 
earlier in September directly 
attacks trade union and char-
ity campaigning rights. The 
introduction and widespread 
use of zero-hours contracts in 
all sectors of the economy are 
deliberate ploys to casualise 
work and break up collec-
tive positions and hard-fought 
terms of trade unions, as well 
as trampling over already wa-
tered down law at trade union 
level, such as the working time 
directive.

Consequently, trade union-
ists and progressives should 
be wary of falling for caveat 
promises from the ruling class 
surrounding the NHS, which 
are designed to appease op-
position. 

The Transatlantic Trade 
Investment Partnership should 
be unconditionally opposed 
along with any other form of 
privatisation that seeks to de-
stroy wages, health and safety  
and environmental standards.

WHY WE MUST 
OPPOSE TTIP
Whatever concessions we might ‘win,’ TTIP is an anti-democratic  
attack on public services, warns CALUM BAIRD

TTIP aims to crush democratic control
pic: World Development Movement/Creative Commons
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Pope Francis — the 77-year-old 
leader of the Catholic Church 
— has in recent articles and 
interviews labelled communists 
as closet Christians. 

The pontiff says that com-
munists have stolen the flag of 
Christians, the poor. Poverty 
is the centre of the Gospel 
according to the Pope. The role 
of Christians is to help the poor, 
sick and the needy and these 
are represented by the work-
ing class for which communists 
fight for on a daily basis. 

Communists have appropri-
ated the Gospel’s central focus 
on poverty. Referring to Biblical 
passages about the need to 
help the poor, the sick 
and the needy, the 
Pope says: “Com-
munists say that 
all this is com-
munism. Sure, 
twenty centuries 
later. So when 
they speak, one 
can say to them: 
‘but then you 
are Christian’.”

The Pope’s strong condem-
nation of income inequality 
and free markets shows how 
much has changed in the Cath-
olic Church since the Cold 
War, from being anti-Commu-
nist to being anti-Capitalist. 

Pope Francis’s continued 
criticisms of unbridled capital-
ism have prompted many to 
label him a Marxist. For many 
he sounds like a Leninist when 
he criticise capitalism and calls 
for radical economic reform. 

Since his election in March 
2013, Pope Francis has often 

attacked the global econom-
ic system as being 

insensitive to the poor and not 
doing enough to share wealth 
with those who need it most.

Pope Francis calls on 
“greedy” bankers to establish a 
stricter ethical code, and stop 
getting rich through financial 
market speculation. He is 
against the practice of hedging 
as ‘intolerable’ equating it to 
stealing food from the poor.

“It is increasingly intoler-
able that financial markets are 
shaping the destiny of people 
rather than serving their 
needs, or that the few derive 
immense wealth from financial 
speculation while the many 
are deeply burdened by the 
consequences,” the pope told 
an investors’ ethics seminar at 
the Vatican. 

Specifically, Francis denounc-
es the practice of betting on 
the price of commodities such 
as corn, meat, and rice, which 
can drive up food prices and 
trigger periods of starvation in 
some parts of the world. 

“Speculation on food prices 
is a scandal which seriously 
compromises access to 
food on the part 
of the 

poorest members of our hu-
man family,” the Pope said. 

He calls for an end to this 
“scandal” and says that finance 
institutions should serve the 
interests of all mankind, and 
not just wealthy and privileged 
individuals. 

Pope Francis has been more 
vocal than any other pontiff on 
the modern superstructure of 
wealth, which in his first major 
published work as a Pope, The 
Joy of the Gospel, he slammed 
as a “new tyranny” and called 
on the rich to share their 
wealth.

In the same work he equat-
ed not sharing wealth with the 
poor to stealing. 

Pope Francis has repeatedly 
cited the pitfalls of capitalism, 
decrying global income in-
equality and equat-
ing low-wage 
labour to a 
form of 
slav-
ery. 

IS HE A CLOSET 
COMMUNIST?

XX24

OJ FOURIE examines Pope Francis’s left credentials
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Disparity in wealth means less 
opportunity and less freedom 
for people at the bottom of 
the socio-economic scale.

In 2013, the Pope issued his 
first “apostolic exhortation,” 
declaring a new enemy for the 
Catholic Church: modern capital-
ism. He couldn’t be much clearer. 
The Pope has taken a firm politi-
cal stance against right-leaning, 
pro-free market economic 
policies, and his condemnation 
appears to be largely pointed at 
Europe and the United States. 
His explicit reference to “trickle-
down” economic policies is 
just the beginning: throughout 
224 pages on the future of the 
Church, he condemns income in-
equality, “the culture of prosper-
ity,” and “a financial system which 
rules rather than serves.”

