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in the news 
China halts energy projects 
in environmental review 

he Chinese State Environmental 

Protection Association ordered the 

halting of 30 power projects in February 

for flouting environmental impact 

assessment laws. 

The projects, including the controversial 

‘Three Gorges’ dam, will be stopped until 

the Government has properly investigated 

their impact on the environment. 

There is a burgeoning environmentalist 

American 
Intelligence dead 
wrong about Iraq 

Commission appointed by President 

Bush, with members from both 

Republican and Democrat Parties, made 

no bones about its scepticism over the 

intelligence used by Bush to justify his 

imperialist assault on Iraq. 

The Commission declared that the 

“intelligence community was dead wrong 

in almost al! of its judgements” about the 

presumed existence of chemical, biological 

and nuclear weapons programmes in Iraq 

(no evidence of which has been found now 

that Iraq has been subjugated, of course) 

it also stated that the United States 

“simply cannot afford failures of this 
aria 
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gas 

emissions 
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movement in China and the Communist Party 

is beginning to recognise the gravity of the 

environmental question worldwide, doing 

much to reduce greenhouse gas emissions 

and supporting the Kyoto Treaty. Hu Tao, 

of the State Environmental Protection 

Association, commented: “The number of 

environmental regulations in China are equal 

to other countries, but the enforcement of 

these laws is far from satisfactory.” 

magnitude” in the future, and also 

slammed the intelligence the US has 

gathered on other states (most notably 

iran and North Korea), saying that the 

US knows “less now than it did five or 

ten years ago”; rubbishing claims the US 

has begun to make about these countries. 

It doesn’t take agency intelligence to 

see that the ‘weapons of mass destruction’ 

were just an excuse. All the same, we can 

only hope that the findings of this Commission 

will lead the American people to doubt the 

truthfulness and reliability of their leaders, 

and make it impossible to see a repeat of 

the criminal invasion they launched. i 

China provides a clear example of how 

economic growth can be environmentally 

sustainable. Between 1996 and 1999, 

China's economy grew by 36% while 

greenhouse gas emissions fell by 17%. 

By contrast, the United States reported 

a worrying 5% growth in greenhouse 

gas emissions during this period, despite 

economic growth on a much lower scale 

than in China. i      

  

 



    
Think the new law will be applied to this man if he comes to Britain? 

‘Prevention of Terrorism’ 

Bill forced on Parliament 
0: Friday 11 March the Government 

succeeded in forcing its ‘Prevention 

of Terrorism’ bill through Parliament. 

A ‘sunset clause’ was officially refused 

but Home Secretary Charles Clarke managed 

to swing opponents behind him by promising 

that the Bill would be reviewed in October. 

The law detaining terror suspects indefinitely 

without trial was ruled illegal by the Law 

Lords on Clarke's first day in office. As the 

ruling was due to end on Monday 14 March, 

the Blair clique pulled out all the stops to 

grant itself emergency powers to deal with 

the ‘suspected terrorists’ in other ways, 

making a mockery of the original Law Lords’ 

decision. The Government will be able to 

condemn any individual to house arrest on 

the whim of the Home Secretary or a senior 

judge, using electronic tagging and preventing 

access to mobile phones or the internet in 

order to deprive these people of their liberty. 

The measures were immediately used to 

detain eight foreign nationals. One, the Muslim 

cleric Abu Qatada, is suspected of ‘links to 

al-Qaeda’, although in three years’ detention 

without trial no evidence good enough to 

be used at trial has emerged. The fact that 

house arrest under these conditions is still 

favourable to imprisonment is secondary. 

These ‘released’ may well prefer incarceration 

in their own homes to that in Government 

tun camps like Belmarsh prison, but the right 

to a fair trial is still being denied, and this is 

which is the prime abuse of civil liberties. 

If the Government can arbitrarily lock up 

anyone it pleases without the burden of 

providing evidence, then the rule of law in 

Britain has truly come to an end. Ml 

NUS 
Conference 

ver 500 delegates met in Blackpool 

for this year's NUS Conference 

to decide the key issues facing students. 

Foremost in their minds was continued 

Opposition to privatisation in education. 

NUS's incumbent president Kat 

Fletcher received an overwhelming 

mandate, receiving nearly 80% of the 

votes cast in the presidential elections. 

She pledged to continue the campaigning 

aspect of NUS's work, in particular 

opposition to all forms of tuition fees 

and the marketisation of education. 

Conference passed a resolution 

highlighting the dangers posed by the 

fascist BNP. Delegates resolved not only 

to circulate throughout student unions 

all materials published by Unite Against 

Fascism, but also pledged to “campaign 

to ensure students register to vote, and 

vote against the BNP”. 

This comes just days after the youth 

TUC passed a similar resolution meaning 

a significant number of young people 

will be actively involved in fighting 

fascism in Britain. 

Delegates backed a sexual health 

motion calling for “the integration of 

abortion as an ordinary NHS service” 

and argued that “the law should... 

extend abortion rights, not limit them.” 

The motion was narrowly won after 

a standing protest by women delegates. ill 
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Ure for, 

capi italisr 
Even taking into account the Bush government's unique combination 

of arrogance, hypocrisy and stupidity, its attacks on Cuban 

biomedical production are especially vile. Paul Levy investigates. 

The propaganda barrage started in May 

2002 with John Bolton, Under Secretary 

of State for Arms Control. In a speech 

to the right-wing thinktank the Heritage 

Foundation, Bolton alleged that Cuba was 

developing biological weapons 

“For four decades Cuba has 

maintained a well-developed and 

sophisticated biomedical industry, 

Supported until 1990 by the Soviet 

Union. This industry is one of the most 

advanced in Latin America, and leads 

in the production of pharmaceuticals 

and vaccines that are sold worldwide. 

Analysts and Cuban defectors have 

long cast suspicion on the activities 

conducted in these biomedical 

facilities. 

“Here is what we now know: the 

United States believes that Cuba has. 

at least a limited offensive biological 

warfare research and development 

effort. Cuba has provided dual-use 

technology to other rogue states. 

We are concerned that such technology 

could support Biological Weapons 

programs in those states. We call on 

Cuba to cease all Biological Weapons- 

applicable cooperation with rogue 

states and to fully comply with all of 

its obligations under the Biological 

Weapons Convention.” 

