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editorial
Dear Comrades, 
 
This is recently appointed Challenge Editor Johnnie Hunter welcoming you 
to the latest issue of Challenge. 

The big object on the political horizon for communists - and just about 
everyone else - is the coming General Election on May the 7th. This edition 
is brimming with information on the Communist Party campaigns taking 
place up and down the country. Most importantly this election finally gives 
us a chance to boot out the ConDem coalition which had proved more 
resilient than we imagined in 2010.
 
Sadly many of our own members will be denied a vote unlike during the 
Scottish independence referendum (p.9). The stakes are high with workers 
paying for this crisis through a mulitude of attacks (p.10) and the rich 
concentrating wealth and dodging tax on a scale never before seen (pp.12-
13).

While the Labour Party leadership have failed to the commit to the 
progressive policies which would see them win this election at a canter they 
remain the only option for removing the tories and lib-dems (pp.20-21).  We 
have no illusions about social-democracy in Britain or elsewhere (pp.6-8). 
This will give the movement a chance to rally and regroup to carry on the 
anti-austerity struggle after the 8th of May(p.21)

At the sametime the Communist Party, closely backed by the Young 
Communist League is fighting it’s most vigorous, visible and biggest General 
Election campaign in living memory (pp.16-17). We can be proud that two 
of our own Executive Committee members are standing on a Communist 
ticket (pp.18-19)! They walk on the shoulders of the giants of our own 
partys past (p.24-25) -  and lay the foundations for victories to come.

In Scotland and Wales the Partys candidates are working hard to put 
progressive federalism on the agenda (pp.22-23).
 
While you’re taking a break from organising and agitating during this 
election have a look at all the other great articles and reviews in this edition 
of Challenge!

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.

The Labour 
Party 
leadership
have failed 
to the 
commit 
to the 
progressive 
policies 
which would 
see them 
win this 
election at a 
canter

Johnnie 
Hunter
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The US-style party leader 
debates first introduced 
to Britain in the 2010 

General Election which featured 
Gordon Brown, David Cameron 
and Nick Clegg seem to be here 
to stay.

The first debate featured no 
less than seven leaders - Cam-
eron Conservative, Clegg Lib-
Dems, Miliband Labour, Sturgeon 
SNP,  Wood Plaid Cymru, Farage 
UKIP and Bennett Green.

Whilst this provided some 
interesting new dynamics it 
was generally quite chaotic. 
Miliband gunning for Cameron 
and Sturgeon eager to posture 
left of Miliband - these were the 
dominant trends.

While debate number one 
provided no out and out winner 
many media commentators 
tipped the buoyant Scottish First 
Minister as coming out on top.

Miliband,during the debate 
as well as in a series of other 
recent media appearances, 
seems to be managing to shift 
the awkward persona the right-
wing media have constructed for 
him. Cameron has refused to go 
one to one with Miliband in a 
televised debate.

Instead a second so called 
Challengers Debate, which 
featured neither the LibDems or 
the Tories, was held by the BBC. 

The main highlight of this affair 
was a frustrated Farage, angered 
by a lack of traction with his 
anti-immigrant rhetoric, blasting 
a ‘left-wing biased BBC audience’.

The Tories were keen to make 
news of an informal arrangement 
between the SNP and Labour 
in a hung Parliament after May 
the 7th - obviously considering 
it a potential vote winner. This is 
despite Miliband explicitly ruling 
out a coalition with Sturgeon, 
perhaps premature given current 
polls, but clearly Labour think it 
could be a potential vote loser.

The ability of Labour - or the 
Tories - to form a coalition will 
have important implications for 

the next 5 years, especially since 
the ConDem government was 
more resilient, lasting out its full 
term, than the left envisaged in 
2010.

At the same time the implica-
tions could be much farther 
reaching. if we have another 
hung Parliament. With the 
Greens expected to get 7% of 
the vote and UKIP 13% but only 
get 1 and (fortunately!) 0 seats 
respectively, the First Past the 
Post seems evermore archaic 
and corrupt than ever.

After avoiding the trap of AV 
this would hopefully give the left 
a chance to renew calls for full 
proportional representation.

in the news
The end of the two 
party system?

Communist Party organ-
ised pickets took place 
outside the US embassy in 

London and the US consulate in 
Edinburgh to protest against US 
government threats towards the 
democratically-elected govern-
ment of Venezuela.

Demonstrators called for an 
end to US sanctions and the 
scrapping of the US presidential 
decree naming Venezuela as a 
threat to US national security.

The demonstrations were held 
on the 19th of April to mark the 
international day of solidarity 
called by the CP of Venezuela.

London district secretary of 
the CP Stephen Johnson speaking 
at the event stated:

“The people of Venezuela have 
chosen a path of social liberation,” 
he went on to say:

“They are challenging the 
power of big business. They are 
resisting external exploitation. All 
progressive people have a duty to 
defend the democratic choice of 
the Venezuelan people.”

World with 
Venezuela

The now famous 3-way female leader hug
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The drooling West-
ern media was sorely 
disappointed to see 

the defeat of Hildebrando 
Chaviano and Yuniel Lopez 
self-professed dissidents in 
Cuban local elections. The two 
candidates hoped to win two 
of the 12,589 seats at stake 
in 168 municipal councils in 
two Havana wards for which 
they had been nominated by 
neighbourhood meetings.

Both acknowledged that 
they had no chance after 
preliminary results showed 
Mr Chaviano in last place of 
four candidates and one of Mr 
Lopez’s pro-government op-
ponents with twice his vote.

Mr Chaviano is a former 
lawyer turned self-styled 
independent journalist while 

Mr Lopez is a member of a 
dissident political party.

“The vote was clean. The 
people don’t want change,” 
said Mr Chaviano.

After the count was read 
out, the crowd shouted pro-
revolutionary slogans, includ-
ing: “Love live Fidel!”

Retired labourer Narciso Vi-
era told a US reporter that he 
had voted against Mr Chaviano 
because “he’s a counter-rev-
olutionary in the pay of your 
government for many years.”

Cuba’s municipal elections 
provide for direct voting for 
delegates to municipal assem-
blies that deal with local issues 
such as sewers and street 
repairs.

Candidates are not selected 
on the basis of party affiliation 

but as individuals nominated 
by election meetings in local 
neighbourhoods where a sim-
ple show of hands is sufficient 
to place a contender on the 
ballot paper.

Mr Chaviano’s official candi-
date biography described him 
as a counter-revolutionary.

Supporters of Julio Ce-
sar Chaldran, who beat Mr 
Lopez, marched through their 
working-class neighbourhood 
of Arroyo Naranjo singing the 
national anthem and shouting: 
“Long live the revolution” and 
“Long live Fidel.”

The defeat was a sore blow 
for commentators eager to 
portray Cuba re-establishing 
relations with the US as the 
first step towards abandoning 
of Socialism.

Cuban 
‘dissidents’ 
trounced The People’s Manifesto 

was launched by the 
People’s Assembly 

Against Austerity on the 
28th of February.

The manifesto makes a 
compelling and powerful 
case for an alternative to 
austerity based on the needs 
of ordinary people — “A 
people’s Britain, not a bank-
ers’ Britain.” It calls for the 
building of a sustained mass 
movement to bring that al-
ternative about, rather than 
simply calling for general 
election votes.

The People’s Assembly is 
seen by many as a pretty 
successful protest campaign, 
but it intends to be far more. 
It has grown quickly, estab-
lishing well over 100 local 
assemblies in towns and 
cities throughout Britain.

It is working hard nation-
ally and locally to put down 
deep roots into communities 
and trade union member-
ships to establish a move-
ment of a type not seen in 
Britain for many decades 
— a movement of ordinary 
people fighting every day and 
in every possible way against 
austerity.

“What we are against” 
is never as inspirational as 
“what we are for,” and so 
the manifesto focuses on 
positive change.

Its policies closely reflect 
those of the People’s Char-
ter and Petition which have 
been adopted and reaffirmed 
many times since 2008 
across the trade union and 
progressive movement — 
but with far too little action 
following.

They also are drawn from 
the spirited debates and 
discussions of the assembly’s 
4,000-strong founding con-
ference in 2013 and subse-
quent events.The manifesto 
can be read online at www.
thepeoplesassembly.org.uk/

The peace process in Colom-
bia between the marxist FARC-
EP and the government is again 
under threat.

Since December 20th of last 
year the guerrillas announced 
a unilateral ceasefire, whose 
compliance has been publicly 
recognized by the Colombian 
government. However, despite 
this gesture of peace from the 
FARC, Colombian Military 
Forces have used any excuse to 
justify provocations and armed 
actions in areas of FARC control.

Colombian President and US 
lap-dog Juan Manuel Santos has 
resumed the heavy bombing 

of jungle areas suspected to be 
guerrilla camps.

The Young Communist League 
of Colombia issued calls for a 
bilateral ceasefire: 

“international pro-war and 

hawkish rightist groups encour-
age the enemies of the peace 
process to push on with the war, 
increase the humanitarian crisis 
and the persecution of political 
organizations that call for the 
end of war and an agreement 
based on the social justice and 
the social, political, and economic 
transformations that Colombia 
requires.”

“it is not possible to go on 
with the dialogue when the 
armed confrontation remains, 
exposing the civilian population 
over and over again as the main 
casualty.”

People’s 
Assembly 
launches 
election 
Manifesto

Santos sabotages peace

Chaviano casts his vote in the municipal 
elections



The election of Syriza in 
Greece on an anti-
austerity platform was 
hailed as a victory 

for the radical left and signal 
of hope against EU enforced 
austerity. Yet in such a short 
amount of time Syriza have 
began backtracking on their 
campaign promises.  Their 
supporters say they just 
need more time and more 
support to be able to make a 
difference. The KKE (Greek 
Communist Party) have been 
harshly criticized for attacking 
the Syriza-ANEL coalition 
as “more of the same” and 
protesting their “anti-people” 
measures.

The situation in Greece 
is, as always, complicated and 
many lessons can be drawn 
from it about how the left and 
Communists should work. I’m 

not here to tell the Greeks 
how they should do it, but I 
want to examine the situation. 
It needs to be remembered 
too that the situation in 
Greece is developing, rather 
than one set in stone. This is 
also by no means the official 
answer of the YCL but one 
part of the debate around  the 
left and achieving Socialism 
in the 21st Century. This 
analysis is not aimed to be 
some polemic, but to look at 
what  is likely to happen in 
Greece, what the implications 
are in Britain and challenge 
people. Especially to challenge 
Communists to think about 
how we can effect change and 
ultimately revolution in Britain, 
and across the world.

Syriza are a step 
forward for the Greek 
working class but the initial 

thing to remember is that 
they are, first and foremost, 
social-democrats. This does 
not have to mean they are the 
main enemy but it does mean 
that they are not a party that 
will bring about fundamental 
change. In this sense we must 
judge them on two things 1) 
delivering on their promises 2) 
are they advancing the struggle 
for socialism?

Parallels can complicate 
things, and we in Britain can 
be too happy to draw them. 
But with the contemporary 
weaknesses of the left, 
and the first hints of “left 
governments” coming 
into power in Europe we 
can perhaps look to the 
interwar era and to how 
social democracy acted. 
Labour in this country or 
the SPD in Germany were 
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OPINION: SYRIZA

SYRIZA WIN
DARAGH O’NEILL gives his take on the SYRIZA victory in Greece, what it 
might mean and what it tells us about social democractic parties

Alexis Tspiras, Leader of  SYRIZA
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both built on the backs of 
mass movements and were 
ostensibly committed to 
socialism, both like Syriza 
never held majorities at the 
time, but relied on coalitions, 
but crucially neither challenged 
the foundations of capitalism.

The Finance Minister 
Yanis Varoufakis has himself 
declared that the intent of 
Syriza is to “save capitalism 
from itself” and the 
Thessaloniki Programme was 
this very Keynesian idea laid 
out for Greece. However the 
Troika, now rebranded as 
“the institutions”,  eager to 
pursue their relentless drive 
towards neoliberalism across 
Europe reject even this. That 
is why pressure was applied, 
forcing Syriza to compromise. 
Even social-democratic gains 
can only be won from capital 
on the back of a strong mass 
movement. By choosing to 
remain in the neoliberal bloc 
that is the European Union 
within which their anti-
austerity ambitions were as 
good as illegal, consciously or 
unconsciously they consigned 
themselves to defeat from the 
very beginning

Syriza made that 
decision. Even if they were 
genuine about their aims 
they have failed the Greek 
working class as a result of 
this reformist pro-EU stance. 
Something which is particularly 
dissapointing given there is a 
strong Communist Party in 
Greece which does offer an 
alternative.

