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editorial
Dear Comrades

Welcome to the latest issue of Challenge.

Brexit continues to dominate the political landscape in Britain. The Tory 
Government remains determined to deliver a Brexit in name only (pp.18-
19) and leave us tied to the Single Market.  The Government’s flagship EU 
withdrawal Bill (pp.15-17) is intended to empower Tory ministers to amend 
and repeal legislation post Brexit with as little democratic input as possible.

Communists must continue to lead the fight for a People’s Brexit (pp.18-
19). Building an economy based on socialist principles and public ownership 
(p.14) would be impossible under EU rules on state aid, public procurement 
and nationalisation. This is why the struggle for a complete break with the 
EU and the Single Market is so vital.

The argument for this is not one of dry economics or stale theory. There 
is a real human cost to the anti-worker policies of the EU (p.20). A cost 
extracted in the suffering and lives of working people day and daily, not just 
in Britain, but across Europe. This must be part and parcel of our appeal to 
workers in Britain. They have the chance to strike the mortal wound against 
the neoliberal antidemocratic institution,

This edition features timely updates on the situations in Israel (p.11) and 
Nicaragua (pp.12-13) which every comrade should make themselves aware 
of.

We also feature a wide range of Marxist theory from insights on Das 
Kapital (pp.24-25) to Marxism and disability (pp.26-28), as well as a 
compelling description of alienation in modern Britain (pp.21-23).

You will also find all of your favourite news, reviews, cultural content and 
updates about the activity of the League up and down the country.

In comradeship

Johnnie Hunter

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.

Communists 
must 
continue 
to lead the 
fight for a 
People’s 
Brexit
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Communist Party’s Further and 
Higher Education Advisory on 
the recent UCU Congress 
Communist Party 

members who were 
delegates at the 2018 

UCU Congress consider that 
developments at the Congress 
place the future of the union 
at risk.

We recognise that 
legitimate concerns have been 
raised about the conduct of 
the leadership in the current 
USS dispute and wider issues 
of union democracy. Congress 
is the forum to debate these 
issues, including holding 
elected officials to account.

However, Congress 
decided to proceed to 
debate motions containing 
unsubstantiated allegations 
about the general secretary, 
an employee of the union, 
and calling for her resignation 
and censure, which was in 
contradiction with procedures 
for dealing with such 
allegations agreed between 
UCU and the staff union 
Unite. This decision not 
unsurprisingly provoked a 
walk-out by members of staff, 
which meant that Congress 

ended early, with the motions 
in question and many others 
not being taken.

The situation is 
complicated by the dual 
position of the general 
secretary being both a 
nationally elected official and 
an employee of the National 
Executive Committee. As 
regards the former, she is 
accountable to those who 
elected her; but on the other 
hand she has agreed terms 
and conditions, including for 
dealing with allegations of 
misconduct, and the NEC has 
a duty of care to ensure due 
process and implementation 
of the contract. The already 
established commission 
on union democracy is the 
correct opportunity for 
discussing these issues.

As well as the procedural 
problem, the tactical wisdom 
of debating the conduct 
of the general secretary 
at a time when the union 
is still in dispute with the 
USS employers has to be 
questioned. As we said in 

our previous statement, this 
looked like opportunism and 
part of a political power grab.

UCU staff, who are 
members of Unite, will act in 
line with what they believe 
to be their collective interest, 
and as fellow trade unionists 
we need to respect that. It 
seems that their reaction is 
fuelled by feelings that they 
are frequently scapegoated, 
characterised as right-wing 
bureaucrats, and attacked 
by some activists, something 
that has only been fuelled 
by social media comment. 
It is not our place to tell 
members of another union 
what they should do, but the 
paralysis of Congress is highly 
unfortunate and has resulted 
in unnecessary division 
between all of those wanting 
to work for UCU members’ 
best interests.

Communist delegates 
recognise that feeling has run 
high during the Congress. 
The intimidating behaviour of 
a small number of delegates, 
after Congress had closed, 

needs to be condemned. 
The dispute could have 
been resolved, and Congress 
enabled to conduct its full 
business, if the movers of the 
two motions in question had 
been magnanimous enough to 
withdraw them. Their refusal 
was an avoidable error and 
tragedy at a time when the 
union should be celebrating 
its growing power, and 
recognising the importance 
of the unity built during the 
recent pensions dispute.

Instead, it looks as though 
the actions of a number of 
delegates following the closure 
of Congress have set in train 
events which could lead to 
the break-up of the union. This 
must be avoided at all costs. 
The essential need is to build 
unity between all elements of 
the union and move them all 
in a progressive, left direction 
together rather than pitching 
the union into fights with itself.

Communist Party

4 June 2018

NATO reminder that left needs 
to step up battle of ideas - CP  
A year on from Labour’s 

‘extraordinary’ 
progress at the general 

election more needs to be 
done to build a socialist 
mass movement to sweep 
Jeremy Corbyn into office, the 
Communist Party said at the 
weekend.

The CP executive 
committee welcomed the 
marches for a new deal for 
workers on May 12 and for 
the NHS’s 70th birthday last 
Saturday, but cautioned that 
parliamentary revolts Labour 
MPs opposed to Mr Corbyn’s 

leadership had confused the 
party’s stance on leaving the 
European Union, potentially 
alienating working-class voters.

Ill-discipline by MPs 
also showed the need for a 
strong extra-parliamentary 
movement to ensure a Labour 
government can implement a 
socialist manifesto.

Though Labour’s 
commitment to implement 
the Institute of Employment 
Rights’s manifesto for labour 
law was vital, building trade 
union confidence that 
workplace struggle could 

secure victories independently 
of Labour legislation would 
also be necessary, the EC 
declared.

Labour’s continued 
support for US imperialism 
through British membership of 
NATO and nuclear weapons 
indicated the need to step 
up the battle of ideas on the 
left and win backing for an 
anti-imperialist government, a 
fight in which the role of the 
Morning Star and the NGO 
Liberation would be crucial, 
the committee heard.

Communists also 

emphasised the importance of 
preventing the construction of 
a third runway at Heathrow 
at incalculable cost to the 
environment, stressing the 
role of public investment in 
supporting smaller regional 
airports and for high-speed rail 
to cut down on unnecessary 
domestic flights.

Communist Party

3 July 2018



‘The Tory government 
is a divided shambles 

over Brexit and would be 
finished off by a large, solid 
group of left-wing MPs’, Liz 
Payne told the Communist 
Party’s political committee on 
Wednesday evening.

She was reporting after 
a visit to the Westminster 
parliament, where she had 
taken Palestine Peace and 
Solidarity Council chair 
Aqel Taqaz to witness Prime 
Minister’s question time.

Together with World 
Peace Council executive 
member Navid Shomali, they 
had watched as Tory MPs 
attacked their government 
and each other after the SNP 
parliamentary group had 
walked out in support of their 
ejected leader.

‘The tragedy is that so 
few Labour MPs voice a 
clear understanding of the 
imperialist, pro-big business 
and anti-working character of 
the EU and the progressive 
alternatives to Britain’s 

membership’, Ms Payne 
commented.

‘Instead, some Labour 
backbenchers are joining rebel 
Tories in an effort to block the 
democratic outcome of the 
2016 EU referendum, while 
many other MPs including 
most of the Cabinet want 
a superficial Brexit that 
would still tie Britain to the 
neoliberal rules of the EU 
single market and customs 
union’, she added.

Ms Payne accused the EU 
single market and its policies 
of austerity, privatisation and 
labour flexibility of promoting 
uneven development 
across the continent. ‘One 
consequence is the resurgence 
of the far right and its bogus 
populism based on racism, 
chauvinism and anti-Muslim 
scaremongering’, she pointed 
out.

Britain’s Communists 
support the policy of Labour’s 
left-wing leadership for a 
post-Brexit settlement that 
would maintain access to 

the EU market - but not 
at the cost of a future left 
government’s freedom to 
raise funds for infrastructure 
investment, provide state aid 
to industry, regulate trade 
and the movement of capital, 
end compulsory competitive 
tendering, legislate against the 
super-exploitation of imported 
labour and radically reform 
VAT.

As for the SNP walk-out, 
the Communist Party chair 
dismissed it as ‘a pre-arranged 
publicity stunt’ that had 
negated a possible opportunity 
to debate the devolution to 
Scotland and Wales of powers 
being repatriated from the EU.

‘The irony is that all of 
those powers would have 
remained in Brussels had 
Britain voted to stay in the 
EU as the SNP would have 
wished’, Ms Payne remarked.

The CP political committee 
welcomed the outcome of 
a debate at last weekend’s 
conference of trades union 
councils in Manchester, when 

delegates rejected a motion 
urging them to organise an 
anti-Brexit campaign across 
England and Wales. The 
committee also received a 
report from CP treasurer 
Martin Graham that the party 
had surpassed the £19,170 
target set for its Bolshevik 
Revolution centenary appeal.

Communist Party

14 June 2018
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Tory disarray is the left’s oppor-
tunity, Communists declare
Addressing the 

Communist Party’s 
political committee 

on Thursday evening, Alex 
Gordon recalled the words 
of Bolshevik revolutionary 
VI Lenin: ‘There are decades 
where nothing happens 
and there are weeks where 
decades happen’.

In just one week, Prime 
Minister Theresa May had met 
German Chancellor Angela 
Merkel, moved against the 
Eurosceptics in her own party 
and precipitated what could 
prove to be a fatal spate of 
resignations from the Tory 
Cabinet.

‘May’s so-called “Chequers 
Plan” to keep Britain half in 
the EU single market and 

wholly tied to the EU customs 
union has fooled nobody, 
least of all her own MPs and 
EU chief negotiator Michel 
Barnier’, Mr Gordon declared.

‘Her crude attempt to 
impose a fraudulent Brexit 
is almost certainly doomed, 
even though some Labour MPs 
rushed to her aid by proposing 
a coalition government’, he 
argued.

‘Helped by his fifth column 
in Britain, Barnier and his 
cohorts will demand nothing 
less than an extortionate 
“divorce” settlement and total 
subjection to EU neoliberal big 
business freedoms as the price 
of any post-Brexit settlement’, 
Mr Gordon added.

But the former president 

of the RMT rail union 
also made clear that the 
alternative to EU single market 
domination was not the 
right-wing Tory perspective 
for neoliberal free trade 
deals with the US and other 
countries.

‘Working people need to 
break free from the yoke of 
neoliberalism of every kind’, 
he insisted. In particular, a 
left-led Labour government 
was needed urgently to 
invest in manufacturing and 
infrastructure, renationalise 
the railways and energy 
utilities, direct private 
investment, outlaw the super-
exploitation of migrant labour 
and carry out a host of other 
policies that would contravene 

EU treaties and directives’.
The CP political committee 

agreed to approach a range of 
political, labour movement and 
community organisations to 
discuss renewing the campaign 
for a ‘left exit’ from the EU 
and ‘Fortress Europe’.

‘The people’s vote against 
EU membership has plunged 
the Tories and the far right 
into disarray and crisis - this 
is the left’s opportunity’, Mr 
Gordon concluded.

Communist Party

14 July 2018

CP calls for left alternative to 
Brexit “shambles” 
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YCL: Together Against Trump 
The Young Communist 

League completely 
opposes US President 

Donald Trump’s visit to Britain 
this week. This is a position 
supported by workers and 
the youth across Britain. 
We call for socialists, trade 
unionists and young people to 
mobilise opposition in their 
communities and makes this 
message clear to Trump and 
the Tory government.

Donald Trump may be 
especially offensive to women, 
ethnic minorities, members of 
the LGBTQ+ community, and 
indeed all decent people, but 
he is far from unique. Trump 
has carried on foreign policies 
that were the bedrock of the 
Obama administration and 
have been the longstanding 
strategy of the United States 
since the end of WWII.

The identical strategy of 
both presidents underlines the 
complete control of military 
and industrial interests in US 
politics whether the party 
in power be Democrat or 
Republican, whether kind-
faced and charismatic or 
utterly despicable.

The drive of US 
imperialism to secure 
markets for US capital, 
oppose progressive change 
and undermine the socialist 
countries continues at a 
relentless pace in 2018, and 
will continue past 2018 unless 
fundamental change is brought 
about. Below are just some 
examples of US intervention, 
which are both abhorrent and 
long-standing across the past 
five presidencies.

PALESTINE
The Middle East continues 

to be the flash point for US 
and NATO intervention. 
The provocative move by 
Washington to recognise 
Jerusalem as the capital of 
the Zionist settler state 
Israel merely adds more 
fuel to the fire of an already 
horrific situation and flies in 
the face of United Nations 
recommendations for dialogue, 
peace and a two-state solution 
for Israel and Palestine.

SYRIA
Intervention in Syria is 

prolonging the war against 
Islamic State and the other 
Islamist factions armed by the 
US, Britain, NATO powers and 
Israel. Hundreds of thousands 
have died in this conflict with 
many millions more displaced, 
creating an overwhelming 
humanitarian crisis. The 
objective? Carving up Middle 
Eastern pipelines for oil and 
gas production and isolating 
and surrounding Iran. We are 
yet to see the evidence of 
alleged weapons attacks that 
NATO hoped would justify 
invasion, used as pretexts 
in previous ‘humanitarian 
interventions’.

YEMEN
War and unrest intended 

to isolate Iran and secure 
oil transport routes for 
US and Saudi interests is 
also the cause for US and 
NATO intervention in the 
dire civil war in Yemen. 80% 
of the country’s population 
are in need of humanitarian 
assistance, 15 million have no 
access to basic health services 
and 3.2 million have had to 
leave their homes. Bombings 
of cities, markets, schools and 
other vital infrastructure has 
been the deliberate policy of 
the Saudi led coalition, with 
US backing and British-made 
bombs.

Due to the war in Yemen, 
weapon deals between more 
than a dozen countries and 
Saudi Arabia have massively 
increased, with the US 
selling $60 million worth of 
weaponry under Obama’s 
Government and over $110 
million worth under Trump. 
The UK has also profited 
from the war. During the first 
3 months of war UK weapon 
sales to Saudi Arabia rose to 
£1 billion.

KOREA
The role of big business, 

international weapons 
manufacturers and financial 
interests in promoting wars 
and their benefit from US 
imperialism was clearest 
during the peace talks on 

the Korean peninsula. Every 
step towards lasting peace 
and demilitarisation in Korea 
was greeted with falling 
share prices from big arms 
companies such as Lockheed 
Martin.

While people across 
the planet celebrated 
the move towards peace 
and cooperation, the US 
government sought only to 
maintain division. Why? To 
justify its massive military 
presence in Korea and Japan, 
right on China’s border, and 
the domestic arms industry 
that relies upon it.

SOUTH CHINA SEA
The US role in Korea is 

part of their broader strategy 
to isolate and surround China, 
a move known as the ‘pivot 
to Asia’ first initiated under 
Obama. In the South China 
Sea, rather than allowing 
matters to be resolved 
through democratic channels, 
the US has sought to stir up 
border disputes between 
a number of countries 
as a pretext for moving 
massive numbers of troops 
and warships to the area, 
thousands of miles from US 
territory. However, according 
to the Western powers, China 

is the apparent aggressor in all 
this. It is merely coincidental 
that the South China Sea is 
one of the busiest and most 
important shipping lanes on 
the planet.

LATIN AMERICA
The US Government has 

continued and intensified their 
decades long campaign of 
attacking left and progressive 
governments in Latin America.

Economic war and 
attempts to spark civil 
unrest have so far proved 
unsuccessful in Venezuela. 
The United States remains 
desperate to reverse the 
massive gains for working 
people in Venezuela under 
the socialist government. The 
nationalisation of Venezuela’s 
oil industry, which controls 
one-fifth of global reserves, is 
unacceptable to the US and 
its puppets in the Venezuelan 
ruling class.

The same tactics are 
also currently being used 
in Nicaragua where the 
US is once again eager to 
support civil war and political 
assassinations. Similar attacks 
on socialist politics and 
socialist politicians have also 
been seen in countries such as 
Argentina, Brazil and Ecuador, 

STATEMENTS
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whilst Cuba remains under the 
extraterritorial blockade.

UKRAINE
The situation is not 

getting better, but worse. 
US imperialism is ever more 
aggressively making itself 
known right on our doorstep, 
in this case in Eastern 
Europe. Ukraine has been the 
flashpoint for conflict between 
the US, EU and NATO and the 
growing imperialist ambitions 
of Putin’s Russia. The US and 
its allies, including Britain, 
have been happy to spoon-
feed money, guns and political 
support to a government 
of outspoken and admitted 
fascists and rabid nationalists. 
The British Government 
has even trained neo-Nazi 
paramilitary groups in the 
country.