The United States now knows what it 

believes. Comforting to Bolton, perhaps, 

but not to anyone who still wants a peaceful 

world. Bolton repeated the allegations in 

July of last year in written testimony to 

the US Congress. The key phrase to notice 

is ‘dual-use technology’: in other words, 

technology which can be used for military 

purposes, but can also be used for perfectly 

legitimate medical production 

Supporters of the Cuban revolution are 

perfectly well aware of the real reasons 

behind these attacks. The revolution’s 

medical achievements are famed 

worldwide, not least in the rest of the third 

world where the army of Cuban medical 

volunteers demonstrate the true meaning of 

internationalism — advances in the sphere 

of pharmaceuticals have the potential 

for a tremendous leap forward in Cuba's 

development. The attempts to discredit 

Cuban medical science are merely part of 

an attempt to hold back the progress of 

Cuban socialism 

The most famous Cuban vaccine is the 

world’s only vaccine against Meningitis 

B, VA-MENGOC B. Each year, more than 

200 British people die from meningitis, to 

say nothing of the terrible consequences 

suffered by many of the survivors. 60% of 

reported cases are Meningitis Bin Cuba, 

the disease which used to kill on average 

one baby each day has now been virtually   

introduced 

eliminated. No Cuban children have died 

from meningitis since the vaccine was 

introduced into the National Immunization 

Program in 1991. The Cuban success in 

tackling meningitis has led to the vaccine 

being trialled in Europe. In 1999 Smithkline 

Beecham (now called Glaxo Smithkline) 

received permission from the US government 

to conduct joint research with Cuba on 

the vaccine — a landmark opening of the 

blockade. So, in a few years the Cuban 

meningitis vaccine will almost certainly be 

saving lives in Europe, though treatment 

may well still be denied to US citizens. 

More recently, Cuban researchers at the 

Finlay Institute announced that in a joint 

project with a team in Canada they had 

been able to produce a new synthetic 

vaccine against the Hib bacterium 

(Haemophilus influenzae type B). This virus 

causes a number of diseases, including 

pneumonia and a form of meningitis. 

According to the World Health Organisation 

(WHO): “H. influenzae type b (Hib) is 

estimated to cause at least 3 million cases 

of serious disease and 400,000-700,000 

deaths each year in young children ti 

Vaccines against Hib already exist, but are 

simply unavailable to many underdeveloped 

countries because of the cost (around $3 a 

shot). The Cuban vaccine, once it becomes 

available, will be far cheaper than previous 

versions. It hardly needs saying that the 

 



potential benefit to health in the third 

world is huge. 

The Meningitis B vaccine is rightly 

famous worldwide. But perhaps a greater 

achievement is the production of a Cuban 

Hepatitis B vaccine. Hepatitis B is the most 

common and serious liver infection in the 

world. The WHO estimates that there are 
400 million people carrying the virus, and 
that this year 10 to 30 million people will 

become infected and one million people 

will die due to the disease. In the United 

States alone, there are 5,000-6,000 deaths 

each year due to Hepatitis B-related 

complaints. A recent study found that while 

Cuba and the United States began Hepatitis B 

Programmes in the same year (1990), Cuba 

had reached the goals in 2001 that the 
United States expects to reach in 2010. 

Cuba's National Immunization Program was 
Nominated for the Gates Award’ for Global 
Health in 2001. As the proposers pointed out: 

“Similar to many industrial societies, 
the two primary causes of death in 

Cuba are heart disease and cancer 
(leading to a popular saying in Cuba 
that “we live as poor people, but we 

die like rich people”}.” 

It is for this reason that, while Cuba is 
committed to producing affordable drugs for 

the treatment of preventable diseases, the 
Cuban biotechnology industry has also created 

ESET 

various drugs for diseases common in the 

industrialised north. This was highlighted in 

July 2004 when the US company CancerVax 
obtained permission to buy three experimental 

cancer drugs from Cuba. The deal marked 
another break in the blockade. Once more, 
however, the company would still have to 

obtain permission to use the treatment in 

US hospitals. 

Cuba's achievements in tackling the HIV 

epidemic have been spectacular, leading to 
one of the lowest incidences of the virus 
in the world. Cuban HIV prevention has 

been slandered in the capitalist media, a 

disgraceful attack on an exemplary socialist 
health project that has saved thousands of 
lives. For instance, just one facet of the HIV 

programme is that Cuban children born to 

HIV-positive mothers are free of the virus 

because of the use of prophylactic AZT and 
caesarean sections, a considerable drain on 
the resources of a poor country. Even in the 

richest countries this provision is considered 
unrealistic because of the prohibitive cost. 

There.are various other medicines that 

Cuba has discovered, such as the heart 

drugs policosanol and streptokinase; 

melagenina for the skin condition vitiligo, 

and Epidermal Growth Factor for burns 

patients. All this without even touching 

on Cuban research in agriculture, such as 

the production of genetically engineered, 

species-specific parasites to kill crop pests. 
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The advances in organic farming on the 

island would have been simply impossible 

without the participation of Cuban scientists. 

Moreover, Cuba's contribution to tackling 
disease throughout the world is also 

astonishing — just one example is its joint 

project in Haiti, which had saved an 

estimated 62,000 lives, prompting then Prime 

Minister Jean-Bertrand Aristide to say, 

“There are two types of stars in the world — 

the stars in the sky, and the Cuban doctors” 

Cuban medical staff even stayed in the 

country during the US-backed coup d'état 

which deposed Aristide in February 2004. 

Unfortunately, US interference in Cuba's 

biomedical industry is likely to continue, 

although it appears largely unsuccessful in 

preventing Cuban progress, as highlighted 

by a bilateral Argentina-Cuba trade 

agreement signed in August. Under the 

agreement, the Argentinean government 
will buy Cuban medicines and technology, 

and Cuba will import Argentinean foodstuffs 

to the tune of $200 million each year. It's a 

big step forward for relations between the 

countries, and a significant boost to the 

Cuban economy, especially considering the 
recent tightening of the US blockade. Gq 

Project, abridged report: www. hpa.org uk/hpa/ 
inter/m_surveiliance9900.pdf 

*“*WHO website: www who int/vaccines/en/ 
haeflub.shtmi#impact 
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the impact of 

domestic violence 
Domestic violence remains a major problem in countless homes 

across Britain, with many people failing to report abuse and not 

knowing where to turn when their lives are affected. Harj Aujla 

investigates the problem. 

Domestic violence is a form of power and 

control, which manifests itself as physical, 

emotional, sexual, economic and social 

abuse. Abuse can be passive or active- 

passive, as in neglect or deprivation of 

emotional contact — both lead to varied 

degrees of psychological injury. The term 

‘domestic’ locates the problem as within 

the private sphere, usually against a 

woman by her current or former partner. 