Challenging the key 
levers of capitalism is no easy 
task of course and t-shirt 
revolutionaries don’t help 
when trying to discuss this 
earnestly and realistically. 
This is what Communists 
are committed to, but we 
understand it takes more 
than declaring revolution 
from an ivory tower. Almost 
all of Europe is well behind 
Greek levels of struggle 
and class-consciousness. To 
suggest this means working 
within the EU to get more 
support for the Syriza trend 
misunderstands the nature of 
the EU as a fundamentally and 
constitutionally neoliberal and 
anti-democratic supra state 
body  purposely designed 
to subvert democracy and 

national sovereignty.
The biggest problem 

Syriza have, and social 
democracy almost universally 
is that they put their trust 
in governmental power. This 
fails to understand what 
the state is as an institution 
for managing society 
and protecting capitalist 
interests, an insitution with 
fleeting loyalty to a elected 
governments and democracy. 
The true purpose of the 
bourgeois state apparatus, 
as show in Spain and Chile, 
is maintaining ruling class 
power and capitalism as a 
system. This is why in the final 
analysis capitalist democracy 
remains in the final analysis a 
hollow sham. Struggle within 
bourgeois parliaments can 
play a progressive role winning 
social democratic gains and 
even empowering people to 
organise, but the fight for real 
change is never in parliament, 
but in communities, streets 
and workplaces. 

Syriza’s path is 
challenging the actions not 
the foundations of capitalism 
and this leaves them ready to 
be defeated. The ruling class 
has a ready mechanism to 
retain their power in Greece 
continued subjegation to the 
EU. But despite their efforts 
austerity is an inevitable 
part of EU membership and 
an inevtiable product of 

capitalist crisis. Which is why 
any anti-austerity struggle 
must be developed into an 
offensive struggle for socialism. 
Otherwise you come into 
conflict with capital without 
being willing to win. Otherwise 
as we have seen in  Greece it 
means accepting the capitalist’s 
terms of negotiation.

The KKE are attacked 
in Britain as sectarian and 
ultra-leftist despite their 
analysis of Syriza being 
completely correct. They 
are correct in stating Syriza 
are offering more of the 
same, albeit a somewhat 
slightly more palatable way 
for ordinary people. Social 
democracy is inevitably  flawed 
and many working class people 
supporting such parties do 
want more than it can really 
offer, so Communists need 
to educate people about 
this. The KKE deserve credit 
for their large focus on the 
non parliamentary people’s 
struggle through the very large 
Communist aligned social 
movements such as the PAME 
trade union federation.

Syriza’s rhetoric 
about hope is no substitute 
for Marxist analysis. The 
Communist Party should 
act as the vanguard of the 
mass movement but make no 
mistake we are not the entire 
movement, nor does vanguard 
mean sole leadership. By 

Communist University in 
South London (CUiSL) 

 
7pm on the first Tuesday of every month 

Ruskin House, 23 Coombe Road, 
Croydon,CR0 1BD

Classes on Marxist theory from an 
open access institution without fees, 
sponsored by the Communist Party 
but with no party line to adhere to. 
The teaching method is participa-
tory and interactive. All Welcome.

www.communistuniversity.wordpress.com
email:cuisl@communist-party.org.uk
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engaging with forces beyond 
our own, as we here in Britain 
do with the People’s Assembly, 
we can inject socialist politics 
and develop the movement, 
so that it takes on a life of its 
own. 

Here in Britain the 
closest two things we have 
to Syriza are the Greens 
and the SNP. Both claim to 
be anti-austerity and are 
broad churches so that 
even their current left of 
Labour credentials cannot 
be guaranteed for any long 
period of time. Both have pro-
austerity elements and neither 
are socialist. Similarly Labour 
will not die the way PASOK 
has, its roots are deeper due 
to the trade union link and 
tribal loyalty is still strong.

Simply setting up a new 
party of the left will not alter 
this and if it follows the same 
social-democratic model it will 
offer no alternative anyway. 
A mass movement like the 
People’s Assembly offers a new 
potential. Here we have an 
organisation and an attitude 
of a new type. The People’s 
Assembly has more support 

than any other initiative of its 
kind, because it does not seek 
to replicate what has already 
happened, but advance from 
where our class and the left 
are  in a new way with the 
best and most useful elements 
of what has come before. It 
is by no means perfect but 
the best chance of producing 
real change in this country. In 
the meantime we must work 
with what we have to develop 

unity among the progressive 
and socialist forces so we can 
do more than simply call for a 
vote on way or an other.

This should tell us 
something about the left 
across Europe, and especially 
here in Britain, which is that 
there has not been enough 
adaption to change. Instead 
new progressive forces have 
arisen and what Communists 
need to be doing is getting 

active in or with these, 
something we’re doing in 
Britain with the People’s 
Assembly. We cannot tell 
others how to do it though, 
as each country’s conditions 
are different, we can only learn 
from each other’s actions and 
through debate.

Syriza then are not the 
enemy, nor are they traitors 
because they had rhetoric, 
which they couldn’t support, 
this is just the nature of social 
democracy. It needs to make 
all Communists think hard 
about our relationship to 
these parties. This way we 
can make a positive difference 
in the short term while 
advancing towards Socialism 
on the long term. A Syriza 
government could have won a 
victory against capitalism but 
not over it. Whatever happens 
we need to support Greek 
workers and redouble our 
efforts to win a left exit from 
the European Union.

Daragh O’Neill is 
a member of the YCL 
Executive Committee.

NEW COMMUNIST 
PARTY PAMPHLET:

Labour: Is the Party Over?

A Communist 
Party pamphlet 
discussing the 
future of the 
Labour Party 
and the Labourt 
Movement in the 
run up to the May 
2015 General 
Election.

Written By 
Communist Party 
General Secretary 
Robert Griffths.

£2 +p&p
available at www.communist-party.org.uk/

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.

Fancy Writing 
for Challenge?

KKE and KNE members protest against the new anti-people 
measures of the SYRIZA-ANEL Coalition Government
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Votes at 16
NOW!

LAURA-JANE ROSSINGTON on the case for votes at 16 and why it 
should be a key campaigning issue

The debate over whether 
or not the legal age 
of voting should be 

lowered, raised or kept the 
same is as old as the hills and 
the Young Communist League 
has been part of that debate 
from the very beginning - it 
was in fact the first British 
organisation to campaign 
for the extension of the 
right to vote to sixteen year 
olds. Now, with the general 
election coming up in May and 
the Scottish referendum last 
year, the discussion has been 
brought to the forefront once 
more. 

The Scottish 
Referendum saw 80% of the 
eligable total of under 18s sign 
up to vote. According to the 
Electoral Commission’s report, 
97% of sixteen and seventeen 
year olds who claimed to have 
voted said that they would 
again in future elections and 
referendums. 

The opinion that young 
people are not interested in 
politics is ill-informed and 
patronising. The 2015 general 
election campaign sees a new 
generation of young people 
who want to be engaged in 
politics and want to change 
things for the better. Many 
under 18s are involved in 
political organisations and 
participate in demonstrations 
and campaigns. Two of the 
YCL’s executive committee 
are standing as parliamentary 
candidates for the Communist 
Party of Britain - Zoe 
Hennessy in Glasgow North 
West (24) and myself, 
Laura-Jane Rossington, (18) 

in Plymouth Sutton and 
Devonport. 

It can’t be denied that 
the group with the lowest 
turnout at elections is 18-24 
year olds. This is because of 
the alienation of young people 
from the political process, not 
because they are ‘naturally 
uninterested’ or other 
such drivel. It is therefore 
imperative that people are 
engaged in politics as early as 
possible. 

The argument that 
young people are not mature 
enough to vote is hypocritical 
and inconsistent with other 
UK laws. A sixteen year old 
can join the army and “die for 
their country” but not vote 

for the government which 
might deploy them. They can 
legally consent to sex and have 
children, but they can’t have 
a say in how their offspring 
are taught, fed or cared for. 
Under 18s have jobs, a vast 
proportion on exploitative 
zero-hours contracts earning 
significantly less than the living 
wage. They contribute to 
society yet are excluded from 
deciding how it is run. 

There are a number of 
countries in which the voting 
age is sixteen - so why not 
Britain?

Extending the vote 
would force politicians 
to listen to the younger 
generation on issues that affect 

their every-day lives namely: 
tuition fees, unemployment 
and cuts to public services.  
Young people have been at the 
fore in opposing the ConDem 
Governments attacks on 
working class communities. 
Young workers and students 
have always led the fight 
against imperialist wars 
and for peace and nuclear 
disarmament. It’s time 16 year-
olds were given a democratic 
say and young communists 
need to champion the cause!

Laura-Jane Rossington 
is a member of the YCL 
Executive Committee.

Electoral turnout is lowest among 18-24 year olds.



The housing crisis 
affects mainly young 
and low-paid workers. 

The problem started with 
the selling off of the social 
housing stock via the Right 
to Buy scheme implemented 
by the Thatcher government 
back in the days before many 
of us were born. This led to 
a decrease in the amount of 
council houses available to 
the population. Consecutive 
governments have not, thus 
far, implemented any policies 
to substantially restock 
the social housing which 
continued to decline reaching 
its lowest point under a 
Labour government in 2008. 
Governments have changed 
since then but the situation 
has not improved, predictably.

In the years since 
2008 we have been subject 
to less pay, in relative terms, 
to previous generations 
and we have become the 
victims of widespread zero-
hour contracts throughout 
many sectors meaning our 
economic conditions are 
increasingly unstable. Because 
of this, record levels of young 
adults are living at home 
because they can’t afford the 
exorbitant private sector 
rents and have no chance of 
obtaining a mortgage.

The current 
government has made a 
pathetic attempt to address 
the issue by introducing the 
Help to Buy scheme (sound 
familiar?) which is out of the 
reach of most of us due to 
sky-high house prices. Many 
new-build homes inevitably get 
gobbled up by private sector 
landlords as they are the ones 
with the access to capital 
to be able to invest in new 
properties which only helps 
to fuel a vicious circle of leech 
landlords profiting off the 

backs of hard working people 
stuck in high price, low quality 
rented accommodation.

Right now home 
ownership is just a carrot 
being dangled above our heads 
by the ruling classes and a 
false image of a prosperous 
society displayed by their 
propagandising media, the 
facts for those of us at the 
bottom of the pyramid are; 
rising numbers of house 
repossessions, rising levels 
of homelessness, increased 
job instability, widespread 
low wages and a system that 
seeks to deny us adequate 
housing in order to benefit 
private sector landlords, shady 
construction giants and the 
banks. The answer is clear.

We need housing for 
people not profits. In order 
to get that we need to bypass 
all the fallacies about home 
ownership being bandied 
about by the government 
and we need to start building 
good quality council houses 
that won’t be the flimsy boxes 
dubiously thrown up by the 
likes of Barratt and Taylor 
Wimpey and which will be 
managed by the state enabling 
us to bypass the private sector 
and its rip-off landlords, rip-off 
construction companies and 
rip-off banks, but first of all 
we need to bypass the rip-off 
politicians!

Cornwall and the 
South West region of 
England has a particular 

problem when it comes to 
second home owners. The 
region is a popular holiday 
destination for tourists and 
people seeking to move 
here and whilst there is 
nothing inherently wrong 
with either of those there 
is a less wholesome side 
to the region’s status as a 

popular destination. There are 
many people from outside 
the region who are wealthy 
enough to be able to afford 
to purchase ‘second homes’ 
in the area which inevitably 
creates problems for local 
communities.

Most second homes 
are occupied by the owners 
for only a short period of 
time each year, as little as 
two weeks in some cases. 
The rest of the time they lie 
unoccupied or occasionally 
rented out for a short term 
outside of the holiday season. 
This creates problems not 
only in terms of destroying 
local communities and turning 
many places into ghost towns, 
but it also increases pressure 
on the housing market and 
serves to drive up rental and 
purchase prices making it 
particularly hard on younger 
people and those on a low 
income.

Further pressure is 
added to the environment 
as cheaper homes have 
to be built elsewhere to 
accommodate local people in 
a needless waste of the British 
countryside enacted merely 
to provide wealthy holiday-
seekers with a short visit in 
the summer. The argument 
that tourists are good for the 
economy is largely useless 
as tourism money is largely 
seasonal which means that 
many jobs in turn are only 
available during the summer 
months.

Cornwall is 
disproportionately affected 
with around 5% of housing 
taken as second homes with 
some towns and villages having 
over 70% of the homes used 
this way. With the average 
house price way over 10% 
of the national average. The 
region also has the largest 

disparity between average 
wages and average house 
prices. Devon is similarly 
afflicted with around 3% of 
the county’s homes used as 
second homes although this 
is offset by large urban areas 
such as Plymouth and Exeter.

The Labour Party 
in Cornwall have recently 
proposed a 200% increase on 
council tax levied from second 
home owners and wants the 
unitary authority: Cornwall 
Council, a council which as 
recently as 2012 actually 
offered second home owners 
a 10% discount on their 
surplus homes, to be given the 
power to raise second-home 
tax. The Tory government 
denied the Council authority 
to extract an increased rate of 
council tax on second homes 
above the 100% they are now 
charged which will not happen 
unless Cornwall receives 
devolved powers to do so, 
or unless central government 
passes legislation on the issue.