The biggest victims of 
these policies have been 
the Ukrainian people, 
especially those in the east 
of the country, in addition 

to the Communist Party of 
Ukraine and her supporters. 
Thousands of people have 
died, and many more have 
been forced to flee, due to the 
Ukrainian Government’s civil 
war against Eastern Ukraine. 
Rising government debt to 
the EU and the IMF and 
money-grubbing oligarchs are 
leading the general population 
towards impoverishment. The 
Communists – who received 
over 2.5 million votes in the 
last free election – have faced 
violence, intimidation and 
murder for opposing this. 
Again, the priority for the 
US and its allies is to secure 
economic resources and 
geopolitical positions and put 
pressure on opponents such 
as Russia. To do so, they have 
to crush Communists and 
other progressive voices who 
refuse to submit to Western 
imperialism.

THE SOLUTION
The problem is not 

Trump nor Obama. Trump is 
just the honest expression 
of the bloodthirsty and 
degenerate capitalist system 
that exists in the world today 
– capitalism profiting from 
war, exploitation and human 
suffering. But capitalism is also 
a crisis-stricken system. Its 
chronic weaknesses can be 
understood.

The working class and the 
youth have to face up to this 
reality in order to pull Britain, 
and the rest of the world, 
back from the blind alleys into 
which we are heading.

People must get out, 
oppose Trump, and argue 
against the Special Relationship 
whereby British politicians 
and business shamelessly line 
up behind US imperialism 
to receive the bloody 
breadcrumbs.

Communists call for 
withdrawal from NATO and 
an independent foreign policy 
for Britain, based on respect 

for national sovereignty and 
cooperation, especially with 
the socialist and progressive 
countries, in order to fight 
terrorism and make the world 
a safer, more stable place. We 
call for nuclear disarmament 
and peace, with no more 
British involvement in dirty 
wars and interventions.

US military supremacy is 
not invincible – it is a chain of 
command where Britain has 
been a lapdog and accomplice 
for too long. Time to break the 
British imperialist link!

No to Trump and US 
imperialism!

Yes to peace and socialism 
in our lifetime!

Executive Committee 
Young Communist League

12 July 2018

Young Communists: Two Years 
On – Fight for a People’s Brexit! 
The Young Communist 

League has released the 
following statement in 

response to the Government’s 
Chequers Agreement.

The Young Communist 
League of Britain celebrates 
the recent second anniversary 
of the vote to leave the 
European Union and the 
exercise in sovereignty and 
popular democracy which 
the British working class 
successfully carried out in 
2016.

Across the communist 
movement, the EU is 
recognised to be an 
undemocratic and increasingly 
expansionist representative of 
neo-liberal capitalism, seeking 
to depress wages and open 
up public services to the 
forces of ‘free competition’ 
and the market. The most 
recent and pertinent example 
of this trend is the attempt 

to force through reforms to 
the national railway operator 
in France (SNCF), a move 
condemned by communist 
trade unionists in that country 
as the first concrete step 
towards a private railway 
network.

It is for these reasons, 
and many more, that the YCL 
maintains an uncompromising 
commitment to leaving the 
EU and the single market, 
for the full reinstatement of 
parliamentary sovereignty and 
for a truly democratic control 
over the economy.

In this light, the YCL 
has reiterated that the 
final outcome of the Brexit 
negotiations must be approved 
by Parliament, in line with the 
interests of the British people.

Nevertheless, Britain’s 
young communists reassert 
that leaving the EU, as an 
isolated measure, is no 

panacea and just a very 
small step towards achieving 
socialism within our lifetimes.

The popular Brexit 
process should not be seen 
as a carte blanche for the 
Tory government to roll 
back the protections of the 
state. In any case, it must 
be stated that once British 
law has been brought back 
under the full sovereignty 
of parliament, it will be up 
to the people to vote for 
a progressive government 
(Labour or otherwise) which 
shall be able to implement a 
radical programme away from 
the budgetary constraints 
and neoliberal dictums of the 
European Union.

Much has been made of 
the supposed potential losses 
of workers’ rights during the 
Brexit process, fully ignoring 
the role of unions and activism 
in Britain in achieving our 

hard-earned rights. After all, 
social gains have never been, 
and will never be, instigated 
by the neoliberal right, but 
by the working class. It is the 
job of trade unionists and 
communists to have fought 
to win our rights, and it is 
the job of trade unionists and 
communists to protect our 
rights in terms of welfare, and 
win more social protections.

Finally, the YCL hopes 
that Brexit may pave the way 
for a full withdrawal from 
NATO, in the spirit of popular 
democracy and sovereignty of 
the peoples.

For Peace and Socialism!
For a People’s Brexit!
For Popular Democracy!

Executive Committee 
Young Communist League

15 July 2018
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YCL Statement on ‘Free Tommy 
Robinson’ Demonstration 
The YCL released the 

following statement 
in response to the so 

called ‘Free Tommy Robinson’ 
demonstration.

Steven Yaxley Lennon, 
or Tommy Robinson as he 
is more commonly known, 
and his alliance of far right 
followers and football casuals, 
have called for a “free Tommy 
Robinson” demonstration 
today at Whitehall. Lennon is 
a well known racist and has 
longstanding links to the far 
right in Britain. Robinson was 
jailed for contempt of court 
during the trial of Rotherham 
paedophiles.

Robinson filmed himself 
reading out the defendants’ 
names and the charges they 
face and confronted the 
defendants as they arrived 
outside court. The EDL, which 
Robinsion founded back in 
2009, and the far right in 
general are attempting to claim 
that he was jailed for trying to 
reveal abuse being carried out 
by Muslims. However this is 
untrue. Robinson was arrested 
and jailed for breaching the 
peace outside the courtroom 
and for potentially jeopardising 
a trial which had lasted 
months and the successful 
convictions of those involved.

Stand Up to Racism and 
a number of major affiliated 
trade unions have called for 
a counter demonstration to 
the rally called by far right 
supporters of Robinson. Whilst 
we offer strong support to this 
counter demonstration, and 
all those prepared to stand 
up to fascists on our streets, 
it is essential to acknowledge 
and emphasise two facts 
whilst protesting Robinson’s 
supporters.

Firstly, there was horrific 
abuse carried out across 
the country, particularly 
in Rotherham, which was 
perpetrated by Muslims and 
non-Muslims.

Secondly, it should be 
highlighted that Robinson is 
not being jailed for trying to 
reveal a systematic cover-up, 
he is being jailed because of 
his actions which could see 
paedophile groups escape 
justice and go free as a result. 
This is crucial if any counter 
demonstration is to achieve its 
purpose.

The YCL calls on the 
broader movement to unite 
and to ensure that these two 
facts are acknowledged at 
the counter demonstration. 
The Free Tommy Robinson 
demonstration cannot be 

countered by simply shouting 
“racist” or “scum” at his 
supporters. This will achieve 
little.

We must also show that 
there are people from across 
the left who are willing to 
take direct action to prevent 
racists and fascists rallying on 
our streets. The left is not and 
should not be willing to be 
herded and kettled by police 
whilst shouting scum at the far 
right.

It is also concerning that 
this demonstration has been 
called – and that authorities 
have allowed it to proceed 
– the same day as ‘alt-right’ 
pro Trump protesters are 
demonstrating in London in a 
sycophantic show of support 
for the unstable US president. 
This follows yesterday’s 
demonstration against Trump 
where over 250,000 were 
on the streets of London 

to oppose the visit of the 
bigoted warmonger. This could 
culminate in a violent mix 
of activity between different 
sections of the far right 
and given the violence that 
was seen at the last Tommy 
Robinson demo this is not 
unlikely. We as Communists 
must be vigilant at all times 
about the rise of the far right 
in our major cities.

The left must win the 
battle of ideas. Currently it 
is clear that the tactics and 
arguments which have been 
adopted by many antifascists 
are not achieving this.

No to racists and fascists 
on our streets!

No to racism and division! 
Yes to working class unity!

Executive Committee 
Young Communist League

14 July 2018
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WFDY Statement on the assassi-
nation attempt against Maduro
The World Federation 

of Democratic 
Youth condemns the 

assassination attempt against 
the president of Venezuela 
Nicolás Maduro and every 
foreign intervention in the 
country. President #Maduro 
was speaking at a military 
event in Caracas when 
drones armed with explosives 

detonated near him. 
The attacks against 

#Venezuela are part of 
the extensive behaviour 
of imperialism in the area 
which aims to dominate and 
plunder the resources of Latin 
America and Caribbean region. 
The assassination attempt is 
nothing more but another 
consequence of the escalated 

aggression of the local 
reactionary and fascist forces 
supported, as usually, by the 
USA and its allies. 

We stand in #solidarity 
with the people of Venezuela 
and we wish them to stay 
strong and united in order 
to defend their country from 
imperialism. We would also like 
to express our support to our 

member organisations from 
Venezuela and inform them 
that #WFDY stands by them!

World Federation of 
Democratic Youth

5 August 2018

WFDY on International World 
Youth Day 2018
WFDY honours today 

the International 
Youth Day. 28 

years are completed this 
year since the decision of 
the General Assembly of the 
United Nations in 1990, to 
establish the 12th of August 
as International Youth Day, 
focused on the difficulties and 
the problems of young people 
all around the planet. 

We are now living in 
a period when the recent 
economic crisis and all the 
consequences that followed 
are questioning the rights of 
the youth in education, health 
and work. The given conditions 

make the need for a massive 
youth movement a necessity. 
Of course, massiveness is not 
the only characteristic that this 
movement needs.

The struggle against the 
exploitation and against all 
those who see profit in the 
desperation of the young 
people is the key element for 
a successful movement in a 
world full of injustice. A target 
like this cannot be realistic 
without the connection of this 
struggle with the total struggle 
against imperialism. 

We can say, with scientific 
accuracy that all the problems 
of humanity today, are 

problems of a system which 
exist by the exploitation 
and regenerates through 
wars and destruction. The 
unemployment of the youth 
in one region is connected 
with the colonialism in 
another. Refugees and low paid 
workers, uneducated youth 
and people starving to death, 
are all coming from the same 
source.

We call the youth of the 
world, we call all the people 
who love peace and who 
dream a world with social 
justice, to stand together and 
to fight for it. It is a great 
need to face our problems as 

a whole, to realise that the 
enemy is one, the barbaric 
imperialist system and to stand 
with solidarity with all of our 
brothers and sisters against 
this enemy. For a future as we 
deserve it, for a future for the 
youth, in order to leave behind 
the rotting old world, for 
progress, evolution, peace and 
social justice. 

Youth Unite and together 
we shall win! 

World Federation of 
Democratic Youth

12 August 2018
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At the start of May this 
year, Shahbaz Ali, 25, 

was stabbed in a racially 
motivated attack in Edinburgh. 
A temporary resident in a 
Council-run hostel, he had fled 
Syria with his family five years 
ago. Shahbaz had intervened 
on behalf of his young female 
cousin who lives in the same 
hostel when he was stabbed 
multiple times.

Although the culprit was 
apprehended, organisations like 
the YCL must do more than 

signing a petition or turning 
out at a rally (though both 
of these things happened!), 
a lot of these activities are 
preaching to the converted. 
No racist will sign an anti-
racist petition, no convinced 
bigot will attend a rally looking 
to end racial prejudice. Our 
anti-fascism should move 
beyond a performance, ‘by 
lefties, for lefties’. We need to 
take working class values of 
solidarity and fairness back 
into our communities, at the 

point where we people engage 
with culture.

This means on the football 
pitch, in music venues and 
nightclubs, where we work and 
where we relax. 

With this in mind, the YCL 
set up a football tournament 
with teams drawn from 
Glasgow and Edinburgh YCL, 
Scottish Young Labour and 
Syrian/Kurdish players who 
are now resident in Edinburgh, 
raised over 70 quid to donate 
to Shahbaz, and will look to 

hold similar events in the 
future.

Although it’s not the 
winning, but the taking 
part that counts, we are 
nevertheless pleased to 
report that the top spots 
were occupied by Young 
Communists!

Glasgow and Edinburgh 
Young Communist League 
Branches

SOLIDARITY & SPORT
Edinburgh and Glasgow Young Communist League Branches report 
on their efforts to build unity between working class and immigrant 
communities through the workers’ pastime.

COMPETITION: teams drawn from Glasgow and Edinburgh YCL, 
Scottish Young Labour and Syrian and Kurdish communities
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The need today is to 
strengthen the unity of 
the Palestinian citizens’ 

struggle and form the widest 
Jewish-Arab front to fight 
fascism.

The Communist Party of 
Israel considers the “Basic Law: 
Israel – the Nation State of the 
Jewish People” a serious fascist 
step aimed at undermining the 
right of self-determination for 
the Palestinian people, and at 
the elimination of the rights of 
the refugees.

This law also expels the 
national and basic rights of 
the Palestinians citizens of 
Israel as the nation-state law 
establishes a formal apartheid 
system in Israel.

This basic law falls within 
the framework of the Israeli 
policy of denying the national 
and historical rights of the 
Palestinian people on their 
homeland and within the 
Netanyahu government’s 
policy of antagonising the 
Palestinian citizens of Israel 
and delegitimising their 

citizenship.
All this points at a new 

and dangerous level of right-
wing deterioration towards 
fascism that does not only 
threaten a national minority, 
but impends the democratic 
margin as a whole, and grants 
constitutional legitimacy to 
the long-practised policy of 
discrimination and racism.

The Communist Party 
confirms its well-known 
historical position that the 
Palestinian citizens of Israel 
are the indigenous people 
of this land and have no 
other homeland — and no 
racist fascist act of any racist 
government can change that 
fact. These masses, who now 
number nearly one-and-a-half 
million, are committed to their 
homeland and their rights in it.

This inadmissible racist 
legislation, in parallel with 
annexation and displacement 
plans in the Occupied 
Territories and in the Negev, 
reaffirms that the Israeli 
strategy, supported by the US 

administration and colluded 
with by the Gulf regimes, is 
the final elimination of the 
possibility of an independent 
Palestinian state within the 
borders of June 4 1967 and 
East Jerusalem as its capital, 
including a just solution that 
will guarantee the refugees’ 
return under UN resolutions, 
as well as the rights of the 
Palestinians, citizens of Israel, 
to full equity in national and 
civil rights in their homeland.

It is not surprising that 
the fascist right and racist, 
Islamophobic and anti-semitic 
forces in Europe and the 
United States applaud this law 
and are inspired by the “Israeli 
national model” — that is, the 
model of national chauvinism, 
religious fundamentalism and 
oppression of minorities.

What is most needed of us 
today is unity of the struggle of 
the Palestinian citizens of Israel 
in the face of this authoritarian 
escalation, through their 
representative bodies.

At the same time, what 

is required today is not only 
to prevent the isolation of 
the Palestinian citizens in 
this battle but also to attract 
all those affected by the 
government’s approach and 
build the largest Jewish-Arab 
front to resist fascism.

The Communist Party 
also calls on all revolutionary 
and progressive forces in the 
region and the world to step 
up the struggle against this 
criminal policy, which will only 
bring disaster to the region 
and its people.

The Communist Party 
reaffirms its support for all 
the steps taken by the Joint 
List and the Higher Follow-
up Committee and calls 
upon the Arab and Jewish 
masses, especially the younger 
generation, to participate 
actively in the coming 
struggles to defeat racism and 
overthrow this government.

International Relations 
Committee, Communist 
Party of Israel

‘THE NATION-STATE 
LAW’ IS A FASCIST 
STEP TOWARDS 
APARTHEID
A statement by the Communist 
Party of Israel’s International 
Relations Committee on the Zionist 
so called ‘National State’ law.



Since April 2018 Daniel 
Ortega’s Sandinista 
government in Nicaragua 

has been facing a growing 
wave of civil insurgency – 
very similar to that seen 
in Venezuela in 2016 and 
2017.  It follows two years’ 
preparations for economic 
warfare by the US.

Last year the Nicaragua 
Investments Conditionality 
Act (the NICA Act) was 
launched in Congress along 
with sanctions against the 
President of the Electoral 
Commission and other state 
officials.  In March this year 
Chris Williamson MP lodged 
the following Early Day Motion 
in Parliament:-

“That this House is 
extremely concerned by 
US proposals to implement 
sanctions against Nicaragua 
through the so -called NICA 
Act; notes that if passed, 
the Act will serve only to 
destabilise Nicaragua and 
further impoverish what is 
already the second poorest 
country in the Western 
hemisphere.

Further notes that the 
proposed Act will put at 
risk a whole raft of social 
programmes put in place 
since 2007; recognises that 
these programmes, directed 
at the poorest and most 
vulnerable, have already led 
to a 50 per cent reduction in 
levels of poverty and maternal 
mortality; and calls on the 

Government to express its 
condemnation of these US 
proposals and represent its 
opposition to all steps taken 
by the US Administration to 
pass and implement the Act.”