However, abuse can involve other members 

of the family, eg siblings, parents, 

children or immediate and extended 

family. Traditionally, domestic violence is 

underreported to the police and support 
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agencies. Furthermore there are very few 

successful prosecutions around domestic 

violence, and often perpetrators do not 

plead guilty, as victims frequently retract 

their statements. The impact of domestic 

violence and abuse on children is rarely 

considered or even identified. 

Psycho-biological perspective argues inherent 

personality or psychopathic qualities lead 

to abuse. Some theorists have connected high 

levels of testosterone and male violence as 

explanations (although this ignores abuse in 

homosexual/bisexual relationships). Social 

learning theory claims that aggression is 

learned, and through positive reinforcements 

is repeated — children learn especially through 

observation and imitation. Special victim 

perspective suggests that the causes of 

aggression lie within the victim. All these 

psychological perspectives, while offering 

important insights, ignore a swathe of 

contributory social factors from stress to 

drugs, patriarchy to unemployment. 

Abuse is still a shamefully concealed 

social stigma, and needs to be unveiled. 

Although some new dynamic areas 

of work have been undertaken, many 

more resources need to be allocated to 

community prevention and education 

work. Preventative work in schools is also 

now being considered through various 

channels. Faith groups have a role here too, 

in terms of liaison with services to help 

victims of domestic violence and carry out 

preventative work around the issue. These 

undertakings will expose the problem and 

make the structures and institutions of 

support more accessible and transparent. 

Women’s organisations need to work 

together to develop strategies to reach 

out to the abused, especially the poor and 

ethnic minorities. Referral protocols to 

services are not good, and a multi-agency 

approach to domestic violence has still not 

been achieved although it is improving. 

Perpetrators need to be brought to justice 

and currently the judicial system in this 

country does not achieve this. Lack of 

support for children is being addressed, 

however the impact of domestic violence 

on children is not treated seriously enough. 

More campaign work is necessary to 

ensure the law protects the interests of 

victims and their children. 

The viewpoint that ‘ethnic minority families 

look after their own’, is still dormant in 

British Health and Social Care service 

provision. There is still under-representation 

of ethnic, racial and religious groups as 

consumers of mainstream services despite 

an overload of consultations. Language 

barriers and the use of male interpreters 

are examples of this cultural insensitivity. 

The triple shift burden of multiple care 

roles, housework and inexperience in 

the Western labour market has led to a 

situation where black and asian women 

are at a particular disadvantage to their 

white counterparts, and at further risk of 

abuse. Policymakers should consider this 

marginalised group when assuming needs 

are met, when actually this group is suffering 

at their discretion. Care must be culturally 

specific, rather than applying a white, middle 

class formula to all of the abused. 

if you are personally affected by the content 
of this article, Challenge urges you to seek 
Specialist help. A list of domestic violence 
helplines can be found in the Yellow Pages.  



  

we owe UKI 

nothing 
The United Kingdom Independence Party represents a growing menace to tolerance 

and diversity in this country, and through its anti-EU line, leftwingers opposing the European 

superstate are often tarred as UKIP supporters. N Kanneh explodes the myth. 

The United Kingdom Independence Party 

is a party whose main focus is solely on 

removing the UK from the European Union 

It is now the fourth largest party in the UK 

They have no actual ideological or ethical 

reasoning for the disbandment of the entire 

EU, they simply dislike the idea of Britain 

(a country of around 60 million people) not 

being in control, while a “Franco-German 

power axis” (representing a population of 

approximately 142 million) has been formed. 

Strangely, considering their policy, UKIP has 

12 members in the European Parliament. 

After he was elected in June last year, 

Robert Kilroy-Silk declared he was going to 

expose EU as wasting public money, showing 

“how they all go on the gravy train and spend 

their time in restaurants and all the rest of it.” 

UKIP dismiss paternity leave as nonsense, 

tejecting the needs of many new mothers 

for a share in parental responsibilities, 

and the father’s right to form an early bond 

with their child, especially important if they 

choose to be the primary carer. 

UKIP also comment on the ‘black economy’. 

The fact that many companies make their 

products in Asian and African countries is 

seen as helping those countries’ economies 

to thrive, not as an evasion of health and 

safety regulations or appropriate labour costs. 

They oppose an increase in health and safety 

inspectors in the UK for fear that businesses 

would be damaged and yet have a similar 

opposition to shorter working hours despite 

there being increases in accidents at work 

as hours get longer. 

UKIP plan to give undefined tax advantages 

to ‘married couples with children under 

the age of eighteen’ and make the already 

complex divorce process even harder, in 

order to project their own ideas of ‘family 

values’ onto society. 

They plan to abolish the right to state 

pensions, forcing the UK population to 

provide for their old age through their 

own means, and causing an impossible 

crossover period with people unsure over 

what they are entitled to receive, something 

UKIP has set down as an aim to combat. 

Their ‘firm line on immigration’ consists of 

effectively testing applicants for how ‘useful’ 

they would be in the UK. Seemingly, priority 

would be given to those knowledgeable in a 

field in which the UK was lacking experienced 

workers, and would closely monitor all asylum 

seekers during their application process, 

supporting the use of reception centres. 

UKIP is defined on their own website as 

“a non-racist, non-sectarian party” 

However, all the party's MEPs are “male, 

white and well into middle age” as defined 

by the Telegraph. To further contradict 

the statement, last year Robert Kilroy-Silk 

openly made racist remarks in his article 

‘We Owe the Arabs Nothing’. 

He described Arabs as “suicide bombers, 

limb-amputators, women repressors”. The 

article outraged millions, and its contents 

caused the Muslim Council of Britain 

and Commission for Racial Equality to 

make official complaints. He lost his job 

presenting his talk show on the BBC, but 

was still prominent within UKIP appearing 

at press conferences and promotional shoots. 

Articles such as his build racial tension 

within the UK, resulting in events such as 

the Bradford riots in 2001. They misrepresent 

beliefs and customs and use them to paint an 

inflammatory picture of religions and cultures. 

UKIP is an imbalanced party with a sham of 

a manifesto and an ignorant spokesman. It 

should be discredited as a realistic option 

for votes, and certainly does not deserve 

the amount of respect it holds. Gq 
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the threat To     
democracy 

The EU Constitution is the latest move in the drive to create a 

European superstate which is prostrate before the interests of big 

business, yet few understand the full extent of the changes that the 

Constitution will bring. YCL General Secretary Gawain Little explains 

why Communists must fight for a referendum to reject it. 