The Young Communist 
League acknowledges the 
bourgeois nature of second 
home ownership as having 
a large negative impact on 
communities in Cornwall 
and the South West and calls 
for Labour to campaign on 
this issue in parliament. An 
increased tax on second home 
owners would go some way to 
remediating the damage done 
by them to the region but 
nothing short of an outright 
ban on the unfair practise will 
offer hope to many of the 
regions inhabitants, many of 
whom are forced to leave the 
region for better career and 
accommodation opportunities.

Owain Holland is 
a member of the YCL 
Executive Committee

HOUSING

THE HOUSING CRISIS
OWAIN HOLLAND analyses the causes of Britain’s housing crisis and 
proposes socialist solutions - and considers the local problem of 
second home ownership in the South West of England
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Partnerhship Agreements:
A Danger for Militant Trade Unionism?

Union sweetheart deals 
with employers – 
known as partnership 

agreements – are in place 
across the public and private 
sectors. Some unions claim 
that these agreements are 
beneficial because they allow 
elected reps access to facility 
time in the workplace. They 
also make the case that 
partnership agreements mean 
that employers must notify 
unions of any changes in the 
workplace or business.

But if we want unions 
to be actively organising in 
workplaces we should treat 
these partnership models with 
extreme caution.

They are hugely 
restrictive for union activists 
who want to organise in the 
workplace. Some partnership 
models enable employers 
to bypass the collective and 
democratic structures of our 
trade unions, dividing workers 
and allowing employers to 
negotiate with employees on 

an individual basis.
For example, I work 

in a major UK supermarket 
which has a partnership 
agreement with one union.

We have a workplace 
committee which is lead by 
store management. Union reps 
are allowed a place on this 
committee, but so are workers 
who may not even be in the 
union, let alone elected reps!

The issues raised 
are rarely important ones. 
They are generally plans 
for the Christmas party, 
or management feeding 
information down about 
promotions in store for special 
occasions like Mother’s Day.

Typically, this means 
when the union goes to 
negotiate pay, management can 
refer back to the minutes to 
undermine the claim arguing 
that pay, for example, doesn’t 
seem to be a concern of the 
workforce.

Often the only 
consultation that the union 

gets from this agreement is 
to be told that something is 
happening, rather than having 
any power to negotiate.

Young communists 
argue that concessions have to 
be forced from employers by 
organised and militant unions, 
and are not just handed out 
by beneficent bosses, as some 
forms of partnership working 
suggest. The problem with 
partnership agreements is 
that they deny that there is 
an inherent contradiction 
between capital and labour, 
and also assumes that workers 
and bosses are on a level 
playing field.

Capital is always 
seeking to maximise most 
direct way of doing this is 
to attack the terms and 
conditions of workers. They 
are most effective at doing 
this when trade union density 
is low, and workers are not 
well-organised. In a society 
geared towards private profit, 
workers and employers 

are never on a level playing 
field, and to organise along 
this assumption only aids 
employers, who have the 
upper hand already.

Communists believe 
that workers must retain 
their democratic right to take 
collective strike action when 
circumstances demand it. This 
is a fundamental right not 
included in some partnership 
agreements.

Young workers are 
employed in increasingly 
low paid and precarious 
employment. They are often 
in unorganised and highly 
exploitative industries. It is 
vital that young trade union 
activists organise in these 
workplaces. We also need to 
make the case for restoring 
collective bargaining rights to 
young workers so that our 
unions can effectively organise.

Zoe Hennessy is 
General Secetary of the 
YCL.

ZOE HENNESSY argues against the increasingly widespread use of 
partnership deals between unions and companies

Unite the Union demonstration in support of 
striking London bus workers in January 2015
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To quote the late 
great Ken Gill, “You 
pay tax, and you 

buy civilisation.” Schools, 
roads, hospitals, universities, 
sanitation, emergency services, 
armed forces and other vital 
institutions and services are all 
sustained by the public purse. 
This in turn is primarily funded 
from two main sources – 
domestic taxation and foreign 
borrowing, often from other 
countries or transnational 
banking institutions. Prior to 
the mass wave of privatisation 
and the sell-off of national 
public assets such as British 
Telecom, British Gas and the 
electricity boards, British 
Rail and Sea Link, the Mines, 
and other nationally owned 
industries, the public purse 
also helped sustain, expand, 
and provide vital research and 
development in these areas.

This ensured much 
higher levels of employment 
- and much less dependence 
on overseas borrowing 
and overseas capital than 
we have today in order to 
provide the services, jobs, and 
infrastructure that any nation 
needs. Taxation can therefore 
be said not only to be a means 
of purchasing civilisation, 
but as a means of retaining 
national independence and 
popular sovereignty; as 
against the possibility of debt 
slavery to other imperialist 
states and those vultures of 
foreign monopoly capital, the 
transnational and multinational 
corporations.

Progressive taxations 
means a system where the 
amount of tax a person pays 
increases in proportion as 
their income increases. To 
make a case for progressive 
taxation is unnecessary here. 

It is clear that progressive 
taxation is in the interests 
of the vast, vast majority 
of people in Britain and 
certainly in the interest of 
the British working class 
who comprise over 80% of 
society today. Correspondingly 
then, it must be concluded 
that those engaged in the 
illegal practice of tax evasion 
and in the semi-legal and 
morally disgraceful practice 
of tax avoidance are actively 
working against the interests 
of our class. As detailed in the 
recent CP pamphlet “From 
Each According to Their 
Means”, tax justice specialist 
Richard Murphy estimates 
that these two spurious 
practices cost Britain at least 
£120 billion each year in tax 

revenue. Now forgetting a 
moment that our Con-Dem 
government – alongside its 
American masters - would 
like to spend almost every 
penny they collect in taxes 
on bombing the defenceless 
Syrian population in an effort 
to unseat Assad and make 
way to open more foreign 
markets as they have done 
in Afghanistan and Iraq; just 
think for a moment how many 
hospitals, schools, or public 
services could be funded by 
£120 billion. It is estimated by 
CND and other sources that 
the replacement of Trident will 
cost over £100 billion, and that 
this sum is enough to run the 
entire NHS at current levels 
for 3 years. If more than this is 
lost every year to tax cheats 

wealthy enough to relocate 
abroad, to use complex and 
opaque financial instruments 
and institutions, and to 
employ trained and skilled 
personnel from the “Big Four” 
accounting firms to aid them 
in their quest to cheat civilised 
society of their dues to it, then 
our welfare state is headed 
for disaster. It is within this 
current set of circumstances 
perhaps relevant to dust off 
and inject new meaning into 
an old socialist slogan - “Smash 
the Gang of Four!”

Recent celebrity cases 
such as that of Chris Moyles, 
Gary Barlow, and Jimmy Carr 
are but the tip of the iceberg 
in terms of tax dodging but 
they do demonstrate the 
position of the Conservative 

from each according 
to their means?

DAOUD HAMDANI on the importance of progressive taxation and 
why the Communist Party has put taxing the rich at the heart of it’s 
2015 General Election Campaign

 
Andy Vine “Fat Cat” Cartoon featuring on CP Election Addresses up and down the country

TAX:
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party. After Barlow’s exposure 
as a tax cheat there were calls 
to have his OBE rescinded. 
Who came to his defence? 
None but the erstwhile 
hydra-head of the ruling 
class, Dave Cameron himself, 
whose right hand man and 
newly-christened “Submarine 
Chancellor” George Osborne 
recently told the Daily Mirror 
newspaper that “it’s not my 
job to catch tax-dodgers.” 
It is clear that the actions 
of our current unelected 
government, headed by 
these shysters, are not in the 
interests of the British masses. 

Instead the actions of 
this regime, as well as previous 
New Labour administrations, 
have been entirely the 
opposite – legislation has been 
passed and actions have been 
taken to simultaneously shift 
the burden of tax from the 
wealthiest in society to the 
poorest and also to reduce 
the amount of available public 
revenue. Measures such as 
cuts to Capital Gains Tax, 
exempting from tax profits 
made abroad by British 
companies exploiting foreign 
labour, and massive cuts to 
British Corporation Tax only 
serve to fortify the political 
and economic power of the 
capitalist class in Britain and 
their allies. 

Such measures allow 
bourgeois governments to 
then point to figures showing 
dwindling tax revenues and 
(due in large part to the 
marketization, fragmentation 
and other undermining 
of nationalised assets) to 
static or increasing costs 
of maintaining basic public 
services; which, after much 
expressions of regret and 
hand-wringing must face the 
axe. The corresponding cuts 
to public services are then 
explained away as “austerity 
measures” and “belt-
tightening”, and justified to 
the public as apparently due 
to insufficient public funds as 
well as large budget deficits. 
Instead we can see they are 
the logical culmination of a 
multi-fronted, multi-faceted 
attack (planned over years 
and perhaps even decades) 
against the living standards 
of the British working class. 
Bearing the brunt of the 

attack are the institutions, 
which are largely if not 
entirely funded by tax revenue, 
that help enrich and sustain 
this standard of life such as 
the NHS, comprehensive 
education, and other pillars of 
public ownership that most of 
us use often and perhaps take 
for granted in Britain today. 
This political attack by the 
ruling class must be exposed, 
opposed, and defeated.

In order for the 
mentioned services to be of 
the best quality, tax must be 
paid gladly, not avoided like 
a plague. The only plague on 
British society are those who 
exploit the labour of others 
and those who not only live 
without working, but who fail 
to pay their fair share to the 
public treasury. As a worker 
I am proud to pay tax. But 
whilst I and most if not all the 
people I know are happy to 
pay their dues to society, many 
of those who control much 
greater economic power 
than all of the people I know 
combined are holding out on 
us. 

Wealth is finite, just 
as resources are finite and 
the Earth is finite. If it is 
clear that a tiny minority of 
people undeservedly have far 
too much and the masses of 
working people have far too 
little then it is clear that a 
radical redistribution of finite 
wealth is necessary in the 
interests of the vast majority. 
Taxation is one vehicle 
which can be used to deliver 
robust and freely available 
health, education, cultural and 
other services; or it can be 
used to redistribute wealth 
upward, making the rich 
richer and keeping the masses 
dispossessed and divided. Only 
under socialism will taxation 
fulfil the former prophecy 
and not the latter. And one of 
the first steps towards taking 
that road to socialism is the 
ruthless clampdown on tax 
cheats, evaders, and avoiders 
prior to a thorough overhaul 
of the tax system.

Daoud Hamdani is 
a member of the YCL 
Executive Committee.
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CP #GE2015 MANIFESTO
Policies for the Millions Not the Millionaires

Taxing the rich and the big corporations 

• Levy a 1 per cent Wealth Tax on the rich-
est 10 per cent of the population.  Revenue: 
around £42 billion a year.

• Close down British-run tax havens around 
the world, and introduce a robust, broadly-
based general tax avoidance and evasion 
rule which includes serious financial or other 
penalties for those found to be evading tax 
or assisting evasion.  Revenue: at least £70 
billion.

• Increase corporation tax on big business 
profits, especially those made from overseas 
operations, to 33%.  Revenue: around £16 bil-
lion a year.

• Levy a 20 per cent windfall tax on the super-
profits of British-based banks, oil c orpora-
tions, energy utilities and retail monopolies.  
Revenue: about £16 billion.

• Impose a ‘Robin Hood’ tax on speculative 
trading in currencies, commodities deriva-
tives and bond markets in the City of London 
and other financial markets under British ju-
risdiction.  Revenue: around £30 billion a year.

• Impose an empty property tax on long-term 
vacant premises.  Revenue: at least £3 billion 
a year.  
 

These measures alone would raise ‘one-off ’ 
revenues of £86 billion and recurring annual 
revenues of around £91 billion. This would provide 
substantial funds for investment in public services, 
housing, public transport, green technology the 
NHS, Welfare State and productive industry, 
while also – alongside a reinvigorated economy 
– reducing the public finance deficit, borrowing 
costs and the National Debt.  
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International Workers Day 
is a staple of any left wing 
activist. It is a day in which 

all hues of the left come 
together to celebrate the 
history and contributions 
of our class. A day in which 
we reflect on our past and 
what we do going forward. 
Traditionally, the 1st of May 
is regarded as International 
Workers Day and is observed 
as such in most countries 
around the world. According 
to Rosa Luxemburg, the ‘idea 
of using a proletarian holiday 
celebration, as a means to 
attain the eight-hour day, 
was first born in Australia [in 
1856]’ in which building trade 
workers rallied to the utopian 
socialist Robert Owen’s 
slogan ‘8 hours labour, 8 hours 
recreation and 8 hours rest’.

It wasn’t until well 
after 1889-90 that the idea 
for a more permanent event 
came about, as a result of 
the International Workers 
Congress (more commonly 
known as the Second 
International) in Paris. It had 
been decided that the demand 
for an eight-hour day would 
be expressed in all countries 
through a universal work 
stoppage. It was the American 
delegate who recommended 
that the congress observe the 
forthcoming strike on the 1st 
of May – chosen due to its 
significance with the Chicago 
Haymarket tragedy only a few 
years previously – to which 
congress agreed.   While it 
was eventually successful in 
this aim, the celebration of 
May Day was not given up and 

continued to flourish over the 
years.  Ironically in the U.S., 
which had been instrumental 
in its creation, ‘Labor Day’ is 
now celebrated in the first 
weekend of September, in 
contrast to the majority of 
the world where it is still 
observed on the 1st of May.