Taken in the context of the 
last half-century of Roman Ca-
tholicism, this is a radical move. 
Fifty years ago, Church leaders 
quietly declared a very different 
economic enemy: communism.

But Pope Francis’s com-
munitarian, populist message 
shows just how far the Church 
has shifted in five decades and 
how thoroughly capitalism has 
displaced communism as a 
monolithic political philosophy.

Pope Francis says, the global 
economy needs more govern-
ment control; an argument 
that would have been unthink-
able for a pope just 50 years 
ago. The Pope indicates that 
it is vital that government lead-
ers and financial leaders take 
heed and broaden their hori-
zons, working to ensure that 
all citizens have dignified work, 
education and healthcare.

Chris Hani, general secretary 
of the South African Communist 
Party from 1991 until his assas-
sination in 1993, defined social-
ism as: “not about big con cepts 
and heavy theory. Socialism is 
about decent shelter for those 
who are homeless. It is about 
water for those who have no 
safe drinking water. It is about 
quality healthcare for all, it is 
about a life of dignity for the old. 
It is about overcoming the huge 
divide between urban and ru ral 
areas. It is about a decent educa-
tion for all our people.”

“How can it be that it is not 
a news item when an eld-
erly homeless person dies of 
exposure, but it is news when 
the stock market loses two 

points?” Pope Francis asked an 
audience at the Vatican. 

He has called for better poli-
ticians to heal the scars that 
capitalism made on society. 

In May of this year, Pope 
Francis delivered a power-
ful boost of support to the 
Palestinians during a Holy Land 
pilgrimage, repeatedly backing 
their statehood aspirations, 
praying solemnly at Israel’s 
controversial separation bar-
rier and calling the stalemate 
in peace efforts “unaccept-
able.” While the Pope mingled 
warmly with his Israeli hosts, 
his trip to Bethlehem included 
powerful images as he ex-
pressed sympathy and solidar-
ity with the Palestinians.

“I am with you,” he told 
a group of Palestinian chil-
dren at a stop in Bethlehem’s 
Deheishe refugee camp. He 
also held a private lunch with 
five Palestinian families who 
say they have been harmed by 
Israeli policies.

In its official programme, the 
Vatican referred to President 
Mahmoud Abbas as the presi-
dent of the “state of Palestine,” 
and his Bethlehem office as 
the “presidential palace.” He 
pointedly called Abbas a “man 
of peace.” Standing alongside 
Abbas at a welcome ceremony, 
Pope Francis declared: “The 
time has come to put an end to 
this situation, which has become 
increasingly unacceptable.”

He said both sides needed to 
make sacrifices to create two 
states, with internationally recog-
nised borders, based on mutual 
security and rights for everyone. 
He urged both sides to refrain 
from any actions that would 
derail peace. He called for a “just 
and lasting solution” so that 
Israelis and Palestinians may live 
in peace. He said Israel deserves 

peace and security “within inter-
nationally recognised borders,” 
while the Palestinians have a 
“right to live with dignity and 
with freedom of movement” in 
their own homeland.

The YCL South Africa have 
continuously criticised apart-
heid Israel in their inhumane 
dealings with the people of 
Palestine and call for an inde-
pendent state of Palestine. 

The SACP indicated the fol-
lowing in a press statement that 
was released on 23rd Septem-
ber 2011: “We reaffirm our 
long-held view for an independ-
ent, viable, sovereign Palestinian 
state within the 1967 borders 
with Jerusalem as its capital. The 
SACP calls for widespread sup-
port of this position by all our 
people, the working class and 
the poor, to end the apartheid 
bloodshed; the psychotic Zion-
ist settler activity and more 
towards ending a manifestly 
sustained political and economic 
warfare against Palestine.”

In Israel: Apartheid, expan-
sionist colonialism of a special 
type, SACP spokesperson Alex 
Mashilo writes: “Drawing from 
the South African lesson, the key 
question in view of all of these 
as we proceed, is how we would 
today characterise Israel, its oc-
cupation of Palestinian territories 
and relationship to the Palestin-
ian people. There is no doubt Is-
rael is a Zionist apartheid state.”

Pope Francis refers to Com-
munists as closet Christians 
because of what they believe 
in and for what they stand for. 
Noting what the Pope has ex-
pressed on issues of capitalism 
and Palestine, its maybe just 
right that we can refer to the 
Pope as a closet Communist.