Daniel Ortega’s Sandinista 
Movement originally took 
power in Nicaragua in 1979 
after overthrowing the 
US backed dictatorship of 
Anastasio Somoza.   The 
movement had been 
formed in the 
early 1960s, 
partly inspired 
by the Cuban 
revolution, 
and 

took its 
name from 
Augusto 
Cesar Sandino, 
who led an earlier 
struggle against US 
occupation in the 1920s 
and 30s.  Within months 
of the Sandinistas’ victory 
in 1979, the US launched a 
massively funded military 
intervention. By 1990 over 
30,000 people has been killed 
and the country economically 
devastated.   In the 1990 
election a US backed coalition 
won: 350 publicly owned firms 
were immediately privatised.

The following sixteen 

years saw the country’s 
impoverishment increase.  By 
1997 its foreign debt was the 
highest per head in the world.  
IMF terms for debt 
relief required 
the axing of 
almost all 
social 
provision 

secured in the 
1980s – from 
education to medical care.  
By 2002 unemployment was 
running at over 50 per cent.

The second Sandinista 
government: progressive or 
opportunist?

Ortega’s party won the 
elections in 2006.  To do so 
Ortega had formed tacit 
alliances with 

some 
sections 

of business 
and also with 
the Catholic 
Church – with 
the objective 
of rescuing 
what remained 

of the country’s 
economic 
and social 

infrastructure.
This 

involved, 
among other 
things, accepting 
the Catholic 

Church’s 
opposition to 

abortion and 
making some 
concessions 
to small and 

medium business.  
However, although 
Ortega has 
strengthened his 

electoral position in the two 
subsequent elections of 2011 
and 2016, it is unlikely that 
the 2006 election would have 
been won without minimising 

NICARAGUA
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BRIEFING NOTES
NICARAGUA

An update on developments in Nicaragua and the struggle of the 
Sandinista National Liberation Front against US intervention.



NICARAGUA

opposition from the Church 
and sections of business.

Once in government 
Ortega aligned Nicaragua to 
Venezuela and Cuba, joined 
the ALBA alliance, secured 
cheap oil supplies, abolished 
school fees, developed a free 
medical service and invested 
heavily in developing the rural 
infrastructure to assist small 
farmers.  In 2009 Nicaragua 
provided refuge for President 
Zelaya of Honduras following 
the US-inspired coup. In 2011 
Nicaragua legislated that 50 
per cent of representatives 
should be women.  By 2015 
Nicaragua had become one of 
the most stable and internally 
peaceful Central America 
countries with significant 
economic improvement.  
Economic growth has averaged 
5 per cent annually over the 
past decade – one of the 
highest rates in the Americas. 
Inflation has been massively 
reduced (World Bank 2018).  
In 2015-16 Nicaragua caused 
major concern in the US 
by signing contracts with 
Chinese companies for the 
construction of an Atlantic-
Pacific canal that would 
compete with Panama.  The 
NICA may in part have been 
a response – designed to stop 
further international loans 
– although the canal project 

appears to have been 
put on hold.

The 
2018 
anti-

government insurgency
Anti-government riots 

began in April 2018.  The 
trigger was a) an ultimatum 
by the IMF that in order to 
secure continuing debt relief 
the government refinance 
its pensions scheme  b) the 
government’s decision to 
do so by (mainly) increasing 
employer contributions 
[this was misreported by 
the  Guardian and BBC 
as increasing employee 
contributions].  The employers’ 
federation COSEP led the 
movement of opposition – 
with demonstrations mainly 
made up of university students.  
The tactic was similar to that 
used in Venezuela.  It was to 
create maximum economic 
dislocation. In Nicaragua’s 
case this has involved armed 
blockades to stop rural 
produce reaching markets 
(with the bulk of Nicaragua’s 
exports based on agricultural 
production).  The Nicaraguan 
government described the 
violent opposition as an 
attempt at a ‘soft coup’ and 
linked it to a major increase 
in US funding for NGO’s 
specialising in ‘democratic 
enhancement’ over the past 
two years [$31m via USAid 
alone in 2017].

Solidarity with progressive 
forces in Nicaragua

The violence in Nicaragua 
would seem closely linked 
to President Trump’s overall 
strategy to undermine all 
progressive governments in 
the Americas and in particular 
to isolate Venezuela and Cuba 
ahead of possible intervention.

There is therefore a duty 
to explain the a) the economic 
and social achievements of 
the Sandinista government  b) 
the nature of 
the violent 
opposition 
(and the 
degree to 
which 

the Contras still represent a 
significant force in the country 
and, in exile, in neighbouring 
countries)  c) to note that 
past tactical compromises with 
the Catholic Church have to 
be balanced against the longer 
term political objectives  d) 
the resort to violence by 
opposition forces (and the US) 
would appear to indicate their 
realisation that they have, as 
indicated in recent elections, 
lost significant mass support.

Political Committee, 
Communist Party of 
Britain

DANIEL ORTEGA: leader of the Sandinista 
Revolution 1979-1990 became president 
again in 2007

13



BRITAIN’S ROAD TO SOCIALISM

14

What forces shape 
today’s world and 
why? How can they 

be harnessed and directed in 
the interests of the people and 
our planet?

In 2017, the majority of the 
world’s 150 biggest economic 
entities were giant capitalist 
corporations. The largest 25 
were countries, headed by 
those — the US, Germany, 
Britain, France and Japan — 
that provide the home base 
for more than half of the 
largest 100 companies whose 
operations straddle planet 
Earth.

In those countries, the 
power of the state is used 
to protect and promote 
the interests of their own 
ruling class whose companies 
together monopolise the 
economy at home and abroad.

Indeed, the political power 
of the state and the economic 
power of the monopolies has 
fused to the extent that, since 
the early 20th century at least, 
we can describe that fusion as 
a system of “state-monopoly 
capitalism.”

In a draft updated 
edition, published today, 
the Communist Party’s 
programme, Britain’s Road 
to Socialism (BRS), not only 
explains this process but 
updates it to the present.

The current edition was 
first issued in 2011. Since then, 
the main imperialist powers 
have further expanded their 
military arsenals, facilities and 

actions across the strategic 
“greater Middle East” and 
Asia-Pacific regions.

Russia, China and any other 
independent-minded states 
are regarded as obstacles 
and rivals, although China’s 
second-largest economy in 
the world is also a potentially 
lucrative market. The US has 
striven with local elites to roll 
back the left-wing and anti-
imperialist movements in Latin 
America.

Imperialist intervention 
in Africa, the Middle East and 
Afghanistan has created the 
conditions in which waves of 
desperate migrants seek a new 
life in the relatively prosperous 
societies of western Europe.

Since 2011, the longer-term 
impact of the 2007-8 financial 
crash and international 
recession has become clearer. 
The neoliberal agenda still 
predominates, although the 
opposition to austerity and 
privatisation has grown. 

At the same time, many 
voters in Europe are falling for 
nationalist, anti-immigrant, anti-
Muslim rhetoric of the radical 
right.

Squeezed between 
resurgences of the radical 
left and the far right, the 
traditional social democratic 
parties have collapsed across 
much of western Europe.

The Labour Party stands 
almost alone as an exception 
to this trend. As this draft 
updated BRS explains, the 
anti-war movement, public-

sector strikes and anti-
austerity campaigning led by 
the People’s Assembly laid 
the basis for Jeremy Corbyn’s 
election as party leader.

Guided by the strategy of 
the BRS, the Communist Party 
and the Morning Star not 
only played a significant role 
in building that mass extra-
parliamentary struggle.

In a period when far left 
and sectarian voices were 
urging trade unionists and 
socialists to leave the Labour 
Party, the Communists and the 
Labour left urged them to fight 
to reclaim that party for the 
labour movement.

In Scotland, the SNP 
has forced and lost an 
independence referendum. 
A whole new section of the 
updated BRS counterposes 
to the nationalist mirage a 
progressive federalism and the 
redistribution of wealth to the 
working class in every nation 
and region of Britain. 

What are the prospects 
for winning labour movement 
unity and a left-led Labour 
government? Which policies 
should it prioritise in a left-
wing programme, including 
in such areas as automation, 
drug abuse and anti-social 
behaviour? What threats and 
opportunities would it face 
and how should it respond? 
How can we build a popular, 
democratic, anti-monopoly 
alliance of forces that can 
successfully resist obstruction 
and sabotage and put Britain 

on the road to socialism?
Since 2011, Britain’s voters 

have rejected ruling class 
pressure and opted to leave 
the pro-big business and anti-
democratic European Union. 
The election of US President 
Donald Trump has highlighted 
the grave dangers of remaining 
in Nato.

An independent foreign 
and defence policy is essential 
to minimise the threat of 
international intervention 
against any advance to 
socialism.

The BRS explains why 
left-led governments in Britain, 
Scotland and Wales must 
be free to control market 
forces and pursue left and 
progressive policies. 

The Communist Party 
now offers this draft updated 
edition to the labour and 
progressive movements for 
debate. We urge Morning Star 
readers to buy it, discuss it and 
send in your views.

Robert Griffiths is general 
secretary of the Communist 
Party of Britain.

The draft updated edition 
of Britain’s Road to Socialism 
can be ordered from CPB, 
Ruskin House, 23 Coombe Rd, 
Croydon CR0 1BD, office@
communist-party.org.uk or tel. 
020 8686 1659 at £3 per copy 
(incl. p&p).

Robert Griffths is 
General Secretary of 
the Communist Party

How can we take 
Britain towards a 
socialist future?
ROBERT GRIFFITHS, General Secretary of the Communist Party, outlines the 
Party’s new draft updated programme, Britain’s Road to Socialism.
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What is the EU 
Withdrawal Bill?

The Withdrawal Bill aims 
to repeal the 1972 European 
Communities Act and thus 
implement the decision of 
the June 2016 referendum 
for Britain to leave the EU. 
Therefore, it upholds the 
sovereignty of the people, 
while ending the sovereignty 
of EU treaties, directives 
and institutions over the 
Westminster parliament.

At the same time, the Bill 
transfers almost all existing EU 
law into British law in order 
to streamline the transition 
process, leaving it until after 
Brexit for the Westminster 
parliament to amend or 
abolish any of the transferred 
legislation.

Why is the Bill still being 
debated?

Pro-EU MPs and the 
House of Lords have tried to 
undermine and sabotage the 
Bill at every turn, showing 
their contempt for the 
referendum decision of June 
2016.

The Bill has been heavily 
amended in the Lords, thereby 
creating future opportunities 
to halt, prolong and even 
reverse Britain’s withdrawal. 
Now those amendments have 

come back to the House 
of Commons for further 
consideration.

Which amendments are 
the most controversial?

An unholy alliance of Tory, 
Labour and LibDem peers 
have (1) deleted the Bill’s 
proposed exit date of March 
29, 2019, (2) sought protection 
for transferred EU law from 
legal challenge or ministerial 
amendment and (3) demanded 
that the government must 
negotiate to keep Britain 
in the European Economic 
Area, which would mean 
continued subjection after 
Brexit to EU Single Market and 
Customs Union rules and their 
enforcement by the European 
Court of Justice (ECJ).

The ‘Hailsham amendment’ 
(proposed by ex-Tory MP 
Douglas Hogg, now Viscount 
Hailsham) insists that both 
Houses of Parliament must 
agree to the final EU exit 
settlement by the end of 
November 2018 and then 
approve a new Act by the 
end of January 2019. Failure 
to agree would mean Britain 
either remaining in the EU, at 
least for a period, or leaving 
the EU without a settlement. 
Most likely, this would cause 
a constitutional crisis, a 
General Election and possibly 

the election of a government 
that would organise a 
second referendum on EU 
membership.

Powerful forces in big 
business, the Westminster 
parliament and the pro-
EU media want a second 
referendum. Their fall-back 
position is for Britain to 
withdraw from the EU in name 
only, while remaining tied to 
the capitalist ‘free market’ 
rules of the EU Single Market 
and Customs Union.

What about the Tory 
government’s ‘power grab’ 
in the Bill?

Pro-EU MPs accuse the 
Tories of planning to use so-
called ‘Henry VIII’ powers to 
repeal progressive parts of EU 
law by proclamation, without 
debate or legislation. But all 
governments have had the 
power to amend or abolish 
the detail of existing laws by 
‘secondary’ legislation (mostly 
through orders or regulations 
known as ‘statutory 
instruments’). The mechanism 
is open to abuse — but can 
equally be used by an incoming 
government to undo previous 
changes and amend or abolish 
reactionary laws. As ever, it will 
be up to the people and their 
MPs to resist regressive repeal 
measures and campaign in 

favour of progressive reforms.
Many of the powers being 

repatriated from the EU in 
the Withdrawal Bill are in 
areas of policy that are now 
devolved to the Scottish 
Parliament and Welsh National 
Assembly. The Bill proposes 
to hold all repatriated 
powers centrally until a new 
or additional devolution 
framework is agreed between 
the British, Scottish and Welsh 
governments and legislatures.

The SNP, Plaid Cymru, 
LibDems, Greens and pro-EU 
Labour MPs demand that these 
powers should be devolved 
now, within or alongside the 
Withdrawal Bill. But they know 
that this would be a complex, 
time-consuming and in places 
contentious process. It would 
offer many fresh opportunities 
to frustrate EU withdrawal. 
Had these pro-EU parties and 
MPs won the EU referendum, 
of course, all of these powers 
would remain in Brussels — 
none would be coming back to 
Westminster for devolution to 
Edinburgh and Cardiff ... ever.

Will our rights no 
longer be protected at a 
European level?

The Bill does not repeal 
any human, democratic, 
employment or trade union 
rights already enshrined in 

WHAT IS THE 
EUROPEAN UNION 
WITHDRAWAL BILL? 
All your questions about the Government’s flagship Brexit legislation 
answered - and the position of Britain’s Communists explained.



British or EU law. It does not 
affect Britain’s affiliation to 
the Council of Europe and its 
European Court of Human 
Rights and 1953 European 
Convention on Human Rights 
(ECHR), none of which are 
related to the EU. Like Britain’s 
own 1998 Human Rights Act, 
the ECHR is based on the UN 
Declaration of Human Rights.

Instead, the Withdrawal 
Bill seeks to end the 
jurisdiction in Britain of the 
European Court of Justice 
(ECJ). Rulings by the ECJ have 
reinforced the free movement 
of capital, goods, services 
and super-exploited labour 
across the EU. In upholding 
the ‘right’ of companies to 
establish anywhere in the 
EU and employ workers 
below local standards of pay 
and conditions, the ECJ has 
effectively outlawed industrial 
action to enforce negotiated 
trade union agreements. The 
ECJ has not defended workers 
or their unions in Britain from 
any of the 14 anti-trade union 
laws enacted by Tory 
governments since 1980.

Jealous of its own 
powers to enforce free-
market capitalism, 
the ECJ blocked 
EU affiliation to 
the ECHR in 
December 
2014.

Originally, the Withdrawal 
Bill did not transfer the EU 
Charter of Fundamental Rights 
into British law. Most of these 
rights already apply here under 
domestic and international law 
— except for the Charter’s 
big business ‘freedoms’. The EU 
Charter and these ‘freedoms’ 
have since been inserted into 
the Bill by the House of Lords.

Won’t the Bill remove 
employment and 
environmental safeguards?

All existing EU law is being 
transferred onto the British 
statute book, including health 
and safety and environmental 
standards. In future, it will be 
open to British governments 
and parliaments to ‘amend, 
repeal and improve’ such law 
as they can with all other 
existing legislation. The Tories 
say they have no plans to 
alter the employment or 
environmental provisions, 
although nobody should take 
that at face value.

Nevertheless, why 
assume that Britain 
will always elect right-
wing governments and 
parliaments? Or that 
we are powerless to 
resist reactionary 
policies? After all, 
most of Britain’s 
employment, health 
and safety, equal 
pay, minimum wage 
and environmental 
reforms have been 
won through a 
combination of 
mass campaigning 
and progressive 
legislation — 
they were 
never granted 
to us by the 
EU!

Indeed, 
we now 
have the 
prospect 

of winning a left-led Labour 
government that could 
repeal the most reactionary 
parts of EU law — those 
which discriminate against 
public ownership, limit state 
investment in infrastructure, 
outlaw state aid to industry, 
ban controls on imports or 
the export of capital, impose 
competitive tendering on local 
government and protect the 
super-exploitation of migrant 
labour.

Why not let the Bill go 
under and get rid of the 
Tories?