The proposed EU Constitution has been 

a subject of much debate within the 

British left, from those who argue that 

any move towards European integration 

is progressive, to those who see it as yet 

another step towards an undemocratic, 

military capitalist superstate. In order to 

form a balanced opinion on this issue, 

it is essential to answer two questions 

about the EU. Firstly, what is the European 

Constitution itself and what measures 

does it seek to put in place? Secondly, how 

does this fit in with the overall policy and 

direction of the EU? It is impossible to fully 

answer these questions in a short article, 

but | will attempt to touch on some of the 

key issues in terms of democracy, peace 

and social provision in order to build an 

outline picture of EU policy. 

The Constitution 
The EU Constitution will, for the first time, 

establish the EU as a legal entity in its 

own right. It transfers many of the powers 

previously held by national delegations 

to the EU itself and will give EU law 

automatic supremacy over national law. 

In addition to this, the council of ministers 

is given the right to extend EU powers 

and competencies at its own discretion 

(Art. 1 24-4). This is a huge step in the 

centralisation of legislative powers within 

the EU and it is important in this context 

to look at the structures within the EU 

which will be empowered to take these 

decisions. The self-acknowledged ‘heart 

of the European power structure’ is the 

European Commission, an appointed body 

which the European Parliament must 

approve or dismiss on block but may not 

amend. It is responsible for initiating 

legislation, regulations, directives and the 

budget. Ali its decisions are taken in secret. 

Alongside this is the council! of ministers 

which is comprised of national ministers 

and takes its decisions by qualified 

    
   



majority voting. There is also an elected 

European parliament but this cannot 

initiate legislation itself and may only vote 

to endorse, reject or amend proposals from 

the Commission. These are the bodies to 

which the constitution will transfer powers 

currently held by national governments. 

The proposed constitution also contains 

serious implications for the question of 

peace. Throughout the whole constitution 

there is not a single mention of 

disarmament and indeed article 40 commits 

member states to progressively increasing 

their defence capabilities. The implications 

of this will be especially damaging for 

countries in Eastern Europe who's standard 

of living has dropped drastically over 

the past fifteen years and who will be 

Tequired to spend vast amounts of their 

national budgets on bringing their military 

hardware in line with other EU forces, then 

progressively increasing it. 

Despite these problems, it has been argued 

that the constitution should be supported 

as a step forward for workers’ rights. Some 

in the TUC have been pushing the claim 

that the Charter of Fundamental Rights will 

improve domestic labour laws or that there 

is a basis for challenging anti-union laws in 

the European Court of Human Rights. Both 

these assumptions are misleading. 

Article 11-28 of the constitution states that 

the “limits for the exercise of collective 

action, including strike action, comes 

under national laws and practices”. In 

other words, when it comes to curbing 

expenditure on health and education, the 

EU will lead the way despite the wishes of 

national governments but if Britain wants 

to retain its repressive anti-union laws then 

that’s an issue for national policy and the 

EU couldn’t possibly interfere. As for the 

so-called ‘Charter of Fundamental Rights’, 

article 11-52 of the constitution states that 

these fundamental rights can be removed 

“in the general interests of the Union”! 

The European Union 

So is this constitution simply a wrong turn 

on the path to a genuinely ‘social’ European 

Union which is a champion of workers’ 

rights and a model of internationalism? 

Earlier this year, Tony Blair told the 

Financial Times that one of the great merits 

of international institutions such as the EU 

was that they facilitated economic reforms, 

which it would be difficult for politicians 

ERE 
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to take through their own national 

parliaments. One of the first steps if Britain 

accepted monetary union would be the 

transfer of control over interest rates to 

unelected bankers in the European Central 

Bank (a move for which the new Labour 

government prepared when they transferred 

control out of public hands to the Bank of 

England upon election). This would take 

control of our economy even further away 

from the democratic influence of the people 

and would centralise economic controls 

across countries with vastly different 

economies and levels of development 

    

  

and indeed 

article 40 
In terms of militarisation, the EU has, for 

mimit 
a long time, been attempting to create COMMS 

a coherent military identity. This course, ” member 

however, has always been controversial 

within the British ruling class because of states to 

the effect it would have on NATO military increasing 

agreements and the ‘special relationship’ Z 

with the US. This has ensured that, their 

whatever moves are taken, it is within defence 

the framework of strengthening not 

only European offensive and defensive 

capabilities but also European contributions 

to NATO. In 1991 former European 

Commission president Jacques Delors 

said that the EU needed a European 

army to “fight the resource wars of the 

21st century”. This announcement, long 

predicted, was cautiously weicomed by 

some in the US as they argued that the 

creation of the EU army and, alongside it, a 

European military-industrial complex, would 

take some of the financial burden of NATO 

capabilities 

    

forces away from the US and also create a 

market for US military technology as well 

as hardware 

Another little known fact is that, prior 

to the privatisation of the railways in 

Britain, the European commission drafted 

a directive which demanded “separating 

the management of railway operation 

and infrastructure from the provision of 

railway transport services” to “facilitate 

the adoption of the [European] community 

railways to the needs of the Single 

Market”. This was carried out ahead of 

time by Britain with the destruction of the 

national rail system and the creation of 

over 100 private companies to run different 

aspects of what was left. This is the 

process of creating a single market which 

the EU was set up to achieve and to which 

EU policy is dedicated. 

It is clear from this that the essential 

direction of the European Union is to create | 

an imperialist bloc which answers to the 

neoliberal capitalist powers of the major 

European powers only and which seeks 

to put control over domestic legislation, 

national economies and foreign and 

security policy beyond the influence of 

ordinary, working people. As communists, 

we must seek to build the widest possible 

progressive alliance, both in Britain and 

with progressive forces across Europe, to 

challenge the big-business project of the 

European Union. 
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Although it has been 

over three months since 

the elections took place 

in Irag, no government 

has been formed. Iraq is 

still an occupied country; 

and it is still rife with 

violence. Ben Chacko 

looks at the issues. 

Many Western newspapers have greeted 

the election as a ‘triumph’ for Bush and 

Blair, even as a vindication of their illegal 

assault on the country. Nothing could be 

further from the truth. 

The Iraqi election result must be accepted. 

This is an important fact to remember, despite 

the difficulties of voting in many areas 

because of violence, and the intimidation 

which resulted from the presence of around 

200,000 American and British troops. True, 

they were not ideal; in some areas voter 

turnout was extremely low — in the province 

of Anbar, which includes Fallujah, only 2% of 

the electorate voted, and even in Baghdad 

less than half turned up at the polls. But 

overall, 58% of the electorate did vote, which 

is comparable with elections in some Western 

countries, particularly the United States. 

The boycott of the elections by many Sunnis 

in rag has obviously been reflected in the 

result, but the election still gives the best 

possible representation of Iraqi opinion in the 

circumstances, and should be recognised. 