OJ Fourie a member  
of the YCLSA  

national committee

“It is 
increasingly 
intolerable 
that financial 
markets are 
shaping the 
destiny of 
people rather 
than serving 
their needs”

XX25



Discussion involving YCL 
members may often turn to 
the sort of music we may or 
man not consider revolu-
tionary.

Whether it’s Paul 
Robeson or Public 
Enemy, we search for 
the most progressive 
artforms, whether 
in the lyrics or the 
ideology of the indi-
viduals involved.

What we some-
times forget, howev-
er, is that music itself 
has the potential to 
be revolutionary, a 

relationship which may partly 
be separate from the 

character of the artist. 
Stravinsky, in partic-
ular, comes to mind 
as an example of a 
composer who de-
spite his fanatical 
right-wing views 
and flirtations 
with Italian 
fascist dictator 
Mussolini wrote 
what might be 
called innova-
tive and mod-
ernist music, the 
likes of which 

were previously 
unheard of.

Neverthe-
less, the greatest 
works are those 

in which we see 
a revolutionary 

artist at the peak 
of his revolutionary 

output, both in terms of 
the music and the ideas 
behind it.

And such a marriage 

of ideas was on evidence at a 
good performance by the Lon-
don Philarmonic Orchestra of 
Beethoven’s Third Symphony, a 
monumental piece marking the 
start of the maturing com-
poser’s middle period.

Musically speaking, the pe-
riod was distinguished by sev-
eral features such as lengthy 
symphonies and a shifting away 
from the classicism of the pre-
vious generation by (aggres-
sively) collating and using all 
of the tools at a late-classical 
composer’s disposal.

The symphony’s first move-
ment alone is of comparable 
length to the entirety of most 
previous symphonies and, 
although this may not seem 
particularly insightful, its length 
was part of what gave this 
piece its colossal, ground-
breaking and sometimes 
incomprehensible feel at the 
time.

Of course hour-long sym-
phonies have for about 200 
years been the norm, but what 
is revolutionary by our stand-
ards does not always coincide 
with what was revolutionary at 
the start of the 19th century.

It is in this vein that we can 
also analyse the purpose for 
which this piece was writ-
ten — the French Revolution 
of 1789, and more precisely 
in dedication to Napoleon 
Bonaparte.

At the time of composi-
tion in late 1803 Beethoven 
saw the French leader as the 
embodiment of the ideals of 
the French bourgeois revolu-
tion which championed the lib-
erty of the then revolutionary 
bourgeoisie and the political 
and social upheaval it sought.

After Napoleon declared 
himself Emperor of the French 
in 1804, Beethoven changed 

A revolution in 
sound Beethoven’s Symphony 3 shows the  

potential for upheaval innate in music

REVOLUTION IN SOUND
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the preface explicitly dedicating 
Napoleon to the more vague 
“composta per festeggiare il 
sovvenire di un grand Uomo,” 
or “composed to honour the 
memory of a great man.”

The composer recognised 
that in doing so, a figure who 
had previously been consid-
ered revolutionary had now 
become a tyrant, abandoning 
any ideals previously held. That 
said, he was astute and mature 
enough in his decision to not 
react in a knee-jerk fashion by 
dismissing anything that Napo-
leon had once stood for, and 
recognised that he had once 
been great.

Played with characteristic at-
tention to detail, the LPO con-
ducted by Vladimir Jurowski, 
(grandson of soviet film score 
composer and prominent 
member of the Jewish Anti-
Fascist Committee, Vladimir 
Michailovich Jurowski), does 
its best on the other hand not 
to lose sight of the triumphant 
whole vision of the symphony.

The vivacious nature of the 
first movement allegro con 
brio is done justice through-
out, and despite its energy 
there is an atmosphere of 
slight tension. At this point we 
are introduced to the memo-

rable and singable melody, a 
theme which we will later 
recognise in the fourth move-
ment.

The brilliance of the 
performance, and what we 
recognise to be the most 
revolutionary aspect of the 
symphony is at show in the 
next three movements.

The marcia funebre, or 
funeral march, second move-
ment has been described as a 
movement full of despair and 
gloom, and holds its own as 
one of the most emotive mo-
ments of the late-classical and 
romantic repertoire.

The performance is slow 
and achingly drawn out in or-
der to maximise the emotion 
present on the score. 