Firstly, there is no 
guarantee that immediate 
defeat for the Withdrawal 
Bill would improve the terms 
of any final settlement with 
the EU. On the contrary, EU 
negotiators would conclude 
that their ‘fifth column’ in 
Britain is strong enough to 
help impose a punitive EU 
exit or re-entry agreement 
on any British government. In 

return for 

British access to EU markets, 
this could involve even higher 
net contributions to the EU 
budget, full compliance with 
present and future EU Single 
Market and Customs Union 
rules and extensive jurisdiction 
for the European Commission, 
European Central Bank and 
ECJ in our economic, social 
and financial affairs.

Secondly, the political 
consequence would either be 
a new Tory-led government 
backed by the LibDems and 
pro-EU Labour MPs, or a 
minority Labour government 
hamstrung by EU laws and 
institutions whether Britain 
is in or out of the EU. The 
position of the pro-EU right 
wing of the Parliamentary 
Labour Party would be 
greatly strengthened, while 
any reversal of the 2016 
referendum result could 
produce a resurgence of UKIP 
and even more reactionary 
movements.

So what is the best way 
forward from here?

All 
amendments that 
could lead to the 
further delay or 
defeat of the Bill, 
including those 
that hand the 
Lords a veto over 
any exit settlement, 
should be rejected. 
Those amendments 
that limit the 
capacity of elected 
governments and 
parliaments in Britain 

to amend or 
abolish EU 
law should 
likewise be 
removed. 
No EU 
institution 
should 
have any 

EU WITHDRAWAL BILL
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jurisdiction over public policy 
after Britain’s exit from the EU 
in March 2019.

A future left or progressive 
government in Britain must 
be free to introduce radical 
policies to take key economic 
sectors into public ownership, 
raise funds for investment in 
infrastructure and support 
public or private sector 
enterprises, control the 
movement of capital internally 
and internationally, regulate 
the labour market to promote 
collective bargaining and 
abolish super-exploitation, 
reform or abolish VAT, end 
compulsory competitive 
tendering for public sector 
contracts, etc.

Executive and legislative 
powers repatriated from 
Brussels in areas devolved 
to the Scottish and Welsh 
legislatures should be 
transferred to those bodies 
as soon as possible, within 
a framework negotiated 
between the governments in 
London, Edinburgh and Cardiff. 
Repatriated powers that 
could be devolved to England, 
its regions and Cornwall 
should be transferred to them 
within a new constitutional 
settlement for a federal 
Britain, which would include an 
English legislature and directly 
elected regional assemblies 
where public support exists. 
Together with disbursement 
of a large proportion of 
Britain’s gross contribution to 
EU funds to national, regional 
and local government, such 
a process could extensively 
reduce economic and social 
inequalities across Britain, 
while also reinvigorating 
democracy at every level.

A progressive, federal 
Britain striving for democratic 
devolution and social equality 
— what a fitting alternative to 
membership of the EU!

What about future
relations with the EU and 
the world?

The peoples of Britain and 
Europe have forged strong 
relations of every kind and 
our institutions cooperate 
closely in many fields. The 
EU will remain a major — if 
already declining — market for 
Britain’s exports for decades 

to come. It is a source of 
valuable imports, tourism, 
skilled labour and students.

It is essential that these 
relations are maintained 
and strengthened wherever 
possible. Many of them do not 
rely upon Britain’s membership 
of the EU.

It is also important for 
the British economy, jobs and 
workers that we retain access 
to the EU market, whether 
‘no tariff ’ or low tariff, with 
sectoral agreements if no 
universal agreement can be 
reached. But this should not 
be negotiated at any cost. An 
elected British government 
must be free to carry out 
its policies endorsed by the 
people at the ballot box — 
just as people and the working 
class movement must retain 
their freedom to protest 
and revolt against the unjust, 
oppressive and exploitative 
policies of their governments. 
This means no backdoor 
submission to EU laws, rules 
and institutions through British 
membership of the European 
Free Trade Association (EFTA) 
or the European Economic 
Area. But it could and should 
mean bilateral trade and 
customs agreements between 
Britain and the EU based on 
mutual respect and benefit.

Furthermore, it should be 
born in mind that there is a 
huge world beyond Europe. 
Enormous opportunities 
exist, through the 80-plus 
global bodies to which 
Britain is affiliated and the 
many thousands of bilateral 
relationships, to strengthen 
our relations with countries 
and peoples across the world. 
The rising economies of China, 
Brazil, India, Russia, South 
Africa and elsewhere want 
our technology, expertise and 
finance as much as we would 
benefit from our enhanced 
economic, social and cultural 
relations with them.

What does the 
Communist Party say?

Britain’s Communists 
have campaigned since 1951 
against membership of the EU 
and its forerunners (notably 
the European Economic 
Community and before 
that the European Defence 

Community and the European 
Political Community). The 
EU is the latest stage in the 
construction of a capitalist, 
imperialist and militarist 
United States of Europe 
designed to (1) block national 
roads to socialism in Europe 
(2) exploit working people 
on every continent and (3) 
compete against other major 
powers in the rest of the 
world.

That is why the CP 
fought for a No vote in 
the 1975 Common Market 
referendum and for a Leave 
vote against EU membership 
in 2016. We did so as 
socialists, internationalists 
and supporters of democratic 
popular sovereignty.

In our view, the EU 
represents the common 
interests of Europe’s biggest 
capitalist corporations — 
the ‘internationalism’ of 
big business — and not 
the internationalism of 
workers and peoples. Its 
anti-democratic, anti-working 
class treaties, institutions 
and policies have deepened 
insecurity and inequality across 
Europe, creating the conditions 
in which far right and racist 
parties are today winning mass 
electoral support in France, 
Hungary, Austria, Germany, 
Poland, the Netherlands, Italy, 
Lithuania, Slovenia, and the 
Czech Republic while posing 
as the champions of national 
sovereignty and working 
class interests. Meanwhile, 
by aligning themselves with 
‘free market’ austerity and 
privatisation policies and the 
EU, the traditional social-
democratic parties in Greece, 
Italy, Spain, France, Ireland, 
Cyprus and the Netherlands 
have dwindled or disintegrated.

Across Europe, Communist 
and workers’ parties recognise 
that the EU is an obstacle 
to genuine friendship and 
cooperation between peoples. 
It has shown itself to be the 
enemy of democracy, self-
determination and socialism. 
It is not reformable. Now the 
left and labour movement 
in Britain can show that a 
progressive and socialist 
alternative can be built outside 
it.

Across 
Europe, 
Communist 
and workers’ 
parties 
recognise 
that the EU is 
an obstacle 
to genuine 
friendship and 
cooperation 
between 
peoples
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BREXIT NEGOTIATIONS

Of course Theresa May 
and her minority 
government have 

made a dog’s breakfast of 
Brexit! What else could 
reasonably have been 
expected?

The Prime Minister, her 
Chancellor Philip Hammond 
and the majority of her 
original Cabinet were — and 
still are — in favour of Britain 
remaining in the European 
Union.

Like their predecessors 
David Cameron and George 
Osborne, they understand 
that the “free market” and 
monetarist treaties of the 
EU create the most lucrative 
framework for monopoly 
corporations in Britain and 
across Europe.

Big business “freedoms” 
to move goods, services, 
capital and labour — and 
therefore jobs — around an 
entire continent, protected by 
Fortress Europe tariffs where 
necessary, have been enshrined 
in basic EU law since the 

Treaty of Rome in 1957.

The 1992 Maastricht Treaty 
turned those paper freedoms 
into the reality of the EU 
single market and customs 
union. The EU Court of Justice 
ensures the compliance of 
elected regional and national 
governments and trades 
unions — hence the series 
of ECJ rulings that the TUC 
and Britain’s unions once 
denounced before the EU 
referendum.

The Amsterdam Treaty 
slipped a monetarist 
straitjacket on all EU member 
states, policed and enforced 
by the European Commission 
and the European Central 
Bank, which is constitutionally 
independent of any democratic 
control.

No wonder that much 
of British big business 
represented by the 
Confederation of British 
Industry, the Institute of 
Directors, the Engineering 

Employers Federation and the 
Bank of England bankrolled the 
Remain campaign.

Since their defeat in June 
2016, the corporate fat cats 
have been pressing Theresa 
May’s government to do 
everything possible to deliver 
a so-called “soft” Brexit. This 
would tie Britain as closely as 
possible to the EU big business 
“freedoms” even after leaving 
the EU.

Regular readers of the 
Financial Times will be aware 
of the heavyweight attendance 
and pro-EU agenda of the 
Business Advisory Council 
established by May after the 
2017 general election.

As many of these 
companies also bankroll the 
Tories, the Prime Minister 
has done her best to 
accommodate the interests of 
her party’s paymasters.

But she has also had to 
try to keep her Cabinet and 
parliamentary party united, lest 
the so-called “hard” Brexiteers 
rebel and Ukip is resurrected 

to regain several million votes 
from the Tories.

Thus, while pretending to 
deliver a real Brexit, the Prime 
Minister has been preparing 
a “soft” — and therefore in 
reality a bogus — Brexit.

She has already agreed 
to extend Britain’s EU 
membership for almost two 
years to the end of 2020 and 
pay a whopping £37 billion 
“divorce” bill — three times 
all the non-NHS cuts to 2020.

Now the White Paper 
of July 12 proposes an 
“association agreement” 
between Britain and the EU, in 
place of formal membership of 
the EU and its single market 
and customs union as such.

British industrial and 
agricultural goods would 
remain in a “free trade area” 
and therefore, in effect, stay 
subject to the EU single 
market regime. The White 
Paper acknowledges that this 
would continue the general 
ban on state aid to industry.

Control over fisheries 

TIME FOR THE LABOUR 
MOVEMENT TO SHOW 
LEADERSHIP
General Secterary of the Communist Party ROBERT GRIFFTHS discusses the 
current state of the Brexit negotiations - and the necessity for the left and 
progressive movement to intervene to guarantee a People’s Brexit.
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would be repatriated to 
Britain, although FT journalists 
believe that widescale access 
to EU fleets will be traded 
away by new Brexit Secretary 
and ex-Leaver Dominic Raab 
in negotiations with failed 
right-wing French politician 
Michel Barnier.

The White Paper proposes 
that most trade in services 
should continue under various 
sets of arrangements, while 
financial services would flow 
freely between Britain and 
the EU on the basis of mutual 
recognition of “equivalent” 
standards.

Yet the EU has so far 
insisted that tariff-free access 
will only be available on 
an all-or-nothing basis, not 
sector by sector, let alone 
service by service. Certainly, 
the financiers of Paris and 
Frankfurt are not inclined to 
allow the largely unregulated 
City of London to continue 
enjoying the benefits of a non-
level playing field.

Moreover, for EU 
representatives the free 
movement of capital and 
labour, as well as goods 
and services, must remain 
sacrosanct — they are, after 
all, commandments in the EU 
neoliberal bible (otherwise 
known as the Treaty on the 
Functioning of the European 
Union).

The White Paper 
repeats the government’s 
determination not to have 
customs posts on the north-
south Irish border. As the 
Smart Border 2.0 report 
of MEPs last November 
made clear, a frictionless 
border is perfectly possible, 
technologically.

But the EU is equally 
determined to keep Northern 
Ireland in the EU single market 
if it cannot be used as a lever 
to retain the whole of the UK.

Some commentators claim 
that PM May and Chancellor 
Hammond are only too aware 
that the White Paper will be 
savaged by Barnier and his 
real boss, EU Commission 
president Jean-Claude Juncker.

Either the Tory Cabinet will 
surrender and agree a bogus 
Brexit largely on EU terms or, 
the cynics claim, the intention 
is to return from Brussels 
without a deal and put the 

question of EU membership to 
a general election or a second 
referendum. Pro-EU “Project 
Fear” would go into overdrive.

That scenario might 
also explain last week’s 
sudden barrage of “no deal” 
propaganda from Dominic 
Raab and other government 
departments.

In either event, the Tory 
and big business pro-EU camp 
see little option but to rely 
on pro-EU Labour MPs to 
deliver a bogus Brexit if Brexit 
cannot be reversed altogether. 
Hence the extensive cross-
party collaboration between 
pro-EU MPs and the upsurge 
in chatter about a “national 
government.”

The biggest fear of Tory 
and pro-EU Labour MPs is 
shared by the EU political, 
bureaucratic and business 
establishment, namely, the 
election of a left-led Labour 
government in Britain.

They view with horror the 
prospect of their neoliberal 

orthodoxy unravelling in a 
major European economy. 
Like many member-state 
governments including 
Britain, EU institutions have 
been promoting austerity, 
marketisation, privatisation, 
regressive taxation, labour 
flexibility and the “rights” of 
monopoly corporations.

Labour’s 2017 manifesto 
sought to travel in the 
opposite direction with higher 
public spending, investment 
in industry and infrastructure 
through state-backed 
bonds, limits on competitive 
tendering, selective public 
ownership, reform of VAT, 
enhanced rights at work 
and the regulation of capital, 
trade and labour — not 
least in order to end the 
super-exploitation of migrant 
workers.

No wonder the Times 
reported on May 7 that 
“Britain faces restrictions 
on post-Brexit trade and 
draconian measures to 

enforce free-market policies 
because the European Union 
fears a future Jeremy Corbyn 
government.”

The report continued: 
“Senior European officials have 
told The Times that concerns 
over Labour’s economic 
policies are the main reason 
for the EU’s insistence on 
a tough ‘level playing field 
mechanism’ in a future deal 
after Britain leaves.”

This should help clarify 
the debilitating confusion 
on the left and in the labour 
movement. Any “soft” Brexit 
is a trap to prevent a left-led 
Labour government pursuing 
policies that put the working 
class and the people before big 
business profiteering.

The only “People’s Vote” 
we need is a general election.

Robert Griffths is 
General Secretary of 
the Communist Party.
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SCOTTISH YOUTH UNEMPLOYMENT

YOUTH UNEMPLOYMENT:
SCOTLAND’S SHAME
The Scottish government must be forced to abandon its pro-austerity 
stance and spend the money it has readily available, writes JOHNNIE 
HUNTER, Chair of the Young Communist League.

Scottish Government 
statistics released in June 
showed that 10.5% of 16 

to 24 year olds in Scotland are 
unemployed. A further 17.2% 
are economically inactive. 
Excluding those who are in 
full time education, this adds 
to a total of 27.7% or 94,000 
young people unemployed, 
not seeking work or unable to 
start work.

Despite apparent efforts 
by the Scottish Government, 
the drive to reduce youth 
unemployment has stalled in 
recent years. Communists 
argue that a key demand of 
the Scottish left should be 
a concerted effort on the 
part of the Government to 
eliminate this stain on our 
society.

Central to this effort 
should be the creation of 
thousands of apprenticeships 
and investment in vocational 
education with a definite 
career path and guaranteed 
employment. The current 
political situation is an 
opportune moment to press 
the SNP administration to 
implement these policies.

The Scottish Government 
has the money. A few weeks 
ago it was reveal that the 
Government had underspent 
its 2017/2018 budget by £453 
million. This is criminal in the 
context of widespread poverty 
and cuts to public services 
in Scotland. For too long the 
SNP Government’s tactic has 
been to pass on Tory austerity 
in order to build support for 
independence.

This money could create 
tens of thousands of new 

apprenticeships and could also 
be used to reverse the cuts to 
college numbers which have 
declined by almost 38%, over 
143,000 places, since the SNP 
came to power in 2007.

Guaranteeing a People’s 
Brexit and a total break with 
the Single Market will be 
essential if we are to create 
an apprenticeship system on 
the scale required. EU rules 
on state aid for industry, 
public ownership and public 
procurement would prevent 
the Scottish Government from 
taking the steps required to 
make such a system a reality. 
Withdrawal from the EU 
offers new opportunities for 
radical economic change in 
Scotland.

In the first instance a 
program of nationalisation 
of public services would 
create the basis for tens of 
thousands of apprenticeships 
the length and breadth of 
the country, targeting areas 
with particularly high levels 
of unemployment. A program 
of investment to rebuild 
Scotland’s productive economy 
will also be essential.

The SNP have hinted that 
ScotRail could be taken back 
into public hands following 
the disastrous performance 
of private firm Abellio. 
They must be forced to 
follow through on this. Not 
only could a government 
controlled railway make a 
profit for the public purse, 
we could create hundreds of 
skilled apprenticeships while 
improving a key public service.

One area in which the 
Scottish Government haven’t 

hesitated to spend public 
money has been in bailing 
out mismanaged enterprises 
or handing out lavish cash 
incentives to private firms. 
Ineos at Grangemouth, Liberty 
Steel in Motherwell, Infratil at 
Prestwick Airport, the list goes 
on.