The victors, by a strong margin, were the 

United Iraqi Alliance — a Shia dominated 

coalition led by Grand Ayatollah Ali al- 

Sistani, who gained, officially, 48% of the 

votes cast. There are several problems with 

this group, which includes many religious 

extremists — it could, indeed, result in the 

creation of a theocratic, Islamic state on the 

model of Iran under Ayatollah Khomenei in 

the 1980s, with all its attendant repression 

of women, suppression of free speech, and 

abuse of human rights. The reasons for their 

victory are numerous. Many Shias resent the 
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long domination of Iraq by the Sunni minority, 

more importantly, a vote for the United Iraqi 

Alliance was a vote against the occupation 

by the world’s two most aggressive imperialist 

powers, a vote for self determination in 

Iraqi affairs which we must respect. 

No other party gained anything like as many 

votes; Kurdish groups gained over 26%, 

but this is partly a reflection of higher voter 

turnout in Kurdish areas. The US backed group 

lyad Allawi was roundly rejected, gaining less 

than 14%. The progressive, anti-imperialist 

People’s Unity list, which included the 

Communist Party of Iraq, performed less 

well than had been hoped, but still gained 

two seats in the new parliament. 

However, a shadow hangs over the entire 

issue of the elections, following rumours 

that the results were rigged. 

A few hours before the election results were 

officially released, Reuters announced that 

the lragi Electoral Commission had told 

  
the United Iraqi Alliance that it had gained 

“around 60%" of the vote. Former US Chief 

Unscom weapons inspector Scott Ritter told 

a@ meeting in Washington that they had gained 

56% of the vote — and that “an official 

involved in manipulation was the source.” 

tis, of course, convenient for Washington 

that nobody appears to have gained an 

overall majority; it weakens the authority of 

any iragi government which might demand 

the withdrawal of imperialist soldiers from 

the country; and reports are now abounding 

that America is beginning to arm small 

militias to prevent domination of Iraq by the 

Shias — assisted by Allawi, and including 

many former Baath Party members. 

Once again the greed and immorality of the 

United States shines through this fagade 

of ‘spreading democracy’ — the voice of 

the people of Iraq must be heeded: take 

the troops home, and stop meddling in the 

affairs of Iraq. 
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    lhe youth make up one of the most 

progressive, radical, and dynamic 

forces of society. Time and time again 

they are the catalyst for social transformation 

and progress. The future of every country 

is shaped by the united efforts of its young 

people, making them one of the main 

targets of capitalist globalisation and the 

ideological offensive of imperialism. 

Young people have played effective roles 

in the fight against these offensives. In 

each and every country there are resistance 

movements against imperialism, fighting 

for new social systems that reject the 

idea that capitalism is the only option and 

present the people's power as the real 

alternative against the neo-liberal policies 

The massive, global mobilisations against 

the war in Iraq, FTAA and NATO were 

expressions of the resistance of youth and 

the people. With the change in the balance 

of forces in the world, the imperialist 

powers have increased their aggression 

while becoming increasingly unified in their 

attacks against humanity and our natural 

resources. In order to preserve and deepen 

their hegemony, US imperialism and its 

allies launched a military crusade against 

whoever stood in their way under the cover 

of the so-called ‘War on Terror’ and the 

threat of weapons of mass destruction. 

This policy has resulted in the occupation 

of Iraq, continuous aggression against 

Palestine and the economic blockade and 

threats against Cuba, Venezuela, DPRK and 

Syria. The US have caused further suffering 

in Africa, in countries such as Western 

Sahara, Sudan and Zimbabwe by imposing 

sanctions and internal interference 

The real face of aggression, injustice and 

barbarism has led to the militarisation 

of societies and their economies against 

peopie’s well being. Yourtg people around the 

world have been seriously victimised by the 

effects of imperialist and neo-liberal policies 

of international institutions such as the IMF, 

WTO, G-8, the European Union and the World 

Bank. At the same time, the gap between 

tich and poor; developed and undeveloped 

countries grows wider. Exploitation, hunger, 

unemployment, lack of health care, poverty 

and misery continue to grow as a result of 

imperialist economic, political and military 

policies, with catastrophic effects for 

millions of people worldwide. 

  

WORLD YOUTH FEST 

troubled 

youtn 
The World Festival of Youth and 

Students provides an opportunity for young 

people from every corner of the globe 

to unite in the increasingly international 

opposition to racism, imperialism and war. 

Corte Green repo 

Fight the good fight 

In various forms across the globe, young 

people fight exploitation, blockades, 

embargos, sanctions, racial discrimination 

and xenophobia. We struggle for peace, 

national sovereignty, independence, 

self-determination, democracy, security, 

international solidarity and a world free from 

nuclear weapons. We demand respect for 

human and democratic rights, social justice, 

women’s rights, sustainable development 

and the environment. We demand that 

everyone has access to employment with 

dignity, labour rights, education, health 

Care, sport, culture and technology. 

World Festival of 

Youth & Students (WFYS) 
The WFYS, initiated in 1947, is the biggest 

event organised by progressive and 

democratic youth and students around the 

world. It is one of the main expressions of 

anti-imperialist, anti-fascist and anti 

colonialist struggles led by youth. After the 

successful 15'" WFYS in Algeria in 2001 (held 
for the first time on the African continent 

and Arab region], the 16% WFYS takes place 
this year in Caracas, Venezuela, 5-13 August 

Holding the WFYS in Venezuela affirms 

and reinforces the Festival's character and 

    

  

orientation as an intemational, anti-imperialist, 

political-cultural and broad-based mass 

celebration of youth and students. It 

also provides an opportunity to extend 

our solidarity to the youth and people of 

Venezuela, the Bolivarian Revolution and 

people struggling around the world 

The 16" WFYS should continue to reflect 
the diversity and richness of all the 

expressions of the international youth 

and student movements committed to 

the character and spirit of the Festival, as 

well as their struggles and demands. The 

Festival will be a space to exchange ideas 

and experiences and provide a platform 

to coordinate our efforts and intensify the 

struggies in our respective countries 

The 16th WEYS is a great time to 

consolidate our efforts on the basis of 

a common cause and interests in the 

intensifying struggle against imperialism 

We appeal to all youth and students to 

join in this struggle and work actively to 

strengthen and participate in the 16th weys 

For Peace and Solidarity, We struggle 

against Imperialism and War! 

Let's work for a successful 16" World Festival 

of Youth and Students in Caracas. Gq 
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who killed the 

revo 
The demise of the revolution in Grenada at the hands of the US 

military is a sad chapter in the history of the international labour 

movement. Dave Du invites us to learn from the experience of the 

Grenadian Revolution. 