The pain of the funeral 
march is countered by a near 
forced optimism in the per-
formance of the already light 
scherzo, before the final return 
of the themes present in the 
first movement.

It is this fourth movement 
which really gives us an indica-
tion of a revolutionary piece, 
which despite its initial tension 
comes through shrouded in 
courage and triumph — that is 
to say the real expression of a 
real revolution.

Poetry 
Corner
Vladimir  
Mayakovsky

The once-revolutionary Napoleon appointed 
himself emperor in 1804

Beat the squares with the tramp of rebels!
Higher, rangers of haughty heads!
We'll wash the world with a second deluge, 
Now’s the hour whose coming it dreads.
Too slow, the wagon of years,
The oxen of days — too glum.
Our god is the god of speed,
Our heart — our battle drum.
Is there a gold diviner than ours/
What wasp of a bullet us can sting?
Songs are our weapons, our power of powers,
Our gold — our voices — just hear us sing!
Meadow, lie green on the earth!
With silk our days for us line!
Rainbow, give color and girth
To the fleet-foot steeds of time.
The heavens grudge us their starry glamour.
Bah! Without it our songs can thrive.
Hey there, Ursus Major, clamour
For us to be taken to heaven alive!
Sing, of delight drink deep,
Drain spring by cups, not by thimbles.
Heart step up your beat!
Our breasts be the brass of cymbals.

Vladimir Mayakovsky (1893-1930) was a poet born in the 
small Georgian village of Bagdadi, then part of the Russian 
Empire and renamed after its most famous son between 
1940 and 1990.
Mayakovsky had already started working with the lo-
cal Social Democrats by the 1905 Revolution, joining the 
Bolshevik faction when he moved to Moscow a couple of 
years later.
He did propaganda work for the party until his arrest in 
1908, which resulted in an 11-month imprisonment.
After imbibing culture aplenty inside prison he became one 
of the most visible members of the Russian artistic scene.
Mayakovsky embraced the October Revolution, putting his 
talents at the service of the nascent state.
He began to find faults with the Soviet system, writing 
The Bedbug, a 1928 play criticising the years of the New 
Economic Policy while holding out hope for a communist 
future.
He went further in The Bathhouse two years later — origi-
nally falling foul of the censors, a reworked version was 
critically panned.
He shot himself in 1930, though the circumstances of his 
death are disputed.
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Going to see Pride I was mind-
ful to approach it with a bit of 
pessimism. This isn't a character-
istic cinema-going habit of mine 
I might add! I had no doubt that 
narrative presented in the film 
would be overwhelming positive 
and feel-good. 

It was because I was aware 
the film's main character is Mark 
Ashton, general secretary of the 
YCL between 1985 and 1987. So, 
approaching the film I was con-
scious that I might encounter the 
usual hallmarks of mainstream 
depictions of our ideology, our 
movement and its personalities – 
depoliticisation, distortion etc.

My mind was quickly put to 
rest however. Not that depo-
liticisation is absent from Pride, 
far from it – it would be my 
main criticism. It still stands as a 
fantastic film purely in terms of 
its comedy and drama, but also 
in its powerful discussion of 
themes relating to LGBT rights.

The film is depiction of the 
true story of the Lesbian and 

Gays Support the Miners cam-
paign active during the Miners' 
Strike 1984-85.

Mark Ashton (Ben Schnetzer) 
leads a group of LGBT activists 
who begin collecting money for 
the miners. Initially Mark's plan 
is met with hostility by many of 
his friends – many pointing to 
rampant homophobia amongst 
the miners. This is overcome 
by Ashton calling for solidarity, 
pointing out their enemies were 
the same – Thatcher's govern-
ment and the capitalist media.

Although this would be stir-
ring in itself it's hard to believe 
that Ashton would not have 
had a broader Marxist analysis 
– pointing out working class 
solidarity as key. Further, and 
not to say that their motives 
were in anyway disingenuous or 
that they sought to “use” the 
miners for their own ends, the 
film seems to overlook LGSM's 
clear political strategy.

Supporting the Miners Strike 
also went hand in hand with an 

effort to win the labour move-
ment for LGBT rights and put 
sexual liberation and HIV/Aids 
treatment on the agenda. Indeed 
this is something the narrative 
in the film seems to try to deny 
– it's just a nice ending that the 
National Union of Mineworkers 
(initially mistrustful of LGSM) 
block vote carried a motion on 
equal rights at the 1985 Labour 
Party conference.