Over the years, the 
day has garnered some truly 
memorable events – with 
thousands thronging the 
streets of their respective 
capitals and what were once 
major industrial heartlands 
with a strong working class 
identity. May Day offers 
an insight into what those 
before us struggled for – their 
demands and their hopes for 
a better world. While it is 
important to mark our history, 
the purpose of its observance 

MAY DAY 2015

May Day marches and rallies still happen up and down the country. London May Day 
March and Rally 2014 (pictured) finishing in Trafalgar Square, the march was dedicated to 
the late Bob Crow and Tony Benn

RYAN BOYLE discusses the history of May Day, it’s symbolic 
importance and the reason it still matters today

The purpose of 
its observance 
is for the 
proletariat of 
all nations to 
come together 
no just as a 
celebration but 
as a means to 
fight for a better 
future, free 
from capitalist 
exploitation
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YCL T-SHIRTS

£14.99  
+ £1.99 p&p
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Available at: www.communist-party.org.uk

Constitution of the YCL 
IV. Membership 
Members shall be expected to:

Ask a question, 
start a debate, 
comment, 
criticism or 
praise - all 
welcome! 
 
Send letters to: 
challenge@ycl.org.uk

Do your bit and support the 
People’s Paper! 

Sell, read and encourage 
other young people to read 
and support the Morning Star

We’ve relaunched the 
Challenge Letters Page!

is for the proletariat of all 
nations to come together not 
just as a celebration but as 
a means to fight for a better 
future, free from capitalist 
exploitation. The initial demand 
of the eight-hour day, now 
almost universally recognised 
as standard practice, must 
have seemed insurmountable 
at a time when seventeen and 
eighteen hour work days were 
the norm.

May Day offers a 
chance to assess the strength 
of the workers movement, 
and an opportunity to 
come together to make 
known the demands of the 
organised working class and 
how to achieve them. To 
paraphrase Lenin, It is a day of 
demonstration and struggle 
– not a relic or day of rest. 
Engels, in the preface to the 
fourth German edition of the 
Communist Manifesto, written 
on May 1, 1890, stated:

“As I write these lines, 
the proletariat of Europe and 
America is holding a review of 
its forces; it is mobilized for 
the first time as One army, 
under One Bag, and fighting 
One immediate aim: an eight-
hour working day, established 
by legal enactment.... The 
spectacle we are now 
witnessing will make the 
capitalists and landowners of 
all lands realize that today the 
proletarians of all lands are, in 
very truth, united. If only Marx 
were with me to see it with 
his own eyes!”

In the last few decades 
or so, it seemed as though 
this was being forgotten. 
‘May Day’ lost its significance 
in wider society, with only 
committed activists and 
trade unions taking part 
in the demonstrations. It 
mirrored the low level of 
class consciousness that was 
prevalent in our society, and 
still is in truth. As the legacy of 
our own industrial and militant 
past fades, fewer people are 
recognising the indispensable 
contribution the working class 
has given the world and the 
class nature of the day chosen 
to symbolise it.

There are many who 
consider it obsolete, that 
the gains won are sufficient 
and no further struggle is 
required. This could not be 

further from the truth. As 
we speak, capitalism and its 
agents attempt to roll back 
the achievements of our 
class – the welfare state, the 
nationalised health service and 
improved employment and 
working conditions that were 
hard fought, to name a few. We 
are in a constant struggle with 
capital that has yet to be won, 
and it must be won decisively. 
Otherwise we are limited 
to social democratic gains 
that can be taken away much 
quicker than they were won.

While it seems all 
doom and gloom, there 
is of course cause to be 
hopeful. With the continuing 
degradation of capitalism 
through its inherent 
contradictions, many people, 
particularly the young, are 
looking for alternatives. 
Organisations like our own 
are waging a battle in their 
respective countries for the 
hearts and minds of their 
youth, giving them the tools 
to properly articulate their 
growing dissatisfaction with 
the status quo and the means 
in which to change it for the 
better.

May Day gives us the 
opportunity not just to pay 
tribute to the victories of the 
past but also the potential 
for future ones. It offers 
rejuvenation to seasoned 
activists and motivation to 
new ones. Interest in May Day 
as a day of demonstration – as 
opposed to the sanitised public 
holiday - is growing again 
and workers are increasingly 
becoming organised and 
focused on specific issues 
which, when won, inspire 
confidence and a belief that by 
uniting they can achieve much 
more together than they can 
alone. Combine this with a 
developed class consciousness 
and a proletarian awareness 
and we enter the realm 
of revolutionary potential. 
Wherever you are in the 
UK, and particularly with it 
being so close to the general 
election, get involved and get 
active this May Day!

Ryan Boyle is a 
member of the YCL 
Executive Committee.
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GENERAL ELECTION 2015

#GE2015

This 2015 general election 
is being held against the 
background of open 

class warfare by the unelected 
Tory-LibDem coalition 
government, on behalf of the 
monopoly capitalist class. Over 
the past five years, this regime 
has waged an enormous 
offensive against working 
people, their jobs and living 
standards, while at the same 
time boosting the fortunes of 
the super-rich, transnational 
corporations and the banks 
and financial institutions of 
the City of London. Taxes on 
wealthy individuals and big 
businesses have been reduced 
and, for them, tax avoidance 
has been encouraged – but 
working people have been 
expected to pay over and over 
again.

The Tory-LibDem 
regime deserved to have 
been driven out of office well 
before the end of its five-year 
term. But mass opposition to 
its policies has been muted 
despite the efforts of trades 
unions, the People’s Assembly 
Against Austerity and their 

supporting organisations, due 
to four main factors:
1. Backed up by an incessant 
barrage in the mass media, 
the Coalition has been 
able to carry through a 
huge deception exercise, to 
convince many people that 
‘austerity’ is necessary to 
combat the deficit in public 
finances and reduce the 
National Debt.
2. Trade union resistance has 
been hamstrung by anti-union 
legislation introduced under 
the Thatcher and Major Tory 
governments – legislation still 
on the statute book despite 13 
years of Labour administration 
from 1997 to 2010.
3. Dominated by its right-wing 
parliamentary leadership, and 
frightened of attracting hostile 
press publicity, the Labour 
Party has been unwilling to 
challenge the basic logic of 
government austerity policies 
and to expose their monopoly 
capitalist class-based nature.
4. The undemocratic ‘first 
past the post’ electoral 
system in the Westminster 
Parliament helps the state 

and capitalist mass media to 
ensure that alternative left-
wing perspectives are largely 
excluded from British political 
life.

But we have arrived 
at the position where the 
Tory-LibDem regime can 
now – at least and at last – be 
removed through the ballot 
box. But this can only be done 
in current circumstances by 
electing a Labour government. 
Communists have no illusions 
about the nature of the 
Labour leadership. However, 
neither should anyone on the 
left view the return of the 
Conservatives to office with 
equanimity. The election of a 
Labour government would at 
least provide the opportunity 
to rebuild working class self-
confidence.

Even so, Labour’s 
‘austerity-lite’ approach is not 
good enough. The Communist 
Party is therefore standing a 
limited number of candidates 
in this election, in order to find 
ways to help place working 
class concerns at the centre of 
the election process and the 

working class at the centre of 
politics. That’s why the Party’s 
manifesto makes clear in this 
manifesto that:

• Britain’s crisis is a capitalist 
crisis.
• Austerity is working as 
intended – the rich are getting 
richer as workers and their 
families get poorer.
• Britain’s structural economic, 
social and environmental crisis 
cannot be fully resolved within 
the framework of the capitalist 
system.
• Mass struggle is needed to 
build resistance to austerity 
and privatisation policies.
• New, left-wing policies can 
begin to unleash the creative 
power of Britain’s working 
people, opening up the road to 
socialism.
• Big communist votes, and 
better still the election of 
a group of communist MPs, 
would have an enormous 
positive impact on the 
movement against austerity 
and the campaign for a 
progressive alternative.

In 2015 the Communist Party is fighting it’s biggest  General Election 
Campaign in living memory - there’s much at stake, not least a 
chance to put class politics back on the agenda
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GENERAL ELECTION 2015

Where’s your nearest Communist Candidate?

VOLUNTEER for Socialism
DONATE to the campaign
JOIN the Communist Party

go to www.communist-party.org.uk

Follow the campaign using 

#VoteCommunist

The Communist Party is 
standing 9 Parliamentary 
Candidates across Britain
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Meet the Candidates!

“I am proud to stand 
as a candidate for the 
Communist Party. Our 
party has a long tradition 

of campaigning and organising 
in the trade union movement 
and in Scottish communities to 
fight for a better standard of 
life for working people.

In the last five years the Con-
Dem government has waged 
a relentless war on working 
people and their families, in an 
attempt to claw back all the 
gains we have won since the 

Second World War.

It is clear that their austerity 
agenda is not about fixing a 
deficit, it is about maximising 
profits for the super rich 
whilst ordinary people are 
made to suffer.

Whilst we lose millions of 
jobs across Scotland and 
the rest of Britain, have our 
public spending slashed and 
our services sold into private 
hands, the richest 1000 people 
in Britain have doubled their 

wealth in the last 5 years, and 
are now worth £519 billion.

Yet the Labour Party 
leadership has failed to stand 
on the side of working people, 
and are pledging to continue 
austerity.

The SNP have continued to 
pander to big business, and 
not working people. They have 
voted down the living wage, 
they want tax breaks for big 
business and have pushed local 
councils into making massive 
cuts in spending.

I am standing in order to 
challenge both the SNP and 
Labour on their commitment 
to stand up for working 
people and end austerity.

After the referendum the 
working people of Scotland 
need to come together 
to fight against these cuts 
collectively. We must stand 
shoulder to shoulder with 
working class communities in 
England and Wales who are 
suffering from the cuts in the 
same way we are. Through 
the People’s Assembly against 
Austerity, this is possible. The 
real division in our society is 
between workers and bosses 
and this demands a class 
response. This is something 
that nationalism will never 
address.”

Zoe Hennessy 
is General 
Secretary of the 
YCL Executive 
Committee and 
is standing for 
the Communist 
Party in 
Glasgow North 
West.

Challenge has 
been following 
her on the 
campaign 
trail at hustings 
and public 
meetings.

Quotes from the Campaign Trail #Zoe4Glasgow
“Austerity is 
not anti Scottish 
it’s anti working 
class. We’re not 
the #45%, we’re 
the 99%”

“Theres massive 
hypocrisy with 
parties claiming 
to be anti-
Trident who are 
pro NATO”

“Benefit 
sanctions arent 
about finding 
work but forcing 
people out of the 
welfare system 
altogether”

“We need to 
target not just 
zero hours 
contracts but 
low hours hitting 
women and 
young people”
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Meet the Candidates!
Laura-Jane Rossington is a 
member of the YCL Executive 
Committee and is standing for 
the Communist Party in Plymouth 
Sutton and Devonport. Here she 
answers some questions about 
her campaign for Challenge.

What will be the main 
issue that you will 
concentrate on in your 
campaign? 

The main drive behind our 
campaign in Plymouth is the 
lack of representation of the 
working class in the political 
process. For too long politics 
has only been concerned 
about the interests of business 
and the rich elite. It’s time 
to bring the interests of the 
working class back into the 
political equation. We wish 
to see the nationalisation 
of the banks as a means of 
providing the credit needed 
to pay for rebuilding the 
nation’s infrastructure and the 
renationalisation of the public 
utilities so that those profits 
can go to pay for people’s 
pensions and the NHS rather 
than into the pockets of the 
super-rich, who need neither 
pensions nor the NHS. A 
programme that puts the 
interests of the peoples of 
this country at heart rather 
than those of transnational 
corporations or the banks. 

What sort of reaction have 
you had so far from voters 
during your campaign? 

So far we’ve had a mixture 
of responses. As expected, 
we’ve had the usual ‘But 
Stalin?’ or ‘But human nature?’ 
comments. Some would also 
seem to think that if you’re 
eighteen you have no right 
to stand for parliament, 
based on the assumption 

of limited life experience. 
On the other hand, a large 
proportion of people who 
are not communists and have 
no intention of voting for 
us have leapt to my defense 
and are very pleased to see a 
young person putting herself 
forward and being involved in 
what is essentially our future. 
They are also supportive of 
the idea that there should be 
more choice than the three 
big parties. People do actually 
believe in democracy and 
are quite happy to accept a 
Communist Party candidate 
and have wished me the best 
of luck. 

Who do you think will win 
in the constituency and 
how do you think you’ll do?