“Long live the People of Grenada! Long live 

Freedom and Democracy! Let us together 

build a just Grenada!” crackled Radio Free 

Grenada on 13 March 1979; the climax of 

Maurice Bishop's “A Bright New Dawn” 

Address to the Nation, proclaiming the fall 

of Eric Gairy’s dictatorship and the victory 

of the Grenadian Revolution. 

The 130 square miles of the three-isiand 

Grenadian nation had at the time a 90,000 

strong population: mostly descendants of 

both African slaves and Indian indentured 

labourers, who were brought from the sub- 

continent to fill the slave huts and bleed 

under whips after slavery officially ended. 

The islands’ inhabitants were kept apart by 

age-old racial and religious animosity — black 

against brown, Christian against Muslim: 

The Gairy regime actively encouraged 

these racial divisions in Grenada, much 

like the old colonial powers: blacks 

were banned from, government jobs and 

Gairy stigmatised mulattoes as immoral 

mixed breeds. Race was used to veil and 

perpetuate class divisions. Thus Black 

Power activists (influenced by Walter 

Rodney and Trinidad’s February Movement, 

who saw ‘black’ as encompassing all 

non-whites dispossessed by white power} 

posed a threat to Gairy's racist myths, 

and were all labelled ‘commies’. In 1970 

he instituted the Emergency Powers Act 

and set up the brutal Mongoose Gang, as 

demonstrations in support of Trinidad’s 

February Movement sprung up in Grenada 

The New JEWEL Movement had come into 

being in March 1973, the combined forces 

of the Joint Endeavour for Welfare, Education 

and Liberation (formed by Unison Whiteman) 

and MAP (Movement for Assemblies of the 

People, headed by Maurice Bishop), a radical 

nationalist group influenced by Tanzanian 

democracy and the egalitarian ideas of Julius 

Nyerere. Contrary to divisionary slanders, 

the NJM was not an exclusively urban 

middle class movement, but rather composed 

of workers, unemployed and the rural poor. 

The ABC of the NJM, a New JEWEL 

publication, sketched out some of the 

ideas for Grenada's progress after the 

revolution: participatory democracy via 

Village Assemblies, economic self-reliance 

{or, meaningful independence) and 

nationalisation of financial institutions 

in 1974 the NUM, guided by the experiences 

of the Cuban Revolution, began to study 

scientific socialism from Cuba and the 

Soviet Union. The youth organisations of 

Grenada such as GAY and NYO began to 

study scientific socialism as well, taking 

account of the secular implications of the 

reformist Second Vatican Council 

The revolution itself culminated a near- 

bloodless coup with the storming of the True 

Blue Barracks on 13 March 1979. The Rasta 

soldiers of the Guyanese trained National 

Liberation Army and the NJM’s Peopie’s 

Revolutionary Army (PRA) attacked the barracks 

and burnt it to the ground. The radio station 

was also captured. Ministers of the old 
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government and senior police command, 

including the hated Superintendent Adonis 

Francis, were arrested by the PRA. Gairy’s 

forces and the police surrendered, and 

power passed from the oligarchic parasites 

to the People’s Revolutionary Government. 

The militaristic nature of the Revolution did 

not detract or subvert the umbrella nature 

of the NUM; it gave it a sense of purpose, 

a unifier. The movement was still composed 

of cooperatives, workers and the socially 

dispossessed of both the towns and the 

hills. Members of the NUM were mostly 

religious; with a high portion of Nyabhingi 

Rastafari. What followed was a flourish 

of democracy. Under the slogan Let Those 

Who Labour Hold the Reins, the people 

didn’t wait for politicians to remember 

election promises as they do in modern 

Britain. Rather the people were the politicians 

through the popular institutions of democracy 

such as the National Women's Organisation, 

the National Youth Organisation, the 

Pioneers’ Movement, Zonal Councils, 

Trade Unions, Parish Councils and Student 

Councils — all co-operating with the village 

assemblies and the national assembly. 

The revolution also gave birth to an 

ambitious programme of social reform and 

socialist construction. The people, filled with 

new found national purpose, dedicated 

themselves to building their new society with 

the motto Forward Ever, Backward Never. 

The National Co-Operative Development 

Agency (NACDA) worked to increase food 

lution:



  

production as well as providing much needed 

jobs. Consultation with farm worker's unions 

made agricultural planning more democratic 

into the bargain. Community Work Brigades 

built new roads and renovated schools and 

houses. The Centre for Popular Education 

sent volunteer tutors around the islands to 

reduce illiteracy. Community Day Schools 

provided vocational training. Poverty, 

unemployment and its curses reduced 

Women also benefited greatly: créches and 

day schools were created, maternity leave 

introduced, money given to low-income 

mothers to buy children’s school uniforms and 

books. Free milk and subsidised meals were 

given to students. With Cuban technical 

help, an international airport was built to 

develop tourism. The Americans were quick 

to condemn it as a military base for the 

Soviet Union, despite the fact that the short 

runway could not hold military planes. 

Alas, complacency finally killed the 

revolution, even as the social programmes 

and the popular organisations consolidated 

it: Repression of the Black Nationalist and 

Rasta base of the revolution led to the 

leadership alienating themselves from the 

people. Forcing soldiers and students to 

shave off their dreadlocks caused a great 

deal of resentment. Similarly did the high 

number of Cuban workers building the 

airport — many thought that Grenadians 
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could do the job just as well. To make 

matters worse, divisions in the leadership 

had long been apparent. Stratchan Phillip, a 

leader of the attack on True Blue Barracks, 

complained of the dogged pro-Soviet and 

pro-Cuban tendencies in the leadership and 

wanted closer links with Africa. He wrote 

attacking the ‘petit-bourgeoisie’ leadership 

of the NJM and was soon killed in 1980 

when implicated in the Queen's Park bombing, 

which saw three dead and 100 injured at a 

rally attended by thousands including Bishop 

and various other dignatories. The bombing 

had upset the confidence of the nation and 

led to the passing of a draconian Terrorism 

Prevention Law. 

Criticisms of under-performance and 

incompetence directed at Bishop led 

Bernard Coard’s faction to propose joint 

leadership, which Bishop rejected. Rumours 

and threats began to circulate, and on 12 

October 1983 Bishop was placed under 

house arrest following a unanimous 

decision of the remaining Central Committee 

members. When the news circulated, an 

outraged crowd of 4,000 — 5,000 marched to 

Bishop's house and freed him on 19 October. 