All this being said it is still 
one of the best films I have 
seen this year. The scenes in-
volving LGSM visiting the small 
South Wales pit town they have 
been supporting are both hilari-
ous and moving, like so much 
of the film, in their analysis of 
sexuality and homophobia.

The concluding scenes are 
particularly inspiring – the true 
story of how South Wales min-
ers and their families journeyed 
to London to lead the city's 
1985 Pride march alongside 
LGSM. This instance of working 
class solidarity between the na-

tions of Britain was particularly 
moving for me living in post-
referendum Scotland!

As noted we can be disap-
pointed that scant reference is 
made to Mark being a YCLer or 
the communist foundations of his 
activism – you see a USSR flag in 
his room at the start, someone 
jeers him as a “Commie!”

That's it. It's not forgivable 
but it's understandable given 
that the production company 
wants to make money screen-
ing it in the US.

It's up to us to defend our 
history, our comrades and their 
legacies – and what a proud 
history we have as this film 
demonstrates!

Excellent performances from 
Bill Nighy, Paddy Considine, 
Dominic West, Andrew Scott, 
Imelda Staunton and many 
more. I would thoroughly 
recommend this film to anyone 
– it's sure to be a staple of YCL 
film screenings in future!

JOHNNIE HUNTER

A source of pride
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DAVID 
GROVE 
gives Am-
balavaner 
Sivanan-
dan’s When 
Memory 
Dies the thumbs up

“The British took away their 
past, the Sinhalese took away 
their future. All they have is 
the present. And that makes 
them dangerous.” With a few 
small changes, this profound 
comment on the Tamil Tigers 
could apply to rioters in 
English cities, and indeed to 
alienated young people the 
world over.

The words are spoken 
by one of the characters in 
Sivanandan’s novel When 
Memory Dies. This is the first 
book I’ve recommended by a 
writer from the third world, 
and the first by a living author. 
He was born in 1923, left Sri 
Lanka in 1958 and settled in 
England, becoming director of 
the Institute of Race Relations, 
which he helped to transform 
from an academic think-tank 
into a campaigning force 
against racism. 

The novel is a family saga 
stretching from the 1920s to 
the 1970s. In each of three 
generations the main protago-
nist is a boy experiencing all 
the joy and pain of growing up, 
of finding himself and his place 
in a changing society.

The heroes are all deeply 
opposed to communalism 
– basing identity on ethnic 
and religious grounds – and 
thus find their way to social-
ism. They stick to it despite 
betrayals by leaders, defeats by 
the state, the murder of loved 
ones. Sadly, those seeking 
national unity are marginalised 
by the bourgeois nationalist 
parties.

The reader needs some 
concentration to follow the 
comings and goings of many 
characters. But the effort is 
well worth while for the riches 
revealed. Because this novel is 

also a study in the strategy of 
divide-and-rule, its origins and 
its dire consequences. It is the 
background to the bloody civil 
war that ended in 2009 with 
the Sri Lankan government’s 
brutal military defeat of the 
Tamil freedom fighters. 

Siva knows and loves his is-
land country and all its people, 
whether Tamils or Sinhalese, 
Hindu, Buddhist, Muslim or 
Christian. 

He takes his characters 
on railway journeys through 
a variety of landscapes and 
weather. He describes the hard 
life of the small farmers, amel-
iorated by the ritual of family 
and religious festivals. Fam-
ily members working in the 
towns as clerks or railwaymen 
return to their rural roots on 
rare spells of leave. 

Siva weaves the personal and 
the political into a convinc-

ing pattern. One of the most 
telling incidents among many 
is when the socialists Saha and 
his half-brother Para visit a tea 
plantation to meet a prospec-
tive groom for one of their 
sisters. 

He is an overseer who 
identifies completely with the 
bosses. “They say that Mr Lip-
ton, who started as a grocer, 
is now a lord or a knight or 
something,” he says with ad-
miration. He shows them the 
overcrowded and insanitary 
huts provided for the workers. 
They are shocked by the con-
ditions, but he says smugly “It’s 
their karma. They don’t know 
any better.”

Thus differences between 
Tamils are manipulated by 
the exploiters. The overseer 
is a Tamil settled in what was 
then Ceylon; the tea pickers 
are Tamils too, but indentured 

labourers brought from India. 
Para drinks from the work-

ers’ tap and is rebuked by 
the overseer because it’s 
been used by untouchables. 
He stalks off in disgust. The 
overseer puts his hand on 
Saha’s shoulder and says: 
“Never mind, after all, he’s not 
your real brother, is he?” Saha 
shakes him off and says: “He 
will always be my brother, but 
you will never be my brother-
in-law.”