Why haven’t the SNP 
government made these deals 
conditional on investment 
in jobs and especially 
apprenticeships? The failure to 
do so represents an ideological 
decision by the Scottish 
Government and is shameful 
in a country with such high 
levels of unemployment. For 
years the SNP have been 
lining the pockets of bosses 
in Scotland, protecting the 
interests of multinational 
companies and footing the bill 
for mismanagement all the 
while enforcing austerity.

Large and lucrative public 
procurement contracts should 
be awarded to government 
firms to support this program 
of nationalisation. Where 
public contracts are awarded 
to private firms these should 
contain requirements to invest 
in jobs and provide guaranteed 
numbers of apprenticeships.

For Scottish trade 
unionists this could also be 
an opportunity for a massive 
revival. Tens of thousands of 
apprentices working in skilled 
jobs in public and private 
sector organisations could be 
the seed of a new generation 
of labour movement activists 
in the face of a declining and 
ageing movement.

All of this will be 
impossible however if we 

cannot force the Scottish 
Government to abandon its 
pro-austerity stance and spend 
money which it has readily 
available. Equally important 
will be achieving a People’s 
Brexit. The radical economic 
program outlined above would 
be impossible under current 
EU rules.

Regardless of whether 
you voted yes or no, remain 
or leave, we must come 
together and put class politics 
to the fore once again. The 
crisis engulfing the Tory party 
offers the chance to remove 
this anti-worker government 
and achieve an exit from the 
EU which will enable the 
implementation of a radical left 
wing program. 

We must fight to end the 
suffering of Scottish workers 
languishing under austerity. We 
must fight to create a future 
for the youth of Scotland 
worth living for. In the words 
of UCS Work In legend Jimmy 
Reid:

“The untapped resources 
of the North Sea are as 
nothing compared to the 
untapped resources of our 
people. I am convinced that 
the great mass of our people 
go through life without even 
a glimmer of what they could 
have contributed to their 
fellow human beings. This is a 
personal tragedy. It’s a social 
crime. The flowering of each 
individual’s personality and 
talents is the pre-condition for 
everyone’s development.”

Johnnie Hunter is 
Chair of the Young 
Communist League



“A rat race is 
for rats.”
Alienation is the precise 

and correctly applied 
word for describing the 

major social problem in Britain 
today. People feel alienated by 
society. In some intellectual 
circles it is treated almost as 
a new phenomenon. It has, 
however, been with us for years. 
What I believe is true is that 
today it is more widespread, 
more pervasive than ever 
before. Let me right at the 
outset define what I mean 
by alienation. It is the cry of 
men who feel themselves the 
victims of blind economic forces 
beyond their control. 

It’s the frustration 
of ordinary people 
excluded from 
the processes of 
decision-making. The 
feeling of despair and 
hopelessness that 
pervades people 
who 

feel with justification that they 
have no real say in shaping or 
determining their own destinies.

Many may not have 
rationalised it. May not even 
understand, may not be able 
to articulate it. But they feel 
it. It therefore conditions and 
colours their social attitudes. 
Alienation expresses itself 
in different ways in different 
people. It is to be found in what 
our courts often describe as 
the criminal antisocial behaviour 
of a section of the community. 
It is expressed by those young 
people who want to opt out of 

ALIENTATION

This is a transcript of the 
speech referred to in the 

previous article by JIMMY REID 
delivered on his inauguration 

as Rector of Glasgow University 
in 1972. Reid was a Communist 

shop-steward and one of the 
leaders of the legendary UCS 

Work In. It is a powerful critique 
of the social degredation of 
capitalism and explains the 

impact of the Marxist concept 
of ‘alienaiton’ in modern  

Britain.   

RED CLYDESIDE: Jimmy Reid addressing workers during the 
work in at Upper Clyde Shipbuilders
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society, by drop-outs, the so-
called maladjusted, those who 
seek to escape permanently 
from the reality of society 
through intoxicants and 
narcotics. Of course, it would 
be wrong to say it was the 
sole reason for these things. 
But it is a much greater factor 
in all of them than is generally 
recognised.

Society and its prevailing 
sense of values leads to 
another form of alienation. It 
alienates some from humanity. 
It partially de-humanises some 
people, makes them insensitive, 
ruthless in their handling of 
fellow human beings, self-
centred and grasping. The irony 
is, they are often considered 
normal and well-adjusted. It 
is my sincere contention that 
anyone who can be totally 
adjusted to our society is in 
greater need of psychiatric 
analysis and treatment than 
anyone else. They remind me 
of the character in the novel, 
Catch 22, the father of Major 
Major. He was a farmer in 
the American Mid-West. He 
hated suggestions for things 
like medi-care, social services, 
unemployment benefits or civil 
rights. He was, however, an 
enthusiast for the agricultural 
policies that paid farmers 
for not bringing their fields 
under cultivation. From the 
money he got for not growing 
alfalfa he bought more land in 
order not to grow alfalfa. He 
became rich. Pilgrims came 
from all over the state to sit 
at his feet and learn how to 
be a successful non-grower 
of alfalfa. His philosophy was 
simple. The poor didn’t work 
hard enough and so they 
were poor. He believed that 
the good Lord gave him two 
strong hands to grab as much 
as he could for himself. He is a 
comic figure. But think – have 
you not met his like here in 
Britain? Here in Scotland? I 
have.

It is easy and tempting to 
hate such people. However, 
it is wrong. They are as much 
products of society, and of a 
consequence of that society, 
human alienation, as the poor 
drop-out. They are losers. 
They have lost the essential 
elements of our common 
humanity. Man is a social 
being. Real fulfilment for any 

person lies in service to his 
fellow men and women. The 
big challenge to our civilisation 
is not Oz, a magazine I 
haven’t seen, let alone read. 
Nor is it permissiveness, 
although I agree our society 
is too permissive. Any society 
which, for example, permits 
over one million people to 
be unemployed is far too 
permissive for my liking. 
Nor is it moral laxity in the 
narrow sense that this word is 
generally employed – although 
in a sense here we come 
nearer to the problem. It does 
involve morality, ethics, and 
our concept of human values. 
The challenge we face is that 
of rooting out anything and 
everything that distorts and 
devalues human relations.

Let me give two examples 
from contemporary 
experience to illustrate the 
point.

Recently on television I 
saw an advert. The scene is 
a banquet. A gentleman is on 
his feet proposing a toast. His 
speech is full of phrases like 
“this full-bodied specimen”. 
Sitting beside him is a young, 
buxom woman. The image she 
projects is not pompous but 
foolish. She is visibly preening 
herself, believing that she is the 
object of the bloke’s eulogy. 
Then he concludes – “and now 
I give…”, then a brand name 
of what used to be described 
as Empire sherry. Then the 
laughter. Derisive and cruel 
laughter. The real point, of 
course, is this. In this charade, 
the viewers were obviously 
expected to identify not 
with the victim but with her 
tormentors.

The other illustration 
is the widespread, implicit 
acceptance of the concept 
and term “the rat race”. 
The picture it conjures up is 
one where we are scurrying 
around scrambling for 
position, trampling on others, 
back-stabbing, all in pursuit 
of personal success. Even 
genuinely intended, friendly 
advice can sometimes take 
the form of 
someone 
saying to you, 
“Listen, you 
look after 
number one.” 
Or as they say 

in London, “Bang the bell, Jack, 
I’m on the bus.”

To the students [of 
Glasgow University] I address 
this appeal. Reject these 
attitudes. Reject the values and 
false morality that underlie 
these attitudes. A rat race 
is for rats. We’re not rats. 
We’re human beings. Reject 
the insidious pressures in 
society that would blunt 
your critical faculties to all 
that is happening around you, 
that would caution silence 
in the face of injustice lest 
you jeopardise your chances 
of promotion and self-
advancement. This is how it 
starts, and before you know 
where you are, you’re a fully 
paid-up member of the rat-
pack. The price is too high. It 
entails the loss of your dignity 
and human spirit. Or as Christ 
put it, “What doth it profit a 
man if he gain the whole world 
and suffer the loss of his soul?”

Profit is the sole criterion 
used by the establishment to 
evaluate economic activity. 
From the rat race to lame 
ducks. The vocabulary in 
vogue is a give-away. It’s 
more reminiscent of a human 
menagerie than human society. 
The power structures that 
have inevitably emerged 
from this approach threaten 
and undermine our hard-
won democratic rights. The 
whole process is towards 
the centralisation and 
concentration of power in 
fewer and fewer hands. The 
facts are there for all who 
want to see. Giant monopoly 
companies and consortia 
dominate 
almost 

every branch of our economy. 
The men who wield effective 
control within these giants 
exercise a power over their 
fellow men which is frightening 
and is a negation of democracy.

Government by the people 
for the people becomes 
meaningless unless it includes 
major economic decision-
making by the people for the 
people. This is not simply an 
economic matter. In essence 
it is an ethical and moral 
question, for whoever takes 
the important economic 
decisions in society ipso 
facto determines the social 
priorities of that society.

From the Olympian 
heights of an executive suite, 
in an atmosphere where 
your success is judged by 
the extent to which you 
can maximise profits, the 
overwhelming tendency must 
be to see people as units 
of production, as indices in 
your accountants’ books. To 
appreciate fully the inhumanity 
of this situation, you have to 
see the hurt and despair in 
the eyes of a man suddenly 
told he is redundant, without 
provision made for suitable 
alternative employment, with 
the prospect in the West of 
Scotland, if he is in his late 
forties or fifties, of spending 
the rest of his life in the 
Labour Exchange. Someone, 
somewhere has decided he is 
unwanted, unneeded, and is to 
be thrown on the industrial 
scrap heap. From the very 
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depth of my being, I challenge 
the right of any man or any 
group of men, in business or 
in government, to tell a fellow 
human being that he or she is 
expendable.

The concentration of 
power in the economic field is 
matched by the centralisation 
of decision-making in the 
political institutions of society. 
The power of Parliament has 
undoubtedly been eroded over 
past decades, with more and 
more authority being invested 
in the Executive. The power 
of local authorities has been 
and is being systematically 
undermined. The only 
justification I can see for local 
government is as a counter- 
balance to the centralised 
character of national 
government.

Local government is 
to be restructured. What 
an opportunity, one would 
think, for de-centralising as 
much power as possible back 
to the local communities. 
Instead, the proposals are for 
centralising local government. 
It’s once again a blue-print for 
bureaucracy, not democracy. 
If these proposals are 
implemented, in a few years 
when asked “Where do you 
come from?” I can reply: “The 
Western Region.” It even 
sounds like a hospital board.

It stretches from Oban 
to Girvan and eastwards 
to include most of the 
Glasgow conurbation. As in 
other matters, I must ask 
the politicians who favour 
these proposals – where and 
how in your calculations did 
you quantify the value of a 
community? Of community 
life? Of a sense of belonging? 
Of the feeling of identification? 
These are rhetorical questions. 
I know the answer. Such 
human considerations do 
not feature in their thought 
processes.

Everything that is proposed 
from the establishment 
seems almost calculated 
to minimise the role of the 
people, to miniaturise man. I 
can understand how attractive 
this prospect must be to those 
at the top. Those of us who 
refuse to be pawns in their 
power game can be picked up 
by their bureaucratic tweezers 
and dropped in a filing cabinet 

under “M” for malcontent 
or maladjusted. When you 
think of some of the high flats 
around us, it can hardly be 
an accident that they are as 
near as one could get to an 
architectural representation of 
a filing cabinet.

If modern technology 
requires greater and larger 
productive units, let’s make 
our wealth-producing 
resources and potential 
subject to public control and 
to social accountability. Let’s 
gear our society to social 
need, not personal greed. 
Given such creative re-
orientation of society, there is 
no doubt in my mind that in a 
few years we could eradicate 
in our country the scourge of 
poverty, the underprivileged, 
slums, and insecurity.

Even this is not enough. 
To measure social progress 
purely by material advance 
is not enough. Our aim 
must be the enrichment of 
the whole quality of life. It 
requires a social and cultural, 
or if you wish, a spiritual 
transformation of our country. 
A necessary part of this must 
be the restructuring of the 
institutions of government and, 
where necessary, the evolution 
of additional structures so as 
to involve the people in the 
decision-making processes 
of our society. The so-called 
experts will tell you that this 
would be cumbersome or 
marginally inefficient. I am 
prepared to sacrifice a margin 
of efficiency for the value of 
the people’s participation. 
Anyway, in the longer term, I 
reject this argument.

To unleash the latent 
potential of our people 
requires that we give them 
responsibility. The untapped 
resources of the North Sea 
are as nothing compared to 
the untapped resources of our 
people. I am convinced that 
the great mass of our people 
go through life without even 
a glimmer of what they could 
have contributed to their 
fellow human beings. This is a 
personal tragedy. It’s a social 
crime. The flowering of each 
individual’s personality and 
talents is the pre-condition for 
everyone’s development.

In this context education 
has a vital role to play. If 

automation and technology 
is accompanied as it must 
be with a full employment, 
then the leisure time available 
to man will be enormously 
increased. If that is so, then our 
whole concept of education 
must change. The whole object 
must be to equip and educate 
people for life, not solely 
for work or a profession. 
The creative use of leisure, 
in communion with and in 
service to our fellow human 
beings, can and must become 
an important element in self-
fulfilment.

Universities must be in 
the forefront of development, 
must meet social needs 
and not lag behind them. It 
is my earnest desire that 
this great University of 
Glasgow should be in the 
vanguard, initiating changes 
and setting the example for 
others to follow. Part of our 
educational process must 
be the involvement of all 
sections of the university on 
the governing bodies. The case 
for student representation is 
unanswerable. It is inevitable.

My conclusion is to 
re-affirm what I hope and 
certainly intend to be the spirit 
permeating this address. It’s an 
affirmation of faith in humanity. 
All that is good in man’s 
heritage involves recognition 
of our common humanity, an 
unashamed acknowledgement 
that man is good by nature. 
Burns expressed it in a poem 
that technically was not his 
best, yet captured the spirit. 
In “Why should we idly waste 
our prime…”:

“The golden age, we’ll then 
revive, each man shall be a 
brother,

In harmony we all shall live 
and till the earth together,

In virtue trained, 
enlightened youth shall move 
each fellow creature,

And time shall surely prove 
the truth that man is good by 
nature.”

It’s my belief that all the 
factors to make a practical 
reality of such a world are 
maturing now. I would like to 
think that our generation took 
mankind some way along the 
road towards this goal. It’s a 
goal worth fighting for.

To measure 
social 
progress 
purely by 
material 
advance is 
not enough. 
Our aim 
must be the 
enrichment 
of the whole 
quality of life
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IN 1867, Marx wrote to 
Johann Becker that Das 
Kapital would be “without 

question the most terrible 
MISSILE that has yet been 

hurled at the heads of the 
bourgeoisie.”

Ever 

since, Capital has armed the 
working class with the theory 
of surplus value, explaining 
why and how labour power is 
exploited to the profit of the 
capitalist class.

Since 1945, for example, 
the average production 
worker in Britain or the US 

has spent anywhere 
between 2.4 

and 3.3 hours of an eight-
hour working day performing 
unpaid labour, creating surplus 
value over and above the value 
of the commodities that can 
be purchased by their daily 
wage.

Together with Value, 
Price and Profit — the text 
of Marx’s 

contribution to the debate 
within the International 
Working Men’s Association in 
1865 — Capital explains why 
the wages struggle is both 
necessary and fruitful.

Volumes I and III show 
how — alongside workers 
producing commodities for 
capitalist profit — commercial 
and clerical workers are 
exploited as well, performing 
unpaid surplus labour even 

though they might not be 
creating surplus value.

Here is the basis for 
working-class unity 

across every 

General Secterary of the Communist Party ROBERT GRIFFITHS 
participated in a recent conference in Moscow on ‘Marx’s Capital 
and its Impact on World Development’ to mark the 200th anniversary 
of Marx’s birth. This is the text of his speech.

THE  EXPLANATORY 
POWER OF MARX’S
DAS KAPITAL

MARX: statue to Karl Marx in Chemnitz, Germany
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sector against capitalism.
Capital also exposes 

the various ways in which 
employers seek to maximise 
surplus value through longer 
hours, higher productivity, 
devalued wages and the super-
exploitation of female, migrant 
and foreign labour.

Echoing Robert Owen 
and Karl Marx, the First 
and Second Internationals 
proclaimed the eight-hour 
day as the main demand of 
worldwide demonstrations 
on May 1. Today, the struggle 
to win or defend the eight-
hour day or 40-hour week 
continues around the world.

However, while 
improvements and reforms 
might be won, they will 
be sustained only by the 
economic and political 
strength of the organised 
working class. As Marx warned 
in Capital, capitalists are driven 
by competition, mechanisation 
and the tendency of the rate 
of profit to fall to seek ways of 
maximising the surplus labour 
and value extracted from 
workers.