Labour will win the seat 
in Plymouth, Sutton and 
Devonport. As for us - we 
are being noticed. We are 
being given the opportunity 
to publicly present the party 
and its policies, which in itself 
is a victory. I believe that our 
standing gives those who are 
generally disaffected with all 
of the main political parties 
the opportunity to register 
a protest vote which doesn’t 
involve being racist. The 
hammer and sickle itself is a 
symbol of dissatisfaction with 
the capitalist system, as well as 
a symbol of unity. 

If it’s unlikely you’ll 
win, what’s the point in 
Communists contesting 
elections?

Whilst participation in 
bourgeois elections is not 
our main aim or preferred 
strategy, to ignore the social 
democratic system - where 
most workers participate 
in politics - would be to 
ignore those very workers. 
Elections provide us with 
the perfect opportunity to 
get ourselves noticed by the 
public - it would seem that 
there’s a decreasing but still 
large number of people who 
aren’t aware that there is a 
Communist Party in Britain. 
It allows us to challenge the 
other parties and get people 
thinking about real issues that 
affect them and what they can 
do about it. It also allows us as 
a Party to gauge what support 
we have, where it is and how 
to act on it.

We’re often told young 
people don’t care about 
politics - how do you hope 
to reach young workers 
and students in the 
constituency?

As I am still a student at 
college, I am lucky enough to 
be in the perfect position to 
reach out to young people in 

general - both workers and 
students. I distribute leaflets 
and copies of the Morning Star 
around the college and engage 
in political discussions with my 
classmates. Simply talking to 
my peers has motivated those 
who hadn’t registered to vote 
to do so.

How do you hope to 
counter the threat of 
UKIP in Plymouth, Sutton 
and Devonport?

We aim to highlight the 
constant hypocrisy and lies of 
UKIP, point the finger of blame 
at those in charge rather than 
their victims and offer a real 
alternative which genuinely 
represents the working class. 

What do you think the 
Communists should do 
after the elections?

The result after the election 
will give us a better idea of 
where we stand. However, no 
matter who is in office on May 
8th, it is imperative that we 
continue to agitate, educate 
and organise. We cannot afford 
to be idle once the elections 
are over. 

Laura-Jane,18, is the youngest 
candidate in England and the 
young female candidate in  Britain
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‘CHOICE’ in this Election
Are they all the same?

The point has already 
been made, that the 
Parliamentary Labour 

Party and its leadership have 
been unwilling to challenge 
fundamentally the Tory-
LibDem austerity agenda, 
or to expose and attack its 
monopoly capitalist class 
character. Yet in many specific 
policy areas – e.g. returning 
the railways, Royal Mail 
and the energy utilities to 
public ownership, opposing 
privatisation in the NHS – 
most people in Britain actually 
stand to the left of Labour.

Indeed, Labour’s refusal 
to put forward a bolder set of 
policies, especially on austerity, 
tax, public ownership and 
workers’ rights has made 
it very difficult to convince 
electors that it would be 
radically different from 
the Tories and Lib Dems. 
Disillusioned working class 
voters have drifted towards 
populist parties such as

UKIP and the Scottish 
National Party. Some more 
left and progressive electors 
look to the Greens. All of this 
risks exclusion of the working 
class from the political scene 
in Britain for a long time to 
come.

In many parts of 
England, UKIP is presenting 
itself as being to the left of 
Labour, but it is actually to the 
right of the Conservatives. 
Feeding on genuine popular 
discontent with the anti-
democratic European Union, 
UKIP mobilises xenophobia 
to build its support while 
disguising the fact that it 
is backed by a number of 
wealthy former Tory donors, 

and that its policies are 
extremely neoliberal. It is, 
among other things, in favour 
of privatisation, massive tax 
cuts for big business and the 
super-rich, the destruction 
of what remains of the social 
safety net, legalising handguns, 
barring people who are HIV-
positive from entering Britain 
and deporting migrants.

UKIP’s claim to be 
a break with the political 
establishment is completely 
bogus. Despite his ‘ordinary 
bloke’ persona, UKIP leader 
Nigel Farage is a millionaire 
and a former City trader 
and Tory politician. Not 
surprisingly, his party – like 
the Tories – seeks to protect 
the largely unregulated City 
from EU attempts to create 
a regulatory level playing field 
across Frankfurt, Paris and 
London. For working people, 
a vote for UKIP is one of 
the worst possible protest 
choices, like turkeys voting for 
Christmas.

In Scotland and Wales 
nationalist parties have been 
able to capitalise on the 
disillusionment of Labour 
supporters, by projecting 
austerity policies as an 
imposition by an English-
led political establishment. 
This characterisation was 
strengthened in the recent 
Scottish referendum campaign, 
when Labour joined with its 
Tory and Lib Dem opponents 
in a ‘non-class’ British unionist 
campaign instead of urging 
working class unity on both 
sides of the border against 
austerity, privatisation and 
imperialist war. The mass 
media in Scotland now 

present the SNP as an anti-
austerity party and Labour as 
pro-austerity, but there is little 
difference in their spending 
plans. In fact, had it won the 
referendum the SNP would 
have tied an ‘independent’ 
Scotland to the austerity 
policies of the European Union 
and to the nuclear weapons 
policy of NATO.

While having a long 
history of supporting the 
national and democratic rights 
of the peoples of Scotland and 
Wales, the Communist Party 
also upholds the unity of the 
British labour movement. 
Among other reasons, this 
is vital if the Scottish and 
Welsh people are to share 
in any redistribution of the 
massive wealth currently 

concentrated in parts of 
south-east England, the City 
and overseas tax havens.

In England, the Green 
Party has been attracting 
significant support among 
younger people and some 
socialists who have lost faith 
in Labour. The party has a 
number of progressive policies 
but it is not a coherent 
radical force. In January 2013, 
for example, Green and 
Conservative councillors in 
Brighton & Hove Council 
forced through a measure 
authorising council officers to 
implement a ‘modernised pay 
and conditions package’, which 
in practice meant substantial 
pay cuts for some of the 
lowest-paid staff. This set the 
scene for a long and bitter 

The Communist Party is only contesting a very limited number of seats. 
Beating this Tory government at the ballot box should have been 
easy but the Labour Party have failed to adopt popular, progressive 
anti-austerity policies. What does this mean for your vote?
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dispute with the GMB union, 
which ended only in February 
2015. Labour councils of 
course have at times been 
at loggerheads with their 
workforces, but they often 
tend to be more sensitive to 
employment issues because of 
the organic link between the 
Labour Party and the biggest 
trade unions. The Green Party 
has no such link and indeed no 
conception of class, nor class 
struggle, hence its failure to 
call clearly for the repeal of all 
Britain’s repressive anti-trade 
union laws.

Communists have 
no illusions about the right-
wing nature of the Labour 
leadership and many of the 
Labour MPs. It was the right-
wing policies of the Blair and 
Brown governments which 
led to defeat in 2010. In the 
absence of mass working 
class pressure, there is no 
reason to believe that an 
incoming Labour government 
under Ed Miliband would be 
fundamentally different. It 
might be ‘austerity-lite’, but it 
would still be carrying through 
further massive spending cuts 
in the interests of finance 
capital. Furthermore, Labour 
has drastically weakened the 
organic link with the trade 
unions, remains committed 
to NATO and the European 
Union, has no clear position 
of outright opposition to TTIP, 
and on social policy has caved 
in to anti-immigrant rhetoric.

Nonetheless, a Tory 
victory on May 7 would be 
a severe defeat for the trade 
union movement and give 
the green light to a whole 
new round of attacks on 
trade union and employment 
rights, the Welfare State and 
whatever else still remains of 
the public sector.

The election of a 
Labour government, on the 
other hand, would at least 
provide the opportunity to 
rebuild working class self-
confidence, raising people’s 
expectations and demands that 
could be fulfilled if a militant 
mass movement is built against 
austerity, privatisation and 
militarism.

Whatever the out-
come of the General 
Election – a Tory 

or a Labour victory, or a hung 
Parliament – there will need 
to be mass struggle to resist 
austerity and privatisation 
policies.

The Young Communist 
League and the Communist 
Party fight for socialism. We 
are fundamentally opposed 
to this immoral and bankrupt 
capitalist system which allows 
enormous wealth to be made 
by the few at the expense of 
the many.

Communist MPs would 

work full-time for their elec-
tors, supporting them in their 
struggles – and not taking any 
paid positions outside Parlia-
ment or embezzling nonin-
curred expenses while carry-
ing out their political duties.

Our aim is to achieve 
a socialist Britain in which the 
major means of production, 
distribution and exchange will 
be socially owned, to be uti-
lised in a democratic planned 
way for the benefit of all.

In our election Mani-
festo, the Communist Party 
and the YCL have put for-
ward the policies that would 

advance the real interests of 
the working class and peoples 
of Britain. It is a Manifesto for 
a real alternative to a Britain 
dominated by big business and 
the bankers. It is a Manifesto 
for a socialist Britain as part 
of the world-wide struggle 
for peace and progressive and 
sustainable change. We are the 
real internationalists in this 
General Election, an integral 
part of the resurgent interna-
tional communist movement 
whose aim is no less than the 
liberation of humanity.

May 8th & Beyond
What happens next?

A New Generation & New Tactics
Communist candidates, 

party members and YCLers 
have been hitting the campaign 
trail up and down the country 
with the aim of bringing 
class politics and Communist 
policies into the heart of our 
communities.

As well as the traditional 
election address (stuffed full 
of policies for the people!) 
and canvassing, comrades have 
been finding innovative ways 
to bring the Communist Party 
to the people!

Billboard for
Andy Chaffer’s
Campaign in
Hodgehill,
Birmingham

CP billboard next 
to a Tory one in 
North Devon 
for Gerry Sables 
Campaign

Every CP 
candidate has 
at least 2 or 3 
billboards in their 
constituency

CP Candidates launch 
the Party manifesto 
outside Parliament

Lots of candidates 
have been using 
cars and a 
loudhailer or PA 
system - sporting 
some CP flags of 
course!

Communist Party 
General Secretary 
Robert Griffths 
Featured on the 
Daily Politics show
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Real Power: 

Trevor Jones, national 
scretary of the 
Communist Party in 

Wales, unveiled the updated 
political programme “Real 
Power for the People of 
Wales” which favours far 
greater devolution of powers 
from Brussels and London 
including areas of industrial 
relations, culture, health and 
education.

Welsh Communists 
launched the new edition of 
their programme on the 8th of 
March 2015, in Aberystwyth.

Real Power for the 
People of Wales reflects 
changes in the Welsh economy, 
society and culture discussed 
at the party’s Welsh congress 
late last year.

With higher levels of 
poverty, sickness and other 
levels of social deprivation 
than most of the nations 
and regions of Britain, and 
thus greater reliance on 
public services and welfare 
benefits, people here have 
been particularly hard hit by 
Labour and then Tory-LibDem 
austerity policies.

The Labour 
government in the National 
Assembly of Wales, like the 
Labour-Plaid Cymru coalition 
which preceded it, has pursued 
broadly social democratic 
policies. To a limited extent, 
these have shielded people 
from what would otherwise 
have been the even more 
catastrophic consequences of 

the austerity demanded by the 
London government, the EU 
commission in Brussels and 
the European Central Bank in 
Frankfurt.

A series of initiatives 
have sustained jobs so that, for 
the first time in many decades, 
Welsh unemployment did 
not rise far above the British 
average even in a recession.

In particular, successive 
Welsh governments in Cardiff 
have refused to go down 
the road of privatising public 
sector facilities and services, 
notably in the NHS and 
education.

Furthermore, the 
administration headed by First 
Minister Carwyn Jones has 
taken Cardiff-Wales airport 

into public ownership, albeit 
through an arms-length 
arrangement, and intends to 
do the same in 2018 when 
the Arriva Trains franchise in 
Wales comes to an end.

This is the main reason 
why the right-wing media and 
Tory politicians from Prime 
Minister David Cameron 
down have waged a scurrilous 
campaign of smears and 
distortions against the NHS in 
Wales.

It also explains why 
the Tory-LibDem regime in 
London has been punishing 
Wales with deeper cuts to its 
national assembly block grant 
than to the Scottish parliament 
and equivalent departments in 
England.

For the people of Wales

The Welsh Communist Party have updated their political programme 
for achieving real progressive change for workers in Wales
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On top of that, the 
Tories and Labour centrally 
are both committed to 
retaining the Barnett formula 
for such funding, which takes 
no account of social need and 
so deprives Wales of £200m 
a year.

That’s why Real Power 
for the People of Wales argues 
for greater economic and 
financial powers for the Welsh 
assembly and government

An Economic Plan 
for Wales would guide 
the development of the 
infrastructure and our 
abundant energy and raw 
material resources to rebuild 
our industrial base. The Welsh 
government’s “outcome 
agreements” with public and 
voluntary sector contractors 
should be extended into the 
private sector so that public 
money produces the jobs, 
wages and products that are 
required.

The energy, public 
transport and waste disposal 
sectors should be taken back 
into public ownership to 
ensure the necessary levels 
of coordination, investment, 
development and sustainability.

We need additional 
revenue raising options in 
order to invest in research, 
science and technology where 
the Welsh economy lags 
behind its neighbours.