A character in Conrad’s 
novel Nostromo says that 
“for life to be large and full, it 
must contain the care of the 
past and of the future in every 
passing moment”. Sivanandan’s 
book vividly demonstrates the 
truth of this observation. We 
must know and cherish our 
past if we want to win a better 
future. We neglect history at 
our peril. 

Tea pickers in Sri 
Lanka
pic: Steenbergs/ 
Creative Commons



YOUNG COMMUNIST LEAGUE

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.



Climbing the hills to the Kinder Scout 
plateau, the YCL flying flags like those 
of Vietnam, Cuba and the International 

Brigade, I tried to imagine the experiences of 
those who struggled for the liberation of their 
own and other countries in harsh conditions.

Edale of course was nothing compared to the 
Sierra Maestra — but the immense camaraderie 
that those guerrillas shared whilst trekking the 
sweltering jungles of Cuba, the young commu-
nists of Britain would share amongst themselves 
beneath the deluges of the Peak District.

Finally surmounting the occasional mud, 
rocky crossings and wet boots from the night 
before, YCLers crowded around the top 
of the plateau for a snapshot that revealed 
damp clothes and tired faces, but most of all 
the good cheer that prevailed. 

Travelling along the heights of the vast pla-
teau and back down to Edale village for some 
well-earned grub, we admired the immense 
natural beauty of the moors — and could 
be thankful for the drizzling rain, which was 
clearly vital to the lush rolling hills.

Camp was not only an opportunity to 
meet and socialise with comrades from all 
around Britain, but also a golden opportunity 
for political education, given in dedicated 
workshops where everyone is encouraged to 
pitch in, and in casual chats between com-
rades in the morning at breakfast.

And over food, drink, ping-pong, and even set-
ting up and breaking camp we could hear about 
comrades’ efforts and resolutions to do more 
in their local area and nationally — of particular 
interest was learning about the issue of the in-
dependence referendum from the YCL Scottish 
delegation, producing some lively debates.

Saturday night, we filed into Edale Village 
Hall, raised the red flag of the Communist 
Party opposite the front door, and made 
ourselves otherwise at home. Once dinner 
was served we heard YCL general secretary 
Zoe Hennessy address us on the bright 
possibilities that lay before our organisation, 
then launched into a spirited rendition of 
the Internationale — left fists raised — and 
tucked in heartily.

YCL SUMMER
CAMP REPORT

with Robin Talbot



GIFT IDEAS!

To have your product featured contact starads@

peoples-press.com,  (020) 8525-6995

Every Saturday until Christmas the 
Morning Star will be featuring carefully 

selected gift ideas from socialist and 

left friendly retailers – perfect for the 

upcoming holiday season

All prices are correct at the time of print, enquiries about specific products 
should (when not directly sold by the Star)  be sent directly to the retailer, all 
stock is subject to availability. P&P rates may vary, please refer directly to the 
retailer’s T&Cs regarding refund and exchange policy

Classic work by Sid 
Brown lampooning 
the former PM
£15 + £2.50 p&p, 
Call (020) 8510-0815 to 
order, please allow 30 days 
for delivery

Thatcher 
poster

The Cause of 
Labour Christmas
Cards (x5)

£5 + p&p, Online: shop.
morningstaronline.co.uk
Call (020) 8510-0815

Christmas 
cards

Limited edition
prints of political
hero Tony Benn, drawn by 
trade union legend Ken 
Gill

£5 + p&p, available from William 
Rust House, 52 Beachy Road, London 
E3 2NS. Call (020) 8510-0815 

Gill & Benn

John Green’s 
history of Britain’s 

red progressives

£9 + p&p, available from 
William Rust House, 52 

Beachy Road, London E3 
2NS. Call (020) 8510-0815

Britain’s
Communists

Unique people’s 
history of the war 

written by three 
left newspapers

£1 + p&p, Online: shop.
morningstaronline.co.uk

Call (020) 8510-0815

Souvenir WWI
edition

People Not 
Bankers mug

Star logo with 
‘Peace and 

socialism since 
1930’ on back 

£5 + p&p, Call (020) 
8510-0815. Online: shop. 
morningstaronline.co.uk

Cast in heavy-duty 
enamel and metal 

£4 + p&p, available from William Rust 
House, 52 Beachy Road, 

London E3 2NS. 
Call (020) 

8510-0815

Star arc badge
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