The crowd then headed to Fort Rupert and 

persuaded the People’s Revolutionary Army 

to pass on their weapons. A PRA assault 

unit soon arrived and a bloody fire fight 

soon ensued — a deep national tragedy for a 

people once so united. 

The solid consequence of this was the 

execution of eight people in a basketball court 

in Fort Rupert, including Foreign Minister 

Unison Whiteman, Prime Minister Bishop 

and President of the Agricultural and General 

Worker's Union Fitzroy Bain. Reagan seized 

the opportunity to send in troops. US forces 

landed on 25 October behind the mask of 

the Organisation of East Caribbean States to 

1) protect lives of US citizens 

2) forestall chaos 

3) restore law and order 

The PRA, augmented by the militias, 

fought a heroic last ditch battle against the 

Americans marching towards Cuban facilities. 

These workers and soldiers fought against 

helicopter gunships and navy bombers with 

nothing but rifles; they will be remembered, 

along with Bishop and his comrades, as martyrs 

and heroes of the Grenadian people. Gq 

“A Revolution Aborted: the Lessons 
of Grenada, Jorge Heine, University of 

Pittsburgh Press 1990. 
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and artists whose works have | 
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Reasons for the comparative neglect of Lu 

Xun’s work are obvious. China is culturally 

far removed from Britain, and few Chinese 
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writers are known at all in the West. in 

many cases, indeed, English translations 0 

important Chinese books simply don’t 

Fortunately Lu Xun is an exception to this 

and the majority of his writings are 

(largely in the form of short stori 

political essays). This is because 

he was held up by the Chinese 

and, most important of all, continued 

His first major collection of stories, 

4, was published in 1922 (it contains 

e works mentioned, as well as many 

s). In 1930 he helped found the League 

of Left Wing Writers who co-operated 

with the Communists in their attempts to 

mobilise the people and spread literacy. 

Yet Lu Xun never joined the Communist 

Party outright and resented Mao's 

interference in literary theory from 1934 

onwards. After his death in 1936, however, 

he was hailed by Mao as China's foremost 

progressive writer, and he remains among 

the most popular and profound writers read 

in China today. G 
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   Chinese literature is ent 

Lu Xun was bor into an impoverished 

‘scholar’ family. The highly educated class 

of scholars had dominated the vast Chinese 

bureaucracy, at least in principle, since the 

Han Dynasty (c 209BC — 184 AD), but the 

development of capitalism in China, while far 
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from complete, had created new elites and . 

many scholars found themselves losing out. 

However, Lu Xun did not bewail this fate 

as did so many of his contemporaries, 

but showed a voracious interest in the 

modernisation of China, studying medicine 

in Japan and avidly reading all he could of 

Western literature. 

His decision to become a writer was 

allegedly during the Russo-Japanese war of 

one of their own. As he stammers out his 

last words while being led to the scaffold, 

“the crowd's roar of ‘Good!’ was like the 

growl of a wolf”. In Medicine, we never 

see or meet the young revolutionary who is 

executed at the end, but get to know him 

through the derisive chatter of the regulars 

in the village wine bar. 

  

Lu Xun considered it China's great tragedy 

that the masses themselves had become a 

had become    
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1904-05; witnessing the public decapitation 

of a Chinese prisoner, he was appalled by 

the complete indifference of the onlookers, 

and decided that it was essential to spread 
STEER par NSRORD IN 

major obstacle to revolution through their 

ignorance and superstition, and he was 

never idle in attempting to change this. 

After the 1911 revolution against the Qing 
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Back to Basics — Part 5: CLASS ] 

Class is a concept at the heart of our Marxist understanding 

of the world, yet many on the right claim that the ‘working 

class’ no longer exists. How do we approach the problem? 

BUEN Gs sue LeU tenet] 
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Mar/Engels, the Communist Manifesto 

    

In order to understand society, we must, 

therefore, understand the concept of class. 

Lenin said that classes were defined by 

“the place they occupy in social production 

and, consequently, the relation in which 

they stand to the means of production”. 

This definition relies on an understanding 

of the economic basis of society — its mode 

of production. Marx and Engels identified 

four modes of production which have 

existed since the beginning of recorded 

history: Primitive Communism, Slave 

Society, Feudalism and Capitalism 

Primitive Communism 

Through this mode, the productive forces 

were undeveloped and all means of 

production (land, animals, weapons, 

etc.) were owned commonly. When the 

productive forces developed to the level 

at which one person's labour could provide 

more than what was needed to keep that 

person alive, a surplus was created. At this 

point, classes developed based on the way 

in which this surplus was appropriated 

Slave Society 

Conflicts arose between the slave-owners 

and the slaves on one hand and between 

slave-owners and independent producers 

on the other. 

Feudalism 
Here there were conflicts between the feudal 

landowners and the peasantry, and later 

between landowners and the rising bourgeoisie. 

Capitalism 
Capitalism itself divides society into two 

main classes (with other groups forming an 

‘intermediate strata’). The first is the capitalist 

class who live off the surplus value of others’ 

labour (see 2b 4). But in order for the 

Capitalist to find a worker willing to sell his 

labour-power for its price of production (and 

hand over the surplus value of that labour to 

the capitalist), there must be a class of people 

possessing no means of production of their 

own and for whom the only way to realise 

the value of their labour power is to sell it 

to the capitalist. This class — the working 

class — was created by the removal of the 

peasantry from the land and the enclosure 

of common land, leaving them with no means 

of production with which to earn a living. 

Present day 

So how does this compare to today? Is 

society still divided into two main classes: a 

capitalist class living on the labour of others 

and a working class selling their only 

commodity, their labour power, in order to 

exist? It is clear that the capitalist class still 

exists. The regular announcements of huge 

dividends given to shareholders and ‘bonuses’ 

paid to company directors show that there 

are still people who live off the work of others. 

But, with the increase of house ownership 

(or, more correctly, mortgage ownership}, 

regular foreign holidays and the shift towards 

a service-driven economy, many would have 

us believe that the working class no longer 

exists. However, if we look at Lenin's 

definition of class, we can see that this 

has not altered the fundamental position of 

ordinary people. Most people are still forced 

to sell their labour power in order to live and 

the surplus value created by their labour is 

still appropriated by the capitalist class. 

In the creation of a working class divorced 

from the means of production, capitalism 

has ensured its own destruction. Firstly, the 

working class has everything to gain from the 

overthrow of capitalism. In a society free of 

exploitation, the surplus value created by the 

labour of the people could be used for the 

benefit of society as a whole; to raise living 

standards, increase the rate of technological 

progress and reduce the working week. 