Wales would also 
benefit substantially from a 
redistribution of wealth across 
Britain. That’s why Welsh 
Communists support a united 
class struggle in a federal 
Britain to tax the super-rich 
concentrated in south-east 
England who hide their wealth 
at home and abroad via the 
City of London.

Real power for the 
Welsh people would also 
require the devolution of 
powers in other areas so 
that, for instance, neither 
the London government nor 
the Supreme Court could 
again block Welsh draft 
laws to restore a minimum 
wages board for agricultural 
workers or to force 
construction companies to pay 
compensation for reckless use 
of asbestos.

“People’s parliament” 
for Wales would extend the 
franchise to 16-year olds, 
empower electors to dismiss 

their Assembly Members 
by popular vote and allow 
petitioners with mass support 
to initiate parliamentary 
debates, resolutions and 
legislation.

Real power for 
Welsh workers would mean 
increasing the rights of their 
representatives at work to 
combat “blacklisting” and 
enforce social equalities and 
health and safety.

Real power for people 
and their communities means 
that devolution from Brussels 
and London should not stop 
at Cardiff. Communists favour 
the establishment of many 
more community councils with 
significant powers and funds of 
their own.

Real power for 
the Welsh people should 
mean promoting much 
wider access to education, 
culture and information. 
Free adult education, a new 
Welsh Language Act and 
democratisation of the mass 
media would help the Welsh 
people to express and enhance 
their unique multicultural 
identity, bound up as it is with 
a long and rich history of the 

struggle for social justice.
Welsh Communists 

recognise the priority that 
must be given to the present 
battles to defend all the 
social advances achieved over 
the past 150 years, many of 
which are now under threat. 
We know that the Wales 
TUC, trade unions and trade 
councils are vital to the 
protection of everything that 
defines a civilised society.

Alongside our friends 
and allies, whether or not in 
the Labour, Green and socialist 
parties or Plaid Cymru, we 
will work to build the People’s 
Assembly in local communities 
across Wales.

But we also understand 
the value of having a vision of 
a better, socialist society.

Real Power for the 
People of Wales is a guide 
to the action necessary to 
achieve it.

Copies of Real Power 
for the People of Wales 
can be ordered for £2 
each from the Welsh 
Communist Party at www.
welshcommunists.org 
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Scottish Communists Launch 
Manifesto for Scotland 

The Communist Partys General Election Manifesto for Scotland was launched 
by YCL General Secretary and Glasgow North West Parliamentary Candidate 
Zoe Hennessy on the 14th of April at the Party’s Scottish Office on the 14th 

of April.

The key demand is for a Federal Republic that provides Home Rule parliaments for 
Scotland and Wales and also enables working class unity to be developed across 
the nations of Britain.

• It calls for the Federal Parliament to control currency, banking, interest rates and 
taxes on wealth and capital - with a constitutional obligation to redistribute tax 
income across Britain geographically in light of social need.

• All other powers should be devolved to national parliaments with tax powers 
over income and consumption and borrowing powers sufficient to fund industrial 
development and develop public sector ownership of utilities.

• lt sees such a federal structure as the best framework for developing unity among 
working people across Britain in face of the most serious assault on rights and liv-
ing standard for half a century. 

• lt rejects ‘devo max’ as a trap. lt would stop the redistribution of wealth across 
Britain, disunite working people and leave Scotland poorer.

The Manifesto can be downloaded at www.issuu.com/communist_party
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Good Ol’ Harry
GEORGE WATERHOUSE recalls the winning personality and humour of a 
great communist leader and what we can learn from it

Antonio Gramsci, Leader of the Communist Party of Italy

“There is no other class for 
me but the working class. 
They give one strength, hope 

and inspiration. Their history is 
the only history worth knowing 
and fighting to develop in the 
conditions of our time. There is no 
sacrifice too great to be allowed 
to serve the working class. I know 
that one day they will conquer 
power in Britain.” - Harry Pollitt 
1890-1960 General Secretary 
of the Communist Party of 
Great Britain 

Last year a meeting 
was organised on a cold 
November Monday evening. 
It was held to commemorate 
the life of Harry Pollitt in 
Droylsden Library which 
bears a plaque to his name. 
We would have been glad to 
have ten people turn up but 
over 50 packed into the small 
room. We had two daughters 
of local International Brigader 
Sam Wild, two local Labour 
Party councillors, Greens, 
Communists, local unemployed 
activists and regional trade 
union organisers. David Ayrton 
from the Marx Memorial 
Library spoke alongside 
Labour historian Kevin 
Morgan. Unfortunately Brian 
Pollitt, Harry’s son was unable 
to be there due to ill health. 
This was a shame because 
he had a few anecdotes that 
illustrate Harry’s down to 
earth personality and humour. 

Son of a blacksmith’s 
striker and a weaver, Harry 
was born into a poor 
Lancashire working class family 
and started work at the age of 
12. Like his mother he became 
a socialist activist, first with 
the Independent Labour Party 
and later with the Openshaw 
Socialist Society. Harry became 
a boilermaker and led several 
strikes as he moved around 
the country for work. He was 
involved with the Hands Off 
Russia movement that saw 
dockers refuse to load ships 
with arms bound for Russia 
to help the whites. Harry was 

a founding member of the 
Communist Party in 1920 
and later became the general 
secretary of the National 
Minority Movement-a rank 
and file movement that fought 
for fighting policies within the 
trade union movement. 

Harry was elected 
General Secretary of the 
Communist Party in 1929 and 
led the party through some of 
its proudest moments to date. 
Events such as the Kinder 
Scout mass trespass, the battle 
of Cable Street, the Spanish 
Civil War and International 
brigade, and the Second World 
War all occurred during his 
leadership. 

During the Spanish 
Civil War the British battalion 
of the International Brigade 
had many ‘celebrity’ guests to 
visit them, but their favourite 
was Harry. They wanted to 
name the battalion after him 
and adorn the banner with 
hammer and sickles, however 
Harry’s orders for a broad 
popular front policy won 
the day and, named after the 
Labour leader, the Clement 
Attlee Company was born. 
However the brigaders 
insisted on naming the ‘Harry 
Pollitt Field kitchen’ in his 
honour!

Harry visited the 
battalion in Spain five times. 
His relationship with the men 
was very close and he took 
it upon himself to personally 
write to the families of those 
who fell. Harry’s speeches 
regularly moved the men to 
tears and he always brought 
letters from home, took 
letter for loved ones and 
brought sweets, chocolates 
and cigarettes. He came at 
Christmas in 1937 bringing 
over 500 letters from home 
and a Christmas pudding! His 
speeches never lacked the 
common touch:

“I’m not going to tell 
you what a good job you’re 
doing. I’m not going to tell you 

that you’re heroes and that 
you’re history because enough 
people have told you that 
already. What I propose to you 

is to give you a résumé of the 
end of the football season and 
the beginning of the cricket 
season”

Painting of Harry Pollitt (1890 - 1960), painted 
c.1951 Courtesy of People’s History Museum
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Harry suffered for 
his beliefs and activism. He 
was blacklisted, kidnapped, 
beaten up and imprisoned. 
Arrested along with half of 
the party executive in 1925 
in a calculating action of 
intimidation in the run up to 
the general strike Harry found 
himself in Wandsworth Prison. 
A professional burglar said to 
him “serves you bloody well 
right. You’ve no respect for 
private property!” 

His son Brian 
remembered how when he 
died even the obituaries in the 
capitalist press remarked on 
his humour and decency. The 
papers tried to say that Harry 
was the only communist like 
this. Apparently Rajani Palme 
Dutt, who replaced Pollitt as 
leader briefly in 1939, was 
furious. The sometimes rather 
stern theoretician seemed 
to prove his reputation by 
replying “if a comrade tells a 
joke, I laugh.”

Followed everywhere 
by the secret services Harry 
showed remarkable wit in 
dealing with his shadows. 
Once in Paris an agent was 
hidden spying on Harry. A 
waiter reluctantly pulled back 
the curtain and presented the 
man with a drink ‘courtesy 
of the man at the bar’. He 
looked over and there was 
Harry smilling and waving! 
Another time in England an 
agent was front-tailing Harry 
onto a bus. They went to the 
top deck, the agent sat down 
and harry continued to the 
back. Eventually the conductor 
came along and the agent 
started to look uncomfortable 
and fumble for change. The 
conductor told him not to 
worry; the gentleman at the 
back has bought you a ticket 
‘he says he is the only person 
on this bus who knows 
where you are going’. And 
sure enough there was Harry 
smirking at the back!

Matrovsky, biographer 
of Harry (available here at the 
Scottish Communists website 
http://scottishcommunists.
org.uk/marxist-library/classic-
communist-pamphlets )and 
person responsible for the 
museum of the Communist 
International in Georgia was 
with Brian on the maiden 
voyage of the good ship 

Harry Pollitt from Leningrad 
to Havana. Brian asked why, 
in comparison to the much 
larger French and Italian 
parties, the CPGB and Harry 
Pollitt in particular were 
so overrepresented at the 
museum. Matrovsky replied 
that Harry saved his bacon! 
Apparently when Harry was 
in the Soviet Union discussing 
The British Road to Socialism 
with Stalin he was responsible 
for Harry. The next day he 
mistakenly took him to the 
civilian airport instead of the 
military one. Realising his 
mistake he got him there but 
had missed the flight. Half the 
politburo was there looking 
sternly at Matrovsky. Before 
anyone could say a word 
Harry stepped in and said 
‘comrades we had such a good 
meeting yesterday we had a 
bit too much to drink, we are 
a bit hung-over and that’s why 
we missed the plane!’

Kevin Morgan gave 
me some of the interviews 
he conducted with leading 
communists such as Phil 
Piratin, Bert Ramelson and 

Olive Parsons (who with her 
husband acted as drivers for 
Harry.). You really get the 
sense of Harry’s comedy, 
personality and sense of 
human feeling. He could relate 
to working class people and he 
genuinely felt the loss of every 
brigadier killed in Spain. In 
Kevin Halpin’s memoirs (who 
Harry described as a ‘good 
industrial cadre’) he described 
how at a workplace speech 
Harry described the workings 
of the capitalist economy by 
relating a conversation he had 
had with some women on the 
bus from Dagenham about 
food prices. 

The lessons of 
Harry Pollitts life for young 
communists should be in 
terms of dedication to the 
cause of socialism; humour, 
bravery and determination in 
the face of reaction; and the 
importance of maintaining an 
organic link to our class and 
our culture.

George Waterhouse is 
former General Secretary 
of the YCL

The lessons of 
Harry Pollitts 
life for young 
communists 
should be 
in terms of 
dedication 
to the cause 
of socialism; 
humour, 
bravery and 
determination 
in the face 
of reaction; 
and the 
importance of 
maintaining 
an organic 
link to our 
class and our 
culture

NOW IS THE TIME TO JOIN THE 
STRUGGLE FOR SOCIALISM
Don’t stop being angry at the greed and 
waste of capitalism.
GET INVOLVED, GET ORGANISED, JOIN 
THE CP & YCL TODAY!

Apply at: www.ycl.org.uk 
    www.communist-party.org.uk 

YCL Summer Camp 2015
We’re finalising the arrangments for Summer Camp 2015. 
The Summer Camp in 2014 was a great success and 
we’re looking to make it bigger and better this year!

Things are still being finalised but we can confirm 
the camp will be from the 14th-17th of August at the 
Coldwell Activity Centre. Veterans of last years camp 
will be pleased to know we have indoor accomodation 
this time around! Places will go quick so register yourself 
early!

Booking isn’t open yet but keep an eye on www.ycl.org.
uk or send an email to gensec@ycl.org,uk
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“Liberalism; the fiercest          
enemy to our right to  
live free from want.”

Italian philosopher, 
historian and militant 
communist, Domenico 

Losurdo has been working 
for several years on the 
history of liberalism in 
order to rethink the 
process of emancipation.

‘As a communist, but 
not exclusively, and as a 
philosopher and historian, I 
aim to continue combatting 
the dominant ideology of 
our time. This is because 
the dominant ideology is 
a manipulation of history 
which is an obstacle to the 
process of emancipation. By 
the same measure, we must 
also rethink our fight for 
emancipation’, proclaimed 
Domenico Losurdo in 2007 
at the Fete de l’humanité 
book fair, to which he was 
invited for the first time by 
the Gabriel-Péri Foundation. 
Professor at the University 
of Urbino in Italy, Domenico 
Losurdo is a specialist in the 
philosophy of Hegel, having 
written two books on the 
subject translated into French 
(Hegel and the liberals, PUF, 
Paris, 1992 and Hegel and 
the German Catastrophe, 
Albin Michel, Paris, 1994), as 
well as another on Gramsci 
(Gramsci. From Liberalism 
to Critical Communism, 
Syllepse, Paris, 2006). Losurdo 
is no media intellectual, but 
a fundamentally important 
academic on the subject of 
liberalism, its relationship 
with communism and its 
emancipatory fight. Having 
devoted himself to a political 
history of classical German 
philosophy from Kant to Marx, 

passing through Heidegger 
and Nietzsche, he has since 
worked on a political history 
of liberalism (Liberalism: 
A Counter-History, la 
Découverte, 2003). He has 
notably also written several 
more works, of which the ones 
published in French include 
‘Revisionism in History’ ( Albin 
Michel 2006), ‘The Original 
20th Century Sin’ (Aden, 
2007), ‘A Flight from History’ 
(Delga, 2007), and ‘Stalin: A 
History and Critique of a Dark 
Legend’ (Aden 2011).