Marxist political economy 
has thus educated and inspired 
generations of trade unionists, 
socialists and communists 
to organise and mobilise 
millions of workers for many 
thousands of battles over pay, 
hours and working conditions.

The result has been a 
general rise in working-
class living standards in the 
developed and developing 
countries over the past 150 
years.

Marx explained much else 
about capitalism yesterday 
and today: about crisis, 
mechanisation, alienation at 
work and the “disposable 
industrial reserve army” of 
labour.

His treatment of “fictitious 
capital” and the financial 
markets anticipated not only 
the 1929 Wall Street Crash, 
but also the Great Crash of 
2007-8.

Capital’s analysis of 
capitalist centralisation and 
concentration — accumulation 
of more and more capital in 
fewer and bigger monopolies 
— anticipated the rise 
of today’s giant capitalist 
corporations.

In 2017, monopoly 

corporations made up more 
than half of the world’s biggest 
150 economic entities by gross 
domestic product or sales 
revenue. Each of the three 
biggest (Wal-Mart, Toyota 
Motor and Volkswagen) had a 
turnover bigger than the GDP 
of at least 150 of the world’s 
countries.

While these companies 
straddle the globalised 
economy, almost all of them 
have a home country whose 
national state power is usually 
exercised in their interests.

Thirty-eight of the biggest 
100 transnational corporations 
are based in the US, with 12 in 
China (many of them in social 
ownership), 12 in Japan, eight 
in Germany, seven in France 
and six in Britain.

On the basis of Marxist 
political economy, Lenin 
and others developed our 
understanding of the new 
era of finance capital, state 
monopoly capitalism and 
imperialism.

This, in turn, deepened and 
broadened the struggle for 
national liberation struggles 
against colonialism, profoundly 
affecting the course of world 
development.

Thanks to Marx and 
Capital, too, many millions 
of workers have come to 
understand that they must 
fight not only the effects of 
their exploitation, but its 
cause.

As Value, Price and Profit 
put it, these “unavoidable 
guerilla fights” will always 
have to be waged against the 
encroachments of capital and 
the market, for as long as 
capitalism itself exists.

Therefore, the working 
class should not merely 
alleviate the symptoms — it 
should eradicate the disease, 
by abolishing capitalism 
and constructing the 
new, communist mode of 
production.

The subsequent overthrow 
of different forms of bourgeois 
power in Russia, eastern 
Europe, China, south-east Asia 
and Cuba has had the most 
profound impact on world 
development.

Working-class state 
power, economic planning, 
social ownership and massive 
investment in the means of 

production — as advocated 
in Capital — enabled the 
Soviet Union and eastern 
Europe to achieve higher 
levels of economic growth, 
equality and social security 
than in comparative capitalist 
countries, all without the 
super-exploitation of colonies 
or semi-colonies; the Soviet 
Union saved Europe from 
capitalist-fascist barbarism; 
and the socialist countries 
rendered invaluable support to 
national liberation movements 
around the world.

Today, on a similar 
economic and political basis, 
China is emerging as an 
economic superpower and 
Cuba’s social and cultural 
achievements exceed those of 
almost all developing and many 
developed capitalist countries.

Working people around 
the world can now learn from 
a wide range of experiences 
of winning state power and 
building socialism, as the lower 
stage of communism.

These include immensely 
positive experiences as well 
as the failures to resolve 
problems of resource 
allocation, innovation, 
productivity and incentives.

Towards the end of 
Volume I of Capital, Marx laid 
bare capitalism’s fundamental 
contradiction, that between 
the vast social character of 
production and the private 
monopoly ownership of the 
means of production.

Capitalism’s class system 
— dominated by the narrow 
interests of a small class 
of powerful shareholders 
— holds back further 
development of society’s 
productive forces, which 
could be deployed to resolve 
most if not all of humanity’s 
basic social, economic and 
environmental problems.

Hence Marx’s belief 
that the capitalist mode of 
production and its state 
power would be overthrown 
by the growing revolt of the 
working class, which he said 
was “a class always increasing 
in numbers, and disciplined, 
united, organised by the very 
mechanism of the process of 
capitalist production itself.”

The working class has 
indeed grown since Capital 
was first published — from 

300 million to around 3.4 
billion today. We have 268 
million workers in trade 
unions affiliated to the 
World Federation of Trade 
Unions or the International 
Confederation of Trade 
Unions, with another 322 
million in the All-China 
Federation.

That makes more than half 
a billion organised workers, 
more and more of them 
women whose additional 
exploitation was reported in 
detail in Volume I of Capital.

We have the international 
communist movement and 
other parties and movements 
of the left.

Since 1867, the objective 
conditions have matured for 
abolishing a capitalist mode of 
production now characterised 
by global exploitation, 
grotesque inequality, parasitic 
“financialisation,” economic 
crisis, massive unemployment 
and underemployment, 
imperialist militarisation and 
war, forced mass migrations, 
food insecurity, undernutrition, 
environmental degradation, 
corporate corruption, energy 
crisis, global warming and 
destabilised weather systems.

The urgent necessity for 
Marxists and communists in 
the 21st century is to ensure 
that the subjective conditions 
— working-class organisation, 
revolutionary leadership 
and strategy, political 
consciousness — are sufficient 
for the historic tasks ahead.

Robert Griffths is 
General Secretary of 
the Communist Party.
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In this age of identity 
politics, one segment of the 
population faces a significant 

amount of discrimination, 
violence, and death and it does 
so without the same levels of 
international outcry or rallying 
to the cause. The disabled, like 
myself, have been a curious 
demographic, a group who 
transcend race, gender, religion, 
and nationality but have yet 
to find a nation where we are 
treated close to equally. The 
strangest irony comes from 
the lack of Marxist discourse 
on the plight of the disabled 
proletariat especially when 
one considers the disabled life 
is a life which is naturally anti-
capitalistic: one that cannot be 
defined by its productive value.

To begin to address this, 
firstly we need to come to 
an understanding to what 
two forces first lead to the 
‘disabled’ class to come into 
existence after spending 
centuries as lone vagabonds/
manifestations of evil/Satan. 
As I briefly mentioned, the 
evolution of capitalism is one 
of the original precursors 
for the existence of a 
‘disabled class’. Life prior to 
industrialisation was left for 
each to provide for their 
own, which left the disabled 
who could produce able to 
survive (most like outcast 
but surviving) and those 

who could not, just die quite 
shortly after the condition 
develops. However, once 
industrialisation began to 
come into full swing, so did the 
mechanisation of labour. What 
this meant was the proletariat 
had a narrower and narrower 
in which to produce – like 
machines – producing in very 
specific and uncreative ways. 
What this develop created 
was the burdensome ‘disabled’. 
Due to physical disabilities 
or mental disabilities creating 
barriers in which carrying 
out a mechanised task could 
become impossible, meaning 
the person in question could 
not work, and was thus thrust 
out of the workforce. 

The other evolution, which 
was vital in this creation 
of a ‘disabled’ segment of 
society was the evolution of 
statistics. At the turn of the 
19th Century, mathematics 
had evolved into quite the 
profound academic discourse 
and wealthy scholars looked at 
ways of studying and analysing 
all elements of the world, be 
it growth of crops, production 
from factories, average height 
or whatever. This fetishization 
of data meant ‘issues’ or flaws 
within a system could be 
identified – i.e. poorly workers 
produce less, therefore to 
remedy this workers need 
the minimum amount of 

care to stay productive, as an 
example. For the disabled, the 
moment of ‘incarnation’ comes 
about with one particular 
use of measuring statistics. 
The measuring of the mean, 
median, mode, and range of a 
collection of data became the 
basic set-up for analysing. The 
median only shows the central 
item which when looking at 
say height, tells you very little. 
The range gives you an idea 
of the full width and spectrum 
of data you can deal with. 
The mode shows the most 
common and finally the mean 
works out the average of all. 
These segments of data when 
used with a eugenicist mind 
set can begin to produce data 
for the ideal man. But as the 
scholar Lennard Davis, pointed 
out, it is around this time we 
discover the use of the word 
normal becomes quite a vital 
word. This is because if say 
the average height of a human 
is 150cm – that would mean 
everyone who is 150cm or 
less is less than average and 
those who are more than 
150cms is more than average, 
but still equally abnormal. 
When you change the shift 
from average to normal the 
idea of eugenics gains a bit 
of fire because in the earlier 
example those who are less 
than 150cm are ‘less than 
normal’ and those who are 

more than 150cm are ‘more 
than normal’. This change in 
mentality within statistics 
began the groundwork for 
the ‘academicization’ of the 
disabled of the abnormal. 

Marx and Engels never 
discussed the ‘disabled worker’ 
mostly because when they 
were writing their many essays 
of discourse the disabled 
worker was not present in 
the workforce, so in reality 
the disabled were lower than 
the proletariat in a manner 
of speaking. This being said, 
this is not really a smear or a 
significant flaw in their work 
as at this time the disabled as 
a ‘unified’ identity were not 
discussed or considered in 
debate, in many ways there 
was more discussion about 
the ethical issues regarding 
slavery than discussions of the 
disabled, as ultimately it was 
not a life worth living. 

This being said, two 
segments of modern disabled 
community drew a significant 
amount of intrigue at the 
beginning of the 19th Century. 
The blind and the deaf. Due 
to the foundation of many 
specialist schools for the blind 
across Europe, people from 
far and wide were able to see 
the hidden secret talents of 
blind people and this became 
the basis that humanity began 
to be defined by the ability to 

DISABILITY
BENN LUNN discusses the treatment of disability under capitalist society, 
the need to develop a Marxist analysis and considers how socialist society 
will ensure real equality for all.
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use language, a task that even 
the blind could achieve. The 
deaf, however, were a more 
sporadic group, but when 
witnessed in cosmopolitan 
cities such as Paris or Berlin, 
deaf communities began to 
evolve and sign language began 
to evolve into the linguistic 
minority we recognise today. 
However, this brought with it a 
significant amount of backlash, 
with the British government 
considering deporting all of 
its deaf citizens to a colony 
in Canada, as to avoid a 
community of ‘native aliens’. 
Alexander Graham Bell, a 
man whose own wife was 
deaf, wrote an essay called 
Upon the formation of a 
deaf variation of the Human 
Race. In the essay, Bell calls 
for statesmen across the 
globe to actively stop deaf 
people from breeding to avoid 
creating this subhuman. He, 
like many others feared for the 
development of a population 
of natives who had ‘no 
nativity’ due to their linguistic 
disconnect, thus becoming 
‘native aliens’. Within Bell’s 
essay, we also begin to see 
the first real consideration of 
limiting the reproductive rights 
of disabled people. 

At the beginning of the 
20th Century, three major 
developments pushed the 
‘disabled movement’ forward. 
The creation of Psychotherapy 
– by Sigmund Freud and Carl 
Jung, the discovery of how 
DNA is formed – by Francis 
Crick, and the First Imperialist 
War (WW1). These three 
disparate events each had 
significant impact on our 
modern day understanding 
of disability. With the work 
of Sigmund Freud and Carl 
Jung began to cement the 
idea that ‘psychological 
disorders’ were not the 
sign of mental ‘weakness’ or 
‘moral shortcomings’ which 
previously had been the only 
response to any form of 
mental disability prior to it. It 
is also interesting to note, that 
Freud even pointed out that 
‘attempts to cure disability 
was futile and a worthless 
endeavour’ because some 
things in our psyche are just 
the way they are regardless of 
morals. Even though, Sigmund 
Freud does not hold the same 

academic rigour anymore, 
his and Jung’s discoveries 
helped lay the foundations of 
our modern approaches to 
disability. 

Francis Crick, did not 
discover the structure of 
DNA until 1962, however, the 
significance of his discovery 
is vital. What this allowed 
humanity to do was identify 
the point in which disabilities 
began to manifest in a person. 
Which means the shift is 
from the idea of a disfigured 
subhuman to a slightly mis-
built human.  Even though this 
shift is far from ‘equality’ or 
acceptable, it did actively bring 
the disabled community closer 
to ‘normal humanity. Finally, the 
First Imperialist War (WW1) 
caused a significant amount 
of loss and bloodshed for 
the working class the world 
over. However, a truly strange 
victory for the disabled 
occurred. As a huge population 
of veterans returned to their 
native lands with missing limbs, 
psychological trauma, and 
other significant ailments 
as a result of 
combat, it 
forced the 
population 
to ‘see’ more 
disabled 
people and 
it demanded 
medicinal science 
to drastically 
improve its 
capabilities to 
meet the increased 
need. The evolution 
of prosthetic limbs, 
wheelchairs, and 
normalisation of being 
an amputee jumped 
forward leaps 
and bounds. To 
the point that 
virtuoso 
concert 
pianist 

Paul Wittgenstein returned 
from the frontlines without 
his right arm, he carried on 
life as a professional pianist 
commissioning many works 
for him to perform with just 
his left hand. 

This increased 
normalisation lead to two 
models of response to 
disability. The Charity Model 
and the Medical Model. These 
rather outdated models 
vary in their approach of 
understanding disability, but 
they need to be dissected 
before we can begin to 
produce a Marxist Model of 
Disability. Within the Charity 
Model, this simply suggests 
the disabled person, cannot 
amount to anything. Their life 
is that of a disabled person 
and it is to be pitied. However, 
due to their terrible lot in 
life, we must as society do 
what we can to support these 
individuals. This lead to the 

foundation of some of todays 
modern day disability charities 
like the Spastics Society (now 
known as Scope). 

The Medical Model 
however, is still in quite 
active use amongst society. 
This model simply reduces 
a disability to its medical 
circumstances. You are 
paralyzed. That means you 
cannot do this, or this, you 
can do this. This removed the 
pity, to some greater or lesser 
extent, but replaced it with 
an emphasis towards ‘cure’ 
or ‘cleansing’ from society. 
This lead to the introduction 
of ‘forced sterilisation laws’ 
which affecting many groups 
of society – not just the 
disabled. This was a tactic used 
against Homosexuals, Ethnic 
Minorities, Transgender people, 
and as a way of controlling 
women. However, to this day, 
in certain nations parents of 
disabled people can consent 
to having their child sterilised, 

something which is 
ultimately made 

illegal for all other 
demographics of 

society. 
Coming 

back to the 

emphasis 
on ‘cleansing’ 

and ‘curing’ the 
disabled, one can begin 

to see the parallels in how 
Fascistic regimes subjected 
disabled communities along 
with whichever race they were 
aiming to exterminate. In Nazi 
Germany, the T-4 programme 
was the longest lasting 
element of the Holocaust, 
as it was both a prerequisite 
and a conclusion of the 
horrors of the Holocaust. The 
T-4 programme was a mass 
euthanasia programme used 
against disabled people in 
Germany, Austria, and even in 
‘neutral’ Switzerland. In the 
mid-1930’s the programme 
mostly consisted of euthanasia 
and experimentation. Most 
of the experimentation, was 
used to see the most effective 
way to exterminate people. 
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Through this, the Nazi’s were 
able to develop the technology 
they used in the concentration 
camps across Europe. The last 
death in the T-4 programme 
was in  1948, and this was only 
discovered after American 
doctors noticed, the German, 
Swiss, and Austrian doctors 
supporting the efforts to heal 
people after the war, were still 
committing euthanasia against 
disabled people. 

Today, the medical model 
does not advocate this 
extremity, but due to its 
historic connection to mass 
murder and eugenics, it is 
no surprise disabled people 
wanted to develop a model 
to describe themselves. In 
the 1970s the disabled rights 
movement really began to gain 
momentum internationally. 
In America, disabled rights 
activists were lucky to gain 
the support of the likes of 
the Black Panthers to  aide in 
their cause, providing supplies 
during protests. From the 
successful activism, we began 
to see legislation which forced 
to give some concessions 
to disabled people. By the 
end of the 1980s, disability 
studies, began to take shape 
as an academic field and from 
within that evolved the social 
model. This third model, is the 
most celebrated currently, 
as it defines disability as the 
constructed barriers which 
block a person from engaging 
in society. If society removed 
these barriers, disabled people 
would ‘cease to exist’ in the 
sense that they would no 
longer be actively forced 
out of society. This model 
is both radical and positive 
and obviously comes from 
the disabled perspective as it 
highlights that life as a disabled 
person is just like any other, 
it is just there are barriers in 
the way. However, this model 
is short-lived as it does not 
begin to define realistically the 
root cause of these barriers. 
Also many critics of the model 
point out, that the social 
model risks ‘negating lived 
experience’ as it places all of 
the woes purely on society, 
ignoring the fact that someone 
with chronic pain will remain 
to have chronic pain no matter 
how accessible society is. 