Secondly, the working class has a unique 

Position as possessors of the labour-power 

— capitalism's most important resource. It 

can withdraw this productive force, vital to 

the functioning of capitalism, at any time. 

In the overthrow of capitalism the working 

Class will achieve what has never before 

been achieved: the creation of a society free 

from exploitation. As Marx and Engels wrate 

in 1848, “Workers of the world unite! You 

have nothing to lose but your chains!” Gq 

   

   



  

book at bedtime 
Lenin’s State 
and Revolution 
State and Revolution remains one of 

the most relevant and widely read 

of Lenin’s works. Graham Stevenson 

takes a look at how this book can 

help us change the world. 
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This significant work is dated August 1917, 

weeks before the Socialist Revolution in 

Russia. Lenin, in hiding at the time, wrote 

this polemic on how the capitalist class uses 

force, in the form of the state, against change 

and how revolutionaries should handle that. 

Lenin reminds us that any particular form 

of state rule was “the product of society at 

a certain stage of development”. A state 

is the product of the “irreconcilability of 

class antagonisms” in that society. States 

have what seems like ‘natural’ territory. 

There's a ‘special body of armed men’ and 

a ‘public power’. While seemingly neutral 

and presiding over disputes, it is composed 

of the ruling class and easily influenced by 

its wealth and power. It is an organ for the 

tule of a dominant group. 

Contrary to misconceptions, Communism 

doesn’t seek a ruthlessly powerful state 

but actually wants it to wither away. The 

first step is to take control of the means of 

production; the last step will be to end the 

historic role of the state. Eventually, the 

government of persons will be replaced by 

the administration of things; the state will 

effectively be abolished. 

The capitalist-type state has to be 

abolished by working people taking power 

and formulating political rule to abolish all 

exploitation. Lenin grappled with these issues 

himself, which were prevalent in Russia at 

the time. Kerensky's Provisional Government 

was a massive repressive instrument. 

Transformations have only “perfected the state 

machine whereas it must be broken”. A new 

state machine is required — the working 

class ‘organised as the ruling class’, at the 

time named ‘dictatorship of the proletariat’ 

Since the state is not ours to merely capture, 

creating a truly democratic state requires 

a new approach beyond winning elections. 

Voting is a “gauge of the maturity of the 

working class” but in itself it doesn’t change 

much as civil servants, loyal to the oligarchy, 

tun the show. Socialist ministers change 

nothing if the old bureaucratic machine is 

not broken. Converting state assemblies 

from talking shops into working bodies is a 

key step as we ‘workerise’ business. 

cman =m 

Such an action has to take place nationally 

— there needs to be central authority; there 

can be no utopian islands of socialism. 

The abolition of the state, by gradually 

diminishing aspects of authority, also means 

the abolition of democracy — capitalist 

democracy is a form of state rule. This 

withering away will be a lengthy process and 

will constitute a special stage of transition 

from capitalism. There's no point speculating 

about the nature of society as this happens. 

Developed states across the world are diverse; 

some need unifying, others breaking up. The 

needs of socialism dictate the final analysis 

States “develop historically from capitalism”, 

so hangovers are certain. In the first stage 

of Communism, equality is not possible 

between individuals. There's still strong 

control over the distribution of goods, though 

capitalist properties have been converted 

into common property and exploitation ended. 

The higher phase of Communist society applies 

the principle “from each according to his 

ability, to each according to his needs”. The 

productive forces will need to reach a very 

high level. The nature of labour itself is 

transformed. A culture of such sophistication 

can be attained, so that society no longer 

needs to “regulate the quantity of products to 

be received by each” {the market mechanism). 

This isn’t utopianism; it just naturally 

follows from a change to social ownership. 

The difference between these two 

stages is tremendous. It is the process of 

refining Socialism into Communism that 

should provide the great strength of the 

new system — democracy through actual 

participation, similar to the workplace group 

discipline and atmosphere found amongst 

close-knit groups of workers. This will replace 

the need for armed bodies of control. 

After scathing attacks on opportunists and 

revisionists who distort the essence of the 

Marxist understanding about the role of 

the state, State and Revolution abruptly 

finishes with a chapter heading but no 

words. The book was never finished, being 

‘interrupted by a political crisis’. It was 

more useful to experience revolution than 

to write about it! Gq  
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strengthen democratic rights. It rejects unfair discrimination on 

the basis of race, sex, age, sexuality or religious or other belief. It 

calls for the abolition of the monarchy and the House of Lords and 

regards the European Union as an undemocratic and reactionary 

institution which serves the interests of big business rather than 

those of Europe's working people. 

© ...Centralised 
Democratically taken decisions are binding across the 

organisation, although local branches decide how best to 

implement them in their own areas. 

G...Part of a mass movement 

It never puts its own interests as an organisation above those 

of the movement as a whole and it seeks to build the widest 

possible coalition behind progressive policies. The Morming 

Star, Britain’s only socialist daily newspaper, plays a vital role in 

strengthening the left and the League works actively to support 

the paper and raise its circulation. The League also recognises the 

importance of trade unions as the broadest mass organisations of 

the working class and fights all anti-trade union laws. 

G...Communist 
{t works 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 

© ...Internationalist 
It is a member organisation of the World Federation of 

Democratic Youth, which represents millions of progressive 

young people in around 100 countries. it campaigns in solidarity 

with sister Young Communist organisations around the World 

and defends existing socialist countries. It backs the right to self 

determination and opposes any attempt by imperialist states such 

as Britain, the US and the European Union to impose their will 

on the peoples of the world or to exploit or to exploit the world’s 

resources for capitalist profit. It calls for unilateral, immediate and 

unconditional nuclear disarmament. 

G....Revolutionary 
It aims not to mend capitalism, but to end it. This does not 

mean that the League calls for an armed uprising in modern Britain, 

although we defend the right of the oppressed to take up arms for 

their liberation. it means realising that only a fundamental shift in 

power from the capitalists to the working people can guarantee 

democratic rights and social progress. Socialist revolution in 

Britain can and should be achieved by peaceful means, through a 

combination of elections with mass work outside parliament. 

The League publicises its activities, its theory and its revolutionary 

perspective on the day to day struggle through its magazine 

Challenge, which also provides a channel for debate within the 

organisation and the wider movement 

& aif you would like more information about the Young Communist 

i“ League, or would like to order a subscription to Challenge, 
YOUNG 
COMMUNIST 
LEAGUE 

A Challenge subscription is £3.50 for one year (four issues). Cheques should be made payable to Young Communist League. 

simply fill out the form below and send it to: 

Young Communist League, 94 Camden Road, London NW1 9EA 

 