In your book ‘The 
Counter-History 
of Liberalism’, you 
deconstruct neo-liberal 
ideology and the way it is 
equated with democracy 
and liberty in opposition 
to ‘totalitarianism’. Why 
did it seem to you an 
urgent task to analyse and 
denounce this approach to 
liberalism?

Domenico Losurdo: 
In order to promote its 
expansion, each empire needs 
a genealogical myth which 
celebrates and transfigures 
its origins and history, and 
which invites its enemies 
(or potential enemies) to 
bow down to a moral force 
and to a political superiority. 
According to the legend 
wisely created by the Roman 
Empire, Rome had not only 
royal, but divine origins too: 
according to its epic history 
Rome was founded by the 
pious Aeneas who had left Troy 
in flames and was son of the 
goddess Venus and of Anchises 
- cousin of the King of Troy. 

The genealogical myth of the 
modern US Empire hardly 
differs: having fled an intolerant 
and despotic Europe, the 
founding fathers joined the 
New World in order to erect 
an eternal monument to 
liberty in the shape of the 
United States, supposedly the 
oldest living democracy... My 

book on the contrary shows 
a completely different history: 
English colonies in America 
followed by the United States 
saw the formation of the most 
extreme form of slavery and a 
total dehumanisation of slaves. 
In the first few decades of life 
on the newly founded country, 
it was almost always slave 

Interview with Italian Philosopher, historian and militant communist 
DOMENICO LOSURDO

Domenico Losurdo



27

INTERVIEW

owners who occupied the post 
of President, and they sought 
to block the emancipation of 
slaves in Saint-Domingo and 
in Haiti, as well as exporting 
slavery to Texas and annexing 
Mexico, amongst other crimes. 
It’s a shameful history which 
lasted a long time. It suffices to 
recount (as many notable US 
scholars do) how in the 1930s, 
the persecution of blacks in 
the south of the USA was 
comparable to the persecution 
of Jews under the Third Reich. 
All this without mentioning 
the extermination of Red 
Indians and the genocidal 
practices which characterised 
western colonialism in its 
entirety. 

In which ways exactly 
has liberal ideology 
legitimised different forms 
of oppression throughout 
history? In your own 
terms, liberalism is a 
democracy fit only for ‘the 
ruling class’...

D.L. These days the situation 
is different. The cycle which 
started with the Jacobin 
revolution and ended with the 
Bolshevik Revolution radically 
put to the fore the question 
of colonial oppression at 
the expense of peoples of 
colonial origin. Nevertheless, 
Israel is talked about as the 
only ‘real’ democracy in the 
Middle East. The other side of 
the coin is that Palestinians 
can be arrested, tortured, and 
subjected to extra-judicial 
executions without trial. It 
really is a ‘democracy fit for 
the ruling class’! On a global 
level, the west assigns itself 
the sovereign right to start 
wars without even the sole 
permission of the UN Security 
Council; US Presidents often 
self-define their country as 
‘God’s chosen nation’, with a 
right to guide the world. This 
‘democracy fit for the ruling 
class’ unfortunately seems to 
have a rosy future. 
It must be added that 
liberalism ignores the link 
between economics and 
politics, of which philosophers 
such as Hegel and Rousseau 
were well aware. Hegel, in 
particular, showed us how 
someone who is at risk of 
dying of starvation is in reality 

subject to a social status 
comparable to that of a slave.

Some people take a 
great pleasure from 
making the comparison 
between Nazism and 
communism... How would 
you analyse this concept of 
totalitarianism?

D.L. Totalitarianism has its 
roots in theories of ‘total 
mobilisation’ and ‘total war’, 
in an enlistment of the whole 
population as provoked by 
the great capitalist powers 
and their competition for 
the conquest of colonies 
and global hegemony. Hitler 
aspired to avenge Germany, 
to recuperate and enlarge its 
‘living (and colonial) space’. 
He believed himself to be 
the inheritor of a colonial 
tradition, wanting to radicalise 
it, invoking primarily the 
example of the USA, and 
seeking to establish his ‘Far 
West’ in eastern Europe and 
reducing Slavonic people to 
a condition of slaves serving 
the ‘master race’. It’s no 
coincidence that this project 
came to its decisive defeat at 
Stalingrad, and that this same 
defeat constituted the start of 
a gigantic wave of anti-colonial 
revolutions. 
To demonstrate the wholly 
arbitrary character of the 
dominant ideology we 
can make the following 
comparison: at the start of 
the 19th Century, Napoleon 
sent a powerful army to 
Saint Domingo with the aim 
of re-establishing slavery 
following its abolition by to 
the great black revolution 
led by Toussaint Louverture. 
Here we can safely say that in 
the subsequent horrendous 
war, the attacked weren’t 
anymore ‘savage’ than the 
aggressors, but it would seem 
ridiculous to accuse one side 
or the other of being under 
the category of ‘savagery’ or 
bloody ‘totalitarianism’.

In your latest book, ‘La 
Lotta di classe. Una 
storia politica e filosofica’ 
(Class Warfare, A Political 
History and Philosophy), 
not yet published in 
French, you focus on a 
concept which is central 

to the philosophy of Marx 
and Engels - class warfare. 
In which ways can this 
concept help us to analyse, 
understand and act within 
our society?

D.S According to Marx and 
Engels, class warfare has as its 
aim the division of work at an 
international level, at a national 
level and in the institution of 
the family. It is the people who 
upset the colonial order; the 
subaltern classes who fight 
against capitalist exploitation 
and the women who refuse to 
be ‘domestic slaves’ to which 
the patriarchal family submits 
them to who are on the 
frontline of the emancipatory 
classes’ struggle. In light of 
this, the wars of liberation and 
national resistance led by the 
Chinese people and the Soviet 
peoples against the Empire of 
the Rising Sun and the Third 
Reich respectively, which 
wanted to subjugate or even 
reduce them to slaves, can 
be considered as spectacular 
victories of class-warfare. 
What’s more, the struggle 
of countries and of peoples 
who want to see an end to 
the western monopolisation 
of high technology (let’s think 
of China, in particular) and 
who refuse to be confined 
to inferior segments of the 
international work market, 
should also be considered as 
class warfare. 

As a philosopher and as a 
communist historian, you 

affirm that the dominant 
ideology is a manipulation 
of history and that it 
constitutes an obstacle to 
the fight for emancipation. 
How do we re-think this 
fight for emancipation 
today? In your view, 
what has become the 
communist perspective in 
Europe and in the rest of 
the world?

D.L. It is necessary to engage 
on the three main pillars of 
class warfare. I’d like to draw 
attention to a point which is 
often ignored. Not only is it 
impossible to be a socialist 
but it is impossible to be a 
democrat if we don’t fight 
for democracy in regards 
to international relations. 
The claim by a small group 
of countries to present 
themselves as chosen nations 
with the right to start wars or 
even threaten to start wars 
without the authorisation from 
the UN Security Council is a 
manifestation of colonialism 
or of neo-colonialism, and 
ought to be contested all the 
way. As regards a strategic 
perspective, should we 
represent communism as the 
complete abolition not only 
of class antagonisms, but also 
of the state and of political 
power, without mentioning 
religion, nations, division of 
labour, markets, and of every 
possible source of conflict? By 
re-examining the myth of the 
abolition of the state, Gramsci 
remarked that civil society 
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was in itself a type of state. He 
also underlined the fact that 
internationalism has nothing to 
do with the misunderstanding 
of national identities, as such 
identities would remain well 
after the collapse of capitalism. 
As for the market, Gramsci 
thought that it be wiser to talk 
about a ‘determined market’, 
rather than the market as 
an abstract form. Gramsci 
helps us to think beyond 
the messianism which could 
gravely harm the construction 
of a post-capitalist state. 

What is your analysis of 
the Chinese model of 
society, which mixes a 
market economy with a 
socialist perspective?

D.L. The People’s Republic 
of China originates from the 
biggest anti-colonial revolution 
of our history, and an anti-
colonial revolution can only 
be said to truly succeed if it 
can add a successful economic 
independence to its political 
independence. In this respect, 
there is a continuity between 
Mao Tse-Tung and Deng 
Xiaoping. The latter introduced 
his new plan on the basis 
of two main considerations. 
Firstly, he believed that a call 
to the revolutionary spirit of 
sacrifice can only succeed in 
moments of particular political 
enthusiasm; in the long term 
it is impossible to develop 
the productive forces (and 
so combat misery) without 
economic incentives, and 
therefore without competition 
and without markets. On top 
of this, during times of crises 
and following the collapse 
of the USSR, the west held 
the monopoly over high 
technology, and as such it 
was impossible for China to 
access this high technology 
without opening itself up to 
international markets. Thanks 
also to the achievements 
orchestrated by the Maoist era 
(with its massive promotion 
of education, eradication of 
infectious diseases, etc.), the 
new plan, despite its blatant 
contradictions can boast 
an incredible success: 600 
million people or 660 million 
people (according to other 
estimates) liberated from 
misery, infrastructures worthy 

of a first world economy, 
growth in the process of 
industrialisation from its coast 
areas to its inland areas, rapid 
incrementation of salaries for 
several years and a growing 
concern for environmental 
issues. By focusing on the key 
role of the achievement in the 
safekeeping of independence 
and of national sovereignty, 
and by encouraging the old 
colonies to pursue their own 
economic independence, 
China can today be seen 
as the centre of the anti-
colonial revolution -which 
began in the 20th Century 
and is still in process under 
its different guises to this day. 
And by reminding ourselves 
of the pivotal role the public 
sphere should play in any 
economy, China constitutes 
an alternative in opposition to 
the economic liberalism and 
to the consensus dictated by 
Washington.
 
In view of the austerity 
measures taking place 
in Europe, how do you 
conceive the alternatives 
and the ways in which we 
can achieve emancipation?

D.L. The struggles against the 
dismantlement of the welfare 
state and against bellicist 
politics can only play a central 
role. During the Second 
World War the Democrat 
F.D Roosevelt theorised the 
right to live with ‘freedom 
from want’ and ‘freedom from 
fear’, alongside the traditional 
liberties granted by a liberal 
tradition. The economic 
liberalism of the consensus 
in Washington is the fiercest 
enemy to our right to live free 
from want.  As for the right 
to live free from fear, this is 
denied to us on a daily basis by 
warmongering politics, threats 
of war and Obama’s method 
of resorting to drones.

Interview conducted by Anna 
Musso

Translation by Julian Jones

 Julian Jones is 
International Secretary 
of the YCL and Executive 
Committee member.
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Letters: 
Communist Q&A

Ask a question, 
start a debate, 
comment, 
criticism or 
praise - all 
welcome! 
 
Send letters to: 
challenge@ycl.org.uk

We’ve relaunched the 
Challenge Letters Page!

Where do you guys stand on immigration?

In a socialist (and by extension communist) economy, because 
work and production are planned by the people’s government 
according to the needs of the country, everybody is provided 
with work and what they need to live. Therefore there is no 
competition between immigrant and native workers either 
for work or basic services. Today, in a capitalist economy, that 
contradiction arises because capitalists (bosses, industrialists) can 
undercut the wages of native workers by taking on desperate 
immigrant workers - who have come here to escape exploita-
tion by capitalists (low wages, no jobs due to “no demand”) in 
their own countries. Capitalists and their representative political 
parties and media also gain politically by dividing and conquer-
ing, setting native workers against immigrant workers, restricting 

basic services so that different workers have to compete for the 
crumbs - in the process taking attention away from themselves, 
who after all are the ones doing the hiring on their own terms, 
profiting largely despite the issues faced by the rest of the popu-
lace, etc.

How do you plan to create and sustain future jobs for young 
people?

I’ll quote some points from the People’s Charter which is 
a general programme written by the Communist Party and 
approved by organisations like the Trade Union Congress (TUC) 
- we would compel government and private investment, including 
re-investment of profits from lucrative industries, in expansion 
and communities; work, education or training guarantees; ending 
casual work and reducing hours to create more, stable jobs; and 
creating jobs in environmental and house-building programmes, 
as well as according to needs in public services and the 
community. In general, if you look around, you will see a million 
things to do from filling potholes to stopping tax evasion, and the 
point of a socialist economy and government would be to fulfil 
all those needs with jobs.

In the past communism wasn’t peaceful, how do you differ?