For a dialectical materialist 

model of disability to be 
created we must now identify 
what is the dialectic, the 
ideology around disability and 
the materialistic element, what 
makes someone disabled. The 
dialectical, element is slightly 
easier to define as we can 
reduce it down to this: 

The societal response 
to a disabled person, be 
it assumptions of ability, 
intelligence, happiness, or 
implied burden. 

What I mean by this is, 
depending on how a society 
perceives disability, will 
inform how we respond to 
it. For example, if we are fed 
the ideology that people in 
wheelchairs are helpless, we 
will assume it is our duty to 
aid that wheelchair user. It 
may also inform us that they 
are not particularly happy, and 
their life is quite a burden on 
their loved ones (assuming 
they have some). This ideology 
in turn can evolve with society, 
for example, as we have seen 
after the 2008 financial crash, 
this idea that disabled people 
are lying just to get benefits 
this ideology of the disabled 
scrounger has become quite 
pronounced in the UK. 

The material element of 
disability is slightly harder to 
define, mostly because due to  
our scientific understanding 
of mental health, 
psychological conditions, 
genetic ‘abnormalities’, and 
overall health the material 
understanding of disability 
will evolve with science. For 
example, before it was made 
legal, Homosexuality was listed 
in the DSM (the Diagnostic 
and Statistical Manual of 
Mental Disability) as a mental 
‘disorder’ and therefore 
a disability. Obviously we 
understand this to be untrue, 
but it does highlight the 
problematic nature of defining 
the material definition of 
disability. 

There are two possible 
options of defining the 
material element. Firstly, if 
we took from the medical 
model the idea of conditions 
and circumstances that 
deviated from the ‘norm’ as 
a precursor for disability, we 
could then see how society 
would respond to a person 
receiving a diagnosis. However, 

the key flaw with this idea is, 
do elderly people become 
disabled? Due to society’s 
desire to distance itself from 
disabled people a curious 
circumstance occurs. Someone 
born without the ability to 
hear or who loses it due to a 
medical condition is defined 
as deaf and disabled. Whereas 
our elderly relatives just lose 
their hearing because they are 
old. Maybe this is in response 
to the problematic ideology 
of being defined as disabled, 
however it does highlight 
our inconsistencies when 
it comes to drawing up an 
understanding of disability. 

If alternatively we reduce 
disability to being mental and 
physical circumstances that 
deviant from that of ‘ideal’ 
health, we create an interesting 
dynamic. One because this 
material understanding does 
not try to create a hierarchy 
amongst disabled people, 
but it also acknowledges 
their circumstances head on. 
Secondly, this understanding 
shortens the distance between 
able and disabled people 
as the emphasis is on the 
‘ideal’ namely an ideology 
of ‘perfect health’. With this 
comes the understanding, it 
is not necessarily achieved or 
even the norm, and we are 

all variants away from this. 
And finally as the emphasis 
is on deviations from the 
‘ideal’ health, this negates 
necessity to ‘cure’, and in turn 
encourages the dialectical 
response to ultimately be 
more optimistic as a disabled 
existence is not ‘broken’ or 
‘problematic’ but merely 
another variation. 

In a socialist society, where 
we have transcended money, 
and the ‘value of productivity’ 
we will be in a position to 
understand every human as 
equal but different variations 
of the same humanity. With 
this understanding, I hope we 
can continue a society free 
from oppression but one 
that also actively includes our 
fellow disabled comrades. 
Through this understanding, 
they can contribute what and 
how they can, and we in turn 
can address their particular 
issues within society and offer 
up a tangible alternative. 

For peace, for socialism, 
for all.

Ben Lunn is a member 
of the Glasgow 
Branch of the Young 
Communist League.
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PAUL ROBESON

It is gratifying indeed that 
one of the world’s most 
eminent opera singers, 

Bryn Terfel, is performing in 
two concerts at the National 
Eisteddfod in Cardiff to 
celebrate the voice and life of 
Paul Robeson.

The son of a black slave in 
the US was a world-famous 
singer and actor who led a 
turbulent and courageous life.

When he died in 1976, 
millions of people around the 
world mourned the loss of 
one of the greatest people of 
the 20th century — a giant of 
a man who deserves a place 
alongside Nelson Mandela as a 
fighter for freedom.

Many mourned in Wales 
too, because of the special 
bond forged between 
Robeson and the people of 
Wales, especially the miners, 
their families and the black 
community in Cardiff ’s 
docklands.

He was born in 1898 in 
Princeton, New Jersey, to 
former slave the Reverend 
William Robeson and teacher 
Maria who died when he was 
just five years old.

Defying hatred and 
discrimination, he was a first-
class student and athlete in 
high school, Rutgers College, 
Colombia Law School and the 
US National Football League. 
On the football field, he faced 
racist violence from players 
on both sides.

During the 1920s, he 
threw himself into the Harlem 
Renaissance alongside black 
communists, socialists and 
other radicals who inspired 
the flourishing of black and 
working class culture.

Robeson’s extraordinary 
bass baritone voice and his 
charismatic presence quickly 
led to starring roles in 
concerts and plays, with his 
wife Eslanda (Essie) providing 
invaluable moral, financial and 
professional support. Radio 
and recording work followed.

In 1928, Robeson came 
to London to play in the 
musical Show Boat, where his 
rendition of Ol’ Man River 
won him enormous popularity.

He and Essie decided to 
settle in the city, although the 
Savoy Grill made them less 
than welcome by refusing 
them a table.

Over many years a special, enduring bond of solidarity 
and shared political aspirations developed between 
Paul Robeson and Wales and in particular Welsh 
miners  writes General Secterary of the Communist 
Party ROBERT GRIFFITHS

WALES AND 
THE GIANT!

PAUL ROBESON: Communist, anti-fascist, fighter for peace.
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One winter’s afternoon in 
1929, he encountered a group 
of jobless Welsh miners who 
had walked to London to sing 
for handouts.

Enchanted by their 
harmony, he joined their 
procession before serenading 
them at the end with Ol’ 
Man River and a selection of 
spirituals.

Many decades later, in 
Talygarn Miners Rest Home, 
one of the marchers recalled 
that Robeson’s own donation 
financed their fares back to 
Wales in a railway carriage 
packed with food and clothing.

Thus began Robeson’s 
long love affair with the Welsh 
working class who flocked to 
his many concerts, including 
one in Caernarfon to raise 
funds in the wake of the 1934 
Gresford mining disaster 
which claimed 266 lives.

Although he was by now 
a celebrity of film and theatre, 
the plight of so many workers 
in Wales, England, Austria 
and the US during the Great 
Depression still struck a 
deep chord, but it was Paul 
Robeson’s visit to the Soviet 
Union in 1934, as the guest of 
film director Sergei Eisenstein, 
that convinced him that 
capitalism should not only be 
replaced.

His experience there of 
the comradeship and equality 
between people of different 
races and nationalities, in 
a new society free from 
economic crisis, convinced him 
that it could be.

Subsequently, Robeson and 
his family spent up to a year 

at a time living and working 
among the Russian people.

The anti-fascist war in 
Spain further consolidated 
his politics. He went there in 
1938 to speak and sing to the 
volunteers of the International 
Brigades who went from 
Wales and around the world 
to defend the Spanish Republic 
and democracy.

He had also become 
increasingly aware of the 
need to promote the 
African cultural heritage, 
consciousness and status of 
the black population of his 
home country. He studied 20 
African languages, to which he 
added a structural knowledge 
of German, Russian, Arabic, 
Chinese and Yiddish. The 
Welsh language ballads would 
come later.

In 1940, Robeson returned 
to the cinema in an Ealing 
Studios film, The Proud Valley.

Shot in south Wales, it told 
the story of a young black 
man who wins the affections 
of the local community and 
its miners through hard work, 
hearty singing and martyrdom 
in an explosion underground.

After the nazi invasion 
of the Soviet Union, he 
supported the “people’s war 
against fascism.” He sang to 
US and allied troops while 
also speaking out against the 
shameful treatment of black 
soldiers by the US military 
authorities.

Paul Robeson faced the full 
might of anti-communism in 
the cold war that followed.

Although he never 
joined the Communist Party, 

he worked closely with 
communists and socialists in 
the fight against racism and 
imperialism, for peace and 
social justice.

When CPUSA leaders 
were put on trial under the 
Smith Act, he declared that 
“some of the most brilliant 
and distinguished Americans 
are about to go to jail” 
because they refused on 
principle to divulge their 
political affiliations. He would 
do likewise and join them in 
prison if necessary.

He opposed the Korean 
War and retained a lifelong 
commitment to the Soviet 
Union and its foreign policy, 
although he protested against 
the persecution of Russian 
friends and acquaintances.

His principled stance all 
but destroyed his career in 
the US. The film and theatre 
offers dried up, his concerts 
were attacked by violent 
right-wing mobs and he was 
summoned to appear before 
congressional committees to 
face accusations of subversion 
and treason.

Robeson faced down the 
House Un-American Activities 
Committee in spectacular 
fashion, telling the witch-
hunters: “Because my father 
was a slave and my people 
died to build this country, I am 
going to stay here and have 
a part of it, just like you. And 
no fascist-minded people will 
drive me from it. Is that clear?”

In Britain, he was placed 
under extensive surveillance 
by Special Branch and the 
intelligence services. National 

Archive files reveal much 
about the racist and imperialist 
outlook of his watchers.

The US government 
withdrew his passport, which 
prevented him from visiting 
the South Wales Miners 
Eisteddfod in 1951. Six years 
later, he fulfilled the invitation 
by singing to the miners and 
their families through the first 
transatlantic telephone cable.

After a worldwide 
campaign secured the return 
of his passport, Robeson 
travelled to the 1958 National 
Eisteddfod in Ebbw Vale as 
the guest of local MP Aneurin 
Bevan.

Paul Robeson lived long 
enough to welcome the Cuban 
revolution, the liberation of 
Vietnam and victory for the 
US civil rights movement.

He died after a long period 
of poor health, but still a 
socialist and an advocate of 
peace with the Soviet Union 
and People’s China.

Too ill to attend a 75th 
birthday concert in his honour, 
he recorded a message for his 
many New York supporters, 
saying: “Though I have not 
been able to be active for 
several years, I want you to 
know that I am the same 
Paul, dedicated as ever to the 
worldwide cause of humanity 
for freedom, peace and 
brotherhood.”

Robert Griffths is 
General Secretary of 
the Communist Party.
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In the last few decades I feel 
as though we, as a society, 
have become obsessed 

with apocalyptic and post 
apocalyptic genres. Gone are 
the days of hopefully optimistic 
sci-fi worlds. Worlds in which 
future humans have created a 
utopia for themselves. Gone 
even are the visions of humans 
simply existing in a long-distant 
future, however dystopian it 
may be.

Best-selling novelists now 
write about the world ending 
tomorrow. Blockbusting films 
play out apocalyptic events 
occurring around the next 
corner. Screens are filled with 
glossy Hollywood actors 
scrabbling for survival amidst 
the garbage and nuclear fall-
out of a grim dystopia.

Never did it occur to 
me that the likes of Matt 
Damon and Tom Cruise might 
actually end their days feeding 
off bin-juice down a back-
alley somewhere below the 
Hollywood’s big white letters.

I don’t know why we took 
to speculating our own end 
in such a prophetic way like 
we did. But it probably had 

something to do with our own 
paranoid guilt about how we 
were relentlessly speeding 
towards a nasty end. An end 
completely of our own making. 
Typical. We were aware of the 
approaching doom. We even 
mirrored it back to ourselves 
in the subconscious reflection 
of our culture. But we actually 
did little to prevent it. It was 
this determinism that would 
end us.

How I’ve longed to see 
something optimistic on 
our screens. Future humans 
venturing forth to colonise the 
galaxy, terraforming planets, 
making contact with extra-
terrestrial civilisations. That 
change would have indicated 
that we had begun to believe 
in ourselves again. In popular-
culture we weren’t even 
having galaxy-wide race wars 
with fictional alien empires 
any more. We’d lost faith in 
ourselves being in-charge of 
our own fate. Even our leaders 
and governments had placed 
their faith in ‘external forces’. 
Things like markets, profits and 
dividends rather than the will 
of the people to decide what’s 

best for themselves.
I wasn’t surprised when 

the beginning of the end came. 
We’d been setting it in motion 
for years, after all. No-one 
who worked at my level in 
the civil-service could have 
guessed something would 
happen. Some of us had even 
been stockpiling and ‘prepping’ 
for it.

For my part, I reasoned 
that if you were asked to keep 
something held together with 
a piece of string, it wouldn’t 
be long before it fell apart. 
I don’t know how people 
couldn’t see it. But then, 
people who spoke out against 
it were swiftly discredited 
by the establishment. If you 
voiced concerns you would 
be dismissed as unintelligent 
and not understanding 
‘economics’ or not recognising 
the ‘needs of the market’. Your 
career would be swiftly over. 
So eventually this unheard 
undercurrent of thought that 
said markets should work for 
us and not vice versa finally 
petered out.

By then, the majority of 
our state-owned assets had 

been sold. All the services 
we depended on. The 
Health Service, of course. 
The energy generation and 
distribution networks. Public 
transportation. The roads. 
Schools. Buildings of all sorts. 
Prisons. Everything had been 
sold to the highest bidder. Lots 
of the profit was of course 
funnelled directly into the 
pockets of the government 
ministers. It was a free-for-all. 
Like watching a shoal of sharks 
shred a whale to the bone. The 
sharks may have swam off full 
and happy, but we were the 
ones left trying to make do 
with the bloodied remains.

The private companies 
that took over the assets 
and services immediately 
began by stripping their 
newly acquired portfolios, 
allowing the owners to pay 
themselves huge bonuses 
with the proceeds. No longer 
were our best interests at the 
heart of our public services. 
The main priority now being 
to haemorrhage cash into 
private accounts. Draining the 
lifeblood from our society.

That’s exactly how I saw 

Part Two of OWAIN HOLLAND’S short story ‘The Profit Motive’, a prophetic 
warning about the current attacks on the NHS and the existential risk it 
poses . . .

THE PROFIT MOTIVE
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the collapse coming. Over the 
course of a few short decades 
we had meekly handed over 
everything, down to the bare 
bones of what we required 
to live. Any shred of collective 
intelligence we had managed 
to cobble together through 
history, had vanished. Hope 
had left us. Like air leaving 
a deflating balloon it had 
departed with a sad little 
wheeze of protest. We had 
resigned ourselves to our 
fate. Entertaining ourselves 
with different visions of our 
own extermination. Looking 
back it makes sense to realise 
that a species, like ours, which 
has spent the majority of its 
history driving every other 
species within reach out of 
existence should be scared 
of its own death. We are the 
masters of extinction. We 
know how it’s done, better 
than any other.

With everything having 
been managed so greedily 
and so short-sightedly, with 
absolutely minimal budgets and 
skeleton staff-in more ways 
than one, it didn’t take much 
to topple the whole edifice.

I firmly believe that, whilst 
the medical emergency that 
happened was dire, with 
serious implications for 
the human population. We 
could have coped. If we’d had 
sufficient infrastructure in 
place. If we’d had buildings 
in every community large 
enough to turn into makeshift 
hospitals. If we’d had enough 
staff on the public payroll to 
enforce quarantine zones. If 
we’d not allowed a precious 
minority to squeeze more than 
just the wealth from us, but 
even the collective spirit we 
used to have - If we’d had that 
I know we’d have made it. This 
is where the consequences of 
our passivity got us.

The medical crisis was 
heralded by the realisation 
that our antibiotics no longer 
worked. After that everything 
went beserk.

The roads soon clogged 
like saturated arteries. Choked 
with vehicles full of desperate 
people trying to get to the 
hospitals. What had previously 
been treatable minor 
infections became serious 
health concerns. This was 
exacerbated by the fact that 

there were now less hospitals 
than there had been. Funnelling 
more people into less facilities. 
This extreme pressure on the 
system erupted in riots at the 
remaining hospitals. Most of 
them were effectively shut 
down. Emergency services 
couldn’t travel on the bloated 
arterial routes. The police 
were too thinly stretched to 
bring the situation under any 
sort of control.

It was at this point I 
expected the government to 
step in and take direct control 
of everything. I thought they’d 
do something you expect to 
see in the movies. Draft in the 
army. Order everyone to stay 
indoors and await instructions. 
Select healthy, able volunteers. 
Commandeer the necessary 
equipment and buildings. But 
when we turned around we 
found those leaders who had 
made their living from telling 
us how they’d got our backs 
had vanished. They had taken 
to their yachts, their mansions 
and helicopters.

I remained in my 
department near Westminster. 
Trying, with the few volunteers 
we managed to corral and 
coax into attempting to 
bring a sense of order to the 
situation. However small it 
might be. It was useless. We 
might have had one building 
under control but outside the 
rest of the country was chaos. 
We resorted to barricading 
ourselves inside with what 
little supplies we had gathered. 
We had very little with which 
we could fend off marauding 
looters and any evangelical 
mobs that might want to break 
in.