Communists have always opposed war, nuclear armament, etc. 
In this country we have called for the removal of the Trident 
nuclear missiles as a threat to world peace. From the Spanish 
Civil War, when communists left their homes to fight fascist 
overthrow of the government in Spain, to this day, we have been 
against fascism and Nazism when liberals and other capitalist 
politicians have turned a blind eye. Those who led the way in 
repudiating the needless slaughter of WWI were communists, 
such as the Russian Bolsheviks, founders of the USSR, whose 
new nation was invaded and sabotaged at all angles by the other 
capitalist states of the world simply for refusing to continue the 
war. There have been countless wars and slaughters in modern 
history and very few have anything to do with communists.

Welcome to the relaunch of the 
Challenge letters page! YCL EC 
Member and Communications 
Officer ROBIN TALBOT fields your 
questions and queries
Letters can be submitted by email to challenge@
ycl.org.uk; by post to Challenge, Ruskin House, 
23 Coombe Road, CR0 1BD; or via our Facebook 
Page or Twitter @ycl_britain.

The questions for this edition were selected from 
the many submitted to our facebook page every 
month.
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Back 2 Basics
Part Eight: Imperialism part 2 

In the last Back To Basics, 
we began looking at the 
development of imperialism. 

In this article, we will look at 
recent developments within 
imperialism in what constitutes 
its third phase.

The first phase of 
imperialism, up until 1945, 
was characterised by inter-
imperialist rivalry and the drive 
to divide and re-divide the 
world into spheres of influence 
of the dominant capitalist 
countries. It is important to 
note that this was a global, not 
national or regional, process 
and that imperialism has always 
been a global system.

The second phase 
of imperialism, lasting from 
1945 to the early 1990s, was 
characterised by an increase 
in stability brought about by 
the existence of the Soviet 
Union and the socialist 
countries of Eastern Europe. 
The capitalist countries were 
forced to conceal some of 
their differences and subjugate 
inter-imperialist rivalry to the 
need to form a united front 
against the socialist countries 
and the threat of communism. 
This is not to argue that 
capitalism ceased to develop 
or developed on an even basis. 

Indeed, the capitalist countries 
continued to develop their 
mode of production within 
the capitalist sphere and the 
effects of uneven development 
continued to play a role in the 
relative power struggles within 
imperialism. However, due to 
the existence of the Soviet 
Union and its allies, substantial 
gains were made by the 
working class in the advanced 
capitalist countries and the 
growth of imperialism was 
slowed, though not halted.

Since the early 1990s, 
we have faced a very different 
world situation. Firstly, sincethe 
end of WWII, there has been 
a massive expansion of non-
banking financial institutions 
(e.g. insurance and pension 
funds). Money is taken from 
workers via these institutions 
and re-invested in the stock 
market outside of the control 
of the working class. Secondly, 
the role of Trans-national 
Corporations (TNCs) has 
greatly increased. TNCs now 
control more than 1/3 of 
world production, more than 
2/3 of international trade and 
more than ¾ of corporate 
investment. This process has 
been greatly accelerated by 
deregulation. Thirdly, the export 

of capital is of even greater 
significance than ever before. 
All the advanced capitalist 
countries have high levels of 
Foreign Direct Investment 
(FDI), the vast majority of 
which is invested elsewhere 
in the developed world, 
tying the economies 
of the major capitalist 
countries closely 
to each other. For 
example, by far the 
largest part of British 
FDI is invested 
in the US and, 
similarly, the majority 
of money passing through 
the City of London financial 
centre is US capital.

Fourthly, imperialism 
has become even more 
parasitic and moribund, with 
large amounts of capital being 
invested and re-invested in 
non-socially-useful sectors of 
the economy such as the arms 
industry. This attempt to stave 
off economic crisis through 
relying on the re-investment 
of government money, taken 
from the general population 
in the form of taxes, in the 
arms industry inevitably skews 
the national economies of the 
imperialist countries away from 
socially-useful production.

Fifthly, the process of 
economic division and re-
division of the world between 
TNCs has been accelerated. 
As cheap capital projects and 
cheap labour become less 
significant in relation to access 
to markets and resources, 

political and military means 
are increasingly used to gain 
access. Sixthly, the development 
of state-monopoly capitalism 
has accelerated, with most 
TNCs not only reliant on 
state support in the political 
and military spheres but also 
economically through a process 
of mass privatisation to achieve 
above average profits at the 
expense of the public sector.

Finally, the role of inter-
imperialist rivalry has been 
reasserted under the new 
conditions of US dominance. In 
an attempt to allow European 
TNCs to compete on a more 
equal footing with their US 
counterparts, leading capitalists 
within Western Europe have 
pushed the formation of an 
imperialist ‘United States of 
Europe’ - the EU - to strip 
away workers rights and 
achieve super-profits through 
the free movement of goods, 
services, capital and labour 
within Europe.

Imperialism the Highest Stage of 
Capitalism - VI Lenin
Imperialism, a study paper - available 
at www.ycl org.uk

Introducing Marxism, a CP study 
course - available at www.ycl.org.uk
The Development of Capitalism & 
Imperialism, Britains Road to Socialism

Further Reading

Back2Basics is a regular feature 
in Challenge, an ongoing series 
of articles of Marxist concepts 
made easy. Also available as a 
paperback pamphlet.

Imperialism the 
Highest Stafe of 
Campitalism, the 
class ic text by Lenin
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bedtime
DAVID GROVE highly reccommends Simon 
Blumenfelds classic novel “Jew Boy” set in 
London’s 1930s Jewish East End

It was the former Challenge 
Editor James Rodie who 
introduced me to this 

remarkable novel, first 
published in 1934 and reissued 
in 2011, with support from the 
RMT union. It did for the East 
End of London what Love on 
the Dole, which I covered in a 
previous article, had done for 
Salford. Both novels are set 
in working class communities 
suffering unemployment and 
poverty during the great 
depression of the early 1930s. 
In both the hero is a young 
man desperately seeking a 
livelihood, a steady partner and 
a purpose in life.  But there is 
a big difference. Greenwood’s 
Harry cynically succumbs 
to the system, whereas 
Blumenfeld’s Alec finally 
commits himself to struggle 
for a better world. Surprisingly, 
and perhaps significantly, he is 
strongly influenced by a black 
American communist whom 
he meets on an unemployed 
demonstration.

In his Introduction to 
the 2011 edition Ken Worpole 
writes “The title was an act 
of cultural defiance, taking 
a term of abuse and turning 
it into a badge of honour.” 
But during the story Alec, 
though proud of his Jewish 
cultural heritage, rids himself 
of religious baggage and of 
Zionist illusions. He thinks: It 
was very convenient for the 

rich industrialists to centre 
Jewish interest on Palestine. 
First class also for the Anglo-
Saxon imperialists to have 
some Jews there; to make 
Palestine a sort of buffer 
state in the East, cutting it off 
from other Mohammedan 
countries. To pit Jews against 
Arabs whenever they seemed 
like making a common front. 
Divide and conquer! If this 
were a historical novel about 
the 1930s I’d have wondered 
whether a Jew would have 
thought like that in 1934 – but 
Blumenfeld did – and wrote it 
into his book.

The novel has a 
tremendous variety of scenes 
and characters, reflecting 
the rich mixture of races 
and cultures in London’s 
Whitechapel. This is the 
background to the battle of 
Cable Street, to Phil Piratin’s 
election as a Communist MP 
in 1945, and to progressive 
Jewish writers like Arnold 
Wesker and Bernard Kops.  

Some of the best bits 
are in the rather few passages 
about work in a garment 
factory. For instance, a new 
manager introduces the 
Bedaux system of controlling 
every detail of the workers’ 
actions. One of them holds 
up his record card and says 
They’ve made a mistake with 
mine. They’ve left no space 
for mother’s maiden name, 

or fingerprints. They all walk 
off the job and Alec makes 
a political speech. The strike 
wins a temporary victory but 
Alec is a marked man, to be 
sacked when orders tail off.

A striking feature of 
Jew Boy is the prominence 
given to Olive, the most 
important – and most 
engaging – female character. A 
former servant and prostitute, 
she gently coaches Alec 
in the mysteries of sexual 

intercourse. They fall deeply 
in love and she becomes a 
loyal partner. Though she 
doesn’t share Alec’s political or 
cultural interests, Blumenfeld 
leaves us with the strong 
impression that her common 
sense and worldly experience 
will provide him with stable 
support whatever he may do.

Jew Boy (London Books 
2011) avaiable at www.
london-books.co.uk/
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Poetry Corner
When the trumpet sounded, it was
all prepared on the earth,
the Jehovah parcelled out the earth
to Coca-Cola, Inc., Anaconda,
Ford Motors, and other entities:
The Fruit Company, Inc.
reserved for itself the most succulent,
the central coast of my own land,
the delicate waist of America.
It rechristened its territories
as the ‘Banana Republics’
and over the sleeping dead,
over the restless heroes
who brought about the greatness,
the liberty and the flags,
it established the comic opera:
abolished the independencies,
presented crowns of Caesar,
unsheathed envy, attracted
the dictatorship of the flies,
Trujillo flies, Tacho flies,
Carias flies, Martines flies,
Ubico flies, damp flies
of modest blood and marmalade,
drunken flies who zoom
over the ordinary graves, 
circus flies, wise flies
well trained in tyranny.

Among the blood-thirsty flies
the Fruit Company lands its ships,
taking off the coffee and the fruit;
the treasure of our submerged 
territories flow as though 
on plates into the ships.

Meanwhile Indians are falling
into the sugared chasms
of the harbours, wrapped 
for burial in the midst of the dawn:
a body rolls, a thing
that has no name, a fallen cipher,
a cluster of dead fruit
thrown down on the dump.”

by Pablo Neruda
The United Fruit Company

Pablo Neruda was a prominent Chilean Communist, as 
well as a Nobel prize-winning poet in both literature 
and peace (slightly more deserving than the current 
warmongering president of the US). Neruda played key 
roles in two Chilean governments and experienced the 
outlawing of Communism in 1948 and later became a close 
advisor to the Socialist President Salvador Allende only 
to die in hospital of cancer at the time of Pinochet’s US-
backed coup.

Better known nowadays only for his poetry, he was 
a hugely popular poet in Chile at the time and remains 
popular throughout the world today. Neruda’s work 
reminds me of a line from Billy Bragg’s Waiting for the 
Great Leap Forward which reads:

‘Mixing Pop and Politics he asks me what the use is’
To me Neruda managed to excel at both and shows 

that the artistic arena is a good a place as any to bring 
politics to bear.

The following poem rails against the imperialism rife 
in Latin America AKA the back-yard of the USA. A threat 
which is all to relevant for the peoples of the region to this 
day.

By Owain Holland

“
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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 Europe, 
£21 for Overseas (please pay by international money order). Cheques & P/O 
should be made payable to YCL.  Order online at www.ycl.org.uk

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 liberation. It 
means realising that only a fundamental shift in power from the capital-
ists to working people can guarantee democratic rights and social pro-
gress. Socialist revolution in Britain can and should be achieved through 
a combination of mass popular struggle in the labour movement & 
society as a whole as well as struggle in the electoral field. We publicise 
our activities, theory & revolutionary perspective on the day to day 
struggle through our magazine Challenge, which also provides a channel 
for debate within the YCL and the wider movement as a whole.



NOW IS THE TIME
TO JOIN THE YCL! 

JOIN THE STRUGGLE !

FOR PEACE, JOBS AND SOCIALISM

For working 
class power 
and human 
liberation!



We’re different to all the other papers – 
we’re not owned by oligarchs or friends 
of big business, but by thousands of 
ordinary people via the People’s Press 
Printing Society co-op. And we want 
many more of you to be a part of it.
We’ve ambitious plans to grow, but we 
need your help to do it.
You can play your part by taking out 
shares, and getting your 
union branch to do the same.

Britain’s only socialist daily
Britain’s only co-operative daily

The Morning Star

I hereby apply for membership of the People’s Press Printing Society Ltd. I enclose 
(delete as appropriate, £1 minimum):

£10/£50/£100/£500/£............
being payment in full, at the rate of £1 per share. I further agree to conform with 
the rules of the PPPS (a copy of the rules is available on request).To PEOPLE’S PRESS PRINTING 

SOCIETY LTD
(Registered under the Industrial and Provident 

Societies Act 1965 No 12750R)

William Rust House, 52 Beachy Road, 
Bow, London E3 2NS

Secretary Tony Briscoe

Own your own paper...
BUY A SHARE IN THE STAR’S FUTURE

Return this form to the secretary at the address listed. All payments in sterling payable to PPPS

Join the movement for a better media

Take a share in the people’s paper

Full name (individual application) 
Branch (union application) 

Signature  

Date of birth (you must be 16 or over) 

Email  

Postal address (inc. postcode) 

 

Existing member? Number 

Join thousands backing the campaign for a better media. Join the PPPS today

The more members of the co-op, the wider the 
democratic base, the more revenue we have to 
invest and, ultimately, the better the paper.
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Shareholder unions
include:

Community, CWU, FBU, 
GMB, NUM, POA,  
RMT, Ucatt, Unite the Union 
and the North  
East Area NUM