Currently the worst is 
that there seems to be some 
type of plague spreading 
uncontrollably throughout the 
population. We’ve been safe in 
here so far keeping under the 
radar. But now the roaming 
gangs are looking for safe, out-
the-way places to hide from 
the infected. I fear it’s only a 
matter of time before we have 
a serious break-in to defend. 
We won’t last long.

The only saving grace 
we’ve had has been our 
attempts to contact the 
military. After broadcasting 
for days we eventually 
managed to establish a link 

with a military base stationed 
near Dover. I made contact 
with their Major Woolcroft-
Jones. He informed us of the 
information he gleamed from 
brief communications with 
the French that indicated the 
Continent was in just as much 
of a mess as we were. Indeed 
it seemed the whole world 
was going through the same 
crisis.

In desperation we came 
up with a plan. It was a long-
shot, but it was all we could 
think to do. I had the major 
gather as many healthy medical 
professionals as he could. Our 
ministry pronouncements gave 
an added air of officialdom 
to his already considerable 
military authority. With 
that attempt we managed 
to coerce as many doctors, 
nurses and surgeons as we 
could out of hiding and onto a 
seized boat.

The Major is now taking 
the group in quarantine via 
boat, to one of our disused 
facilities on Lundy Island. I’ve 
told him to lock the facility 
down from the outside and 
have given him a code that 

will set the release date for 
five years from now. The idea 
being that any disease will have 
had a chance to die out along 
with all its hosts. Even if that 
means every last one of us. 
The emerging survivors can 
then set about recolonising 
the earth. It sounds hare-
brained but it’s all we’ve got. 
They have enough supplies and 
will be isolated enough from 
the infected.

We’ve had no news from 
the outside world so we must 
assume this is an catastrophe 
of pandemic proportions. 
I fear a wound I got a few 
days ago when we put up the 
barricades downstairs has 
become so infected I can no 
longer walk. The bacteria has 
eaten a gaping hole in my leg 
and there’s no way to cure 
it, and no-one left who can 
offer any other treatment-or 
amputation. I’ve had Johnson 
wheel in the TV - we’re going 
to watch Star Trek.....

Owain Holland is 
General Secretary of 
the Young Communist 
League.
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ROBERT GRIFFITHS, General Secretary of the Communist Party,  reviews 
two recent books on the history of communism in Wales.

Communists, socialists 
and others with an 
interest in modern 

Welsh and political history 
owe a debt of gratitude to 
Douglas Jones.

He has researched and 
analysed a wide range of 
information with scholarly 
rigour and — here’s the part 
which eludes far too many 
historians today — written 
it all up in straightforward 
English.

From the outset, the 
Communist Party in Wales had 
firm, organic roots not only in 
the working-class movement 
but also in Welsh-language 
culture. 

Although the South Wales 
Socialist Society had fallen into 
some disrepair in the course 
of the imperialist Great War, it 
nonetheless comprised one of 
the founding organisations of 
the Communist Party of Great 
Britain. Most of its members 
were militant miners, with a 
sprinkling of railway and other 
industrial workers.

The same was true of 
the party across much of 
south Wales. Many members 
had discarded their pre-war 
syndicalism, but this did not 
make them enthusiasts for 
bourgeois parliaments. 

Having to suffer the one in 
Westminster was bad enough. 
Adding another in Cardiff 
would be a diversion from 
the class struggle, or so they 
believed, which is why the 
proposal found most favour 
in the retreating Liberal Party 
and among those “moral 
force” socialists who stayed 
behind in the Independent 
Labour Party.

The dramatic industrial and 
political struggles of the 1920s 
and ’30s seized the attention 
of communists as much in 
Wales as anywhere else. 

It made no difference 
whether lockout or 

redundancy notices, evictions 
orders or court summonses 
were in English, Welsh or 
bilingual. 

Although the Welsh 
language was in slow decline 
in the central coalfield, it 
appeared to be almost as 
strong as ever from the 
Neath and Swansea valleys 
westwards. 

In many communities, an 
easy bilingualism was the norm 
socially, even if more and more 
formal meetings outside the 
chapel were held mostly in 
English. 

In large areas of west and 
north-west Wales, especially 
in the slate-quarrying 
communities, Welsh remained 
the lingua franca. 

Whether the class 
interests of the Welsh coal 
owners were served by 
the British state or by a 
subservient parliament in 
Cardiff was of no concern. 

Even after Labour had 
abandoned its commitment 
to “home rule all round,” 
the Welsh National Party 
founded in 1925 had little or 
no interest in the economic 
and social well-being of Welsh 
workers, the unemployed and 
their families — only in their 
moral and spiritual welfare as 
Welsh-speaking inheritors of a 
Christian medieval civilisation.

But after the depredations 
heaped on the Welsh people 
in the 1930s, when almost 
a quarter of the population 
left their country in search 
of work, and with the 
requirements of post-war 
reconstruction in prospect, the 
Communist Party embraced 
Welsh national causes from 
the late 1930s. 

These included the 
renewed demand for Welsh 
autonomy, with Welsh party 
secretary Idris Cox leading 
the communists’ work in 
the Parliament for Wales 

Book Reviews

The Communist Party of Great Britain and 
the National Question in Wales 1920-1991 
by Douglas Jones (University of Wales Press, £19.99) 
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Campaign from its launch in 
1950. 

Yet, as Douglas Jones 
confirms in groundbreaking 
detail, divisions in the party 
frustrated the drive to commit 
the South Wales Area NUM to 
the campaign. 

With Will Paynter and 
others reluctant to throw 
their full weight behind 
Communist Party policy, 
Labour loyalists succeeded 
in rigging proceedings at the 
union’s 1954 south Wales 
conference against devolution. 

Communist and left 
Labour delegates could not 
outweigh the influence of 
three prominent parliamentary 
guest speakers, while NUM-
sponsored, pro-Welsh 
Parliament MP SO Davies was 
excluded from the platform.

Early in the Parliament 
for Wales agitation, Cox had 
been transferred from his 
post in Cardiff to the party’s 
international department and 
thence to Baghdad and Prague. 

Jones finally dispels the 
apparently erroneous view 
that a hostile Harry Pollitt had 
thereby taken action against 
Cox’s alleged “bourgeois 
nationalist deviationism.”

Welsh communists went 
on to play a seminal role in 
founding the South Wales 
Miners Eisteddfod and the 
Wales TUC. Almost alone on 
the left, they continued to 
support democratic devolution 
for Wales, even after its defeat 
in the 1979 Welsh Assembly 
referendum. 

Jones gives due recognition 
to the efforts of Welsh 
secretary Bert Pearce to 
strengthen the party’s 
identification with Wales and 
its native language, building on 
the contributions of Will Rees, 
John Roose Williams, Dai Dan 
Evans, Annie Powell, Arthur 
Jones, Dai Francis and others. 

Pearce sided with the 
party’s revisionist leadership 
and the Eurocommunists 
in the internal divisions of 
the 1980s, although he later 
expressed regret that they 
then liquidated their side’s 
communist identity in 1991.

In some ways, it’s 
regrettable that this book 
does not cover at least a few 
years after this period, when 
the re-established Communist 

Party of Britain succeeded in 
rebuilding at least some of the 
party’s influence and initiatives 
in Welsh political and cultural 
life.

One such initiative was to 
establish Cymdeithas Niclas 
(the Nicholas Society) in 2010, 
jointly with leading figures in 
Cymdeithas yr Iaith Gymraeg 
(the Welsh Language Society) 
and local branches of the 
Writers’ Guild of Great Britain 
and the NUJ.

Thomas Evan Nicholas 
(whose bardic name Niclas 
y Glais derived from the 
location of one of his 
ministry’s chapels) was one 
of the most illustrious Welsh-
language poets of the 20th 
century. 

A prolific propagandist for 
the cause of communism, he 
skilfully mocked the obsessions 
of his fellow bards with Wales, 
God and nature and urged 
them to discover the world 
beyond their national horizons.

Hefin Wyn provides the 
first full-length biography of 
this extraordinary man who 
was a close comrade of Keir 
Hardie, a subversive in World 
War I, then the trade union 
organiser of farm labourers, 
a foundation member of the 
Communist Party, a partisan of 
the Spanish republic, an anti-
fascist jailbird in World War II 
and a cold war warrior for the 
Soviet Union. 

His poetry savagely 
flayed exploitation, British 
imperialism, the monarchy, 
German rearmament and 
nuclear power and sang the 
praises of revolution, Lenin, 
Russia, his own Indian fellow 
prisoners, Cuba and peace.

Given the subject’s full and 
long life of 91 years, it might 
be churlish to complain of 
omissions from his biography. 
But more use might have been 
made of the National Archive 
records of the extensive 
state surveillance of Nicholas 
between 1915 and 1952, when 
he was an executive member 
of the World Peace Council. 

That said, Hefin Wyn 
explains how and why 
Nicholas became a peace 
campaigner in place of a 
pacifist and professed a 
socialist and republican brand 
of Welsh nationalism rather 
than a nebulous, non-political 

Welsh patriotism.
Both books might have 

found it fruitful to refer to the 
television debate, in Welsh, 
between leading communists 
at the time of the Soviet 
military intervention in 1968. 

Only Annie Powell, who 
was later mayor of the 
Rhondda, unequivocally 
upheld the party’s line and 
condemned the Soviet action, 
while Nicholas praised the 
intervention and John Roose 
Willams, miners’ leader Dai 
Dan Evans and Will Rees, 
who had first translated the 
Communist Manifesto from 
German into Welsh, accepted 
it as a matter of realpolitik. 

The discussion was 
subsequently transcribed 
and published in the Welsh 
language journal Barn.

Both authors proffer a 
few assessments that owe 

something to anti-communist 
or anti-Soviet stereotyping, 
but for the most part these 
volumes are fair-minded, 
well-informed and immensely 
valuable additions to our 
knowledge of Welsh, working-
class and Communist Party 
history.

Robert Griffths is 
General Secretary of 
the Communist Party.

Ar Drywydd Niclas y Glais: Comiwnydd 
Rhonc a Christion Gloyw 
Hefin Wyn (Y Lolfa, £14.99)
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I saw your figure in a Grecian mode:

A stripling with the quiet wings of death,

Touching with your long fingers a marble lyre.

I was impressed by your immortal age,

I was seduced by your adventurous strength,

I was relieved by your polite reserve.

A winged Idea down the rainbow sliding,

With steady steps treading the smoky air,

All ranks you visit, courteous swamp-foul.

The world’s great engines pound asthmatically

Fed through Time’s recurrences.

Man walks to man across a trembling swamp.

The scientific sportsman lifts his gun;

The second barrel blasts your blue pin-feathers

And you fall spluttering, a specific bird.

I see your stuffed breast and boot-button eyes

Preserved in cases for posterity

And lean on my umbrella thoughtfully.

I have caressed your sort, I must confess,

But give me beauty, beauty that must end

And rots upon the taxidermist’s hands.

Poetry Corner
Hymn to Philosophy
by Christopher Caudwell

PICTURED: Christopher Caudwell 1907 - 1937

“

Christopher Caudwell was a Communist Party 
of Great Britain member, poet and influential 
Marxist thinker.

Born into a relatively well to do Catholic family, 
Caudwell worked as a journalist before working 
on Marxist critiques on a variety of subjects 
from poetry to his book “The Crisis in Physics”. 

Like many of his contemporaries, such as 
John Cornford, Caudwell volunteered for the 
International Brigades in Spain. Caudwell was 
killed in the fighting on the first day of the 
Battle of Jarama, 12th February 1937.

Much of his work was published posthumously 
including his best known book “Illusion and 
Reality”
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Back 2 Basics
Part seventeen: 

Dictatorship & Democracy

In liberal ideology, 
dictatorship and democracy 
are commonly thought of 

as occupying opposite ends of 
a spectrum against which all 
forms of government can be 
measured.  Typically, bourgeois 
parliamentary democracy, 
as practised in the US and 
western Europe, occupies one 
end and is held up as the gold 
standard.  This conception 
is based on an entirely false 
understanding of class society.

Any discussion of the 
nature of democracy and 
dictatorship must begin from 
our understanding of the state.  
As discussed in a previous 
issue of Back to Basics, the 
state arose as a product of 
irreconcilable class conflict, 
supposedly standing above that 
conflict and exercising control 
in the interests of ‘society’ as 
a whole.  However, precisely 
because it arose out of class 
conflict, the state represents 
the dominant, or ruling, class.  
It is the state of that class and 
rules in the interests of that 
class, whilst representing these 
as the interests of ‘society’.  
Therefore, the basic Marxist 
characterisation of the state is 
as a repressive apparatus for 
the suppression of one class 
by another.

Any analysis of the modern 
state and the way in which it is 
used to reinforce the sanctity 
of private property, the very 
foundation of capitalism, and 
all of the ruling class ideologies 
which support this, will show 
that, whilst its methods may 
develop over time, its essential 
nature and purpose remain 

the same.  What is much 
more complex is the range of 
mechanisms (both repressive 
and ideological, through 
coercion and consent) which 
are used to do this and the 
way in which they operate.  
This has proved fruitful 
ground for the development 
of Marxist theory (see for 
example the work of Gramsci 
or Althusser on this question) 
but it does not alter the basic 
conception of the state as 
an apparatus of ruling class 
control.

It is in this context that 
Lenin described the capitalist 
form of government as the 
dictatorship of the bourgeoisie.  
This dictatorship may take 
different forms, from fascist 
dictatorship right through to 
parliamentary democracy, but 
it is still a dictatorship.  This 
is not to suggest that the 
freedoms won by working 
class struggle are meaningless.  
Far from it! We must “take 
advantage of bourgeois 
democracy which, compared 
with feudalism, represents 
a great historical advance, 
but not for one minute must 
[we] forget the bourgeois 
character of this ‘democracy’, 
its historically conditional and 
limited character.  [We must] 
never share the ‘superstitious 
belief ’ in the ‘state’ and never 
forget that the state even in 
the most democratic republic, 
and not only in a monarchy, 
is simply a machine for the 
suppression of one class by 
another.” (Lenin, ‘Democracy’ 
& Dictatorship)

So clearly dictatorship and 

democracy are not mutually 
exclusive.  More correctly, any 
state (any repressive apparatus 
for the suppression of a 
class), whether or not it is a 
‘democracy’, can be described 
as a dictatorship in the name 
of whichever class exercises 
state power.  And this is where 
we get to the real question.  
Who holds state power?

Marx argued that the 
historic role of the working 
class was to seize state power 
from the bourgeoisie and use 
it to “wrest, by degrees, all 
capital from the bourgeoisie, 
to centralise all instruments 
of production in the hands of 
the state, i.e. of the proletariat 
organised as the ruling class.” 
(Manifesto of the Communist 
Party)  In other words: “that 
the class struggle necessarily 
leads to the dictatorship of 
the proletariat” (letter to 
Weydemeyer).

This dictatorship of the 
proletariat is not conceived 
as the rule of one person or 
one group but as the rule 
of the working class itself 
organised as the state – the 
rule of the vast majority of 
people over those who have 
historically exploited them.  In 
this sense, the revolutionary 
change from the dictatorship 
of the bourgeoisie, in whatever 

form, to the dictatorship of 
the proletariat represents 
a massive extension of 
democracy.  Not the fig-leaf 

of parliamentary 
democracy we currently 
experience but a real, living 
democracy that involves 
working people directly in the 
running of the state.

It would be pointless now 
to attempt to predict the 
form that this will take as it 
is something which must be 
developed in the course of 
the struggle against capitalism, 
but there are many examples 
to draw on from the Paris 
Commune, to the Soviets 
of the USSR, to the People’s 
Democracies of Eastern 
Europe and Asia, to Cuba’s 
participatory democracy.  The 
point is that it must be about 
giving power to the mass of 
working people to exercise 
real control over their lives.

As Lenin argued, “The 
dictatorship of the proletariat 
alone can emancipate 
humanity from the oppression 
of capital, from the lies, 
falsehood and hypocrisy 
of bourgeois democracy – 
democracy for the rich – and 
establish democracy for 
the poor, that is, make the 
blessings of democracy really 
accessible to the workers”.  
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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 

history in the struggle for Socialism 
amongst young people in Britain 

and most of the broad based 
progressive youth organisations 

that exist today owe their 
existence to the initiatives and 
work of the YCL. The YCL has 

always and continues to play a 
vital role in the struggles for peace, 

against racism and fascism, for 
gender equality, and all other 
popular struggles that involve 
young people across Britain.

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.
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