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- The Young Communist League is the youth wing of the Communist Party. It aims 

to build support among young people forthe Communist Party programme Britain's 

Road to Socialism and to increase young people's involvement in politics. 

- The Young Communist League is organisationally autonomous and decides its 

own activities and priorities. 

- The Young Communist League is democratic. Policies are formed by a Congress 

which must be held at least once every two years, and are carried out by an elected 

Executive Committee. The League also fights to defend and strengthen democratic 

rights. tt rejects all unfair discrimination on the basis of race, sex, age, sexuality, 

disability or religious or other belief. It calls forthe abolition ofthe monarchy and the 

House of Lords, and regards democracy as an inseparable part of socialist 

revolution. It opposes the European Union as an undemocratic and reactionary 

institution which serves the interests of big business rather than those of Europe's 

working people. 

- The Young Communist League is centralised. Democratically taken decisions are 

binding across the organisation, although local branches decide how best to 

implement them in their own areas. 

- The Young Communist League is 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 Morning Star, 

Britain's only socialist daily newspaper, plays a vital role in uniting and 

strengthening the left, and the League works actively to support the paper anc raise 

its circulation. The League also recognizes the importance of trade unions as the 

broadest mass organisations of the working class, and fights all anti-union laws. 

- The Young Communist League is communist It 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 

experience of socialist countries since 1917. In the context of this struggle it seeks 

to defend and strengthen public services, the welfare state and the NHS. It believes 

that everyone has the right to free and inclusive secular education, including 

nursery care, schools, universities, community colleges and adult education 

centres. The struggle for socialism and communism must go hand in hand with the 

struggle to protect the natural environment, which is being wilfully damaged by 

corporations and capitalist governments in their drive for short-term profit. 

- The Young Communist League is intemationalist. 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 the 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 orto exploit the world's resources for capitalist profit. 

It calls for unilateral, immediate and unconditional nuclear disarmament. 

- The Young Communist League is revolutionary. It aims not to mend capitalism, but 

to end it. This does not mean that the League calls for an armed uprising in modem 

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. 
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Editorial 
This edition marks two years of the refounded 
Challenge. Over that period we've covered struggles 
in Algeria, Australia, Bulgaria, Colombia, Congo, 
Cuba, Denmark, Greece, Iraq, Israel, Korea, Laos, 
Moldova, Nicaragua, Palestine, Russia, South Africa, 

Spain, the USA, Venezuela, Vietnam, Western 
Sahara, Zimbabwe and probably other countries 
besides. Within Britain we've focused on key issues 
including the minimum wage, young workers’ rights, 
student funding, comprehensive education, the peace 
movement and the environment. We've addressed 
the topics everyone was talking about, from 

September 11th to the fuel protests to animal testing; 
but we've also raised topics that most of the media 
haven't wanted to talk about, like the unjust treatment 
of student nurses or the prejudice facing the mentally 
ill. Challenge is winning respect as a radical magazine 
written by young people for young people, which 
doesn't patronize or talk down to its readers. 

This issue is no exception. Costas Pateras provides 
an insightful and detailed investigation of the latest 
steps towards privatizing higher education, while 
David Morgan shows how campaigning in Wales led 
to the reintroduction there of a limited student grant. 
Matt van Rooyen extends the analysis to show how 
the threat of privatization is now facing secondary 
schools as well. We have an interview with David 
Velazquez, who as head of Venezuela's young 
communists is working to put Marxist and Bolivarian 
revolutionary ideas into practice. As the clouds of war 

gather over Iraq, we print a letter from Baghdad giving 
a first-hand account of what sanctions are doing to the 
country's people. Joanne Stevenson meanwhile 
reports on what some young British Muslims are 
making of the "war against terrorism". Harj Aujla 
retums to the debate on legalizing cannabis, and 
Nikos Paraskevas explores the effect of Albanian 

   

  

(leader of the Soviet Union, 1985-1991) 

The man who presided over the collapse of Soviet socialism can still command 

hundreds of thousands of US dollars for a single speech to a hall full of Westem business 

executives, but not many people back home are listening. Although Gorbachev has set up 

his own think-tank (the Gorbachev Foundation) and his own Social-Democratic Party of 

Russia (slogan: “From Bemstein and Kautsky to Gorbachev and Titov!"), most people in the 

former USSR still just look on him as a traitor and a fool. When he ran for president of Russia 

in 1996 he took about 0.5%, while the Communist Party's candidate won 40% on the 

(probably rigged) official count and is widely believed to have been the real winner. The 

Where are they NOW? mixin corsacnev 

immigration into Greece since 1991 (the second part © 
of this article will appear in Ch9). And as everyone ~ 
commemorates the anniversary of September 11th, 
Joe Eagle reminds us of another September 11th | 
which probably deserves a mention. The question of — 
the relationship between trade unions andthe Labour ~ 

Party has become one of the hottest issues on the - 
Left-we are proud to have an article from Kevin Halpin, 
who as industrial organizer of the Communist Partyis © 

an active player in this debate. In addition, Matthew 

Hall takes a look at the ongoing action by Friction © 
Dynamex workers and our Barcelona correspondent 
James Fitzsimmons reports on the summer's Spanish — 
general strike. Uncle Joe's Book at Bedtime continues 
with Engels's Socialism: Utopian and Scientific, and ~ 
we launch a new series introducing the central © 
concepts of Marxism-Leninism (in this issue: © 
materialism). YCL branches are strongly encouraged 
to make use of these features in their political | 
education work, but we hope they will also be of ~ 

interest to a wider audience. Emily Ellis makes agood 
case elsewhere in the issue that the Lotto should be © 
banned, and Ben Chacko sounds a timely and well- © 
argued waming about attacks on the right to justice. 
And Eleanor Dodd fills us in on what young people are 
doing to keep environmental protection on the political © 
agenda. Socialist Cinema with Ghayur Bangash is 

taking a break this issue and will return inCh9; sothe | 

edition closes with reviews of two recent publications _ 

which are likely to interest our readers. ‘ 

This is our biggest and most varied issue yet. If you 
like what you see - take out a subscription. If you don't 
agree with something - write an article or a letter telling 
us why. And we're always on the lookout for people ~ 
who can help to distribute Challenge to an ever wider = 
readership: you can order copies to sell on by writing 

to our business manager at the usual address. 

Ed Griffiths 

Well, that's unless you count the ones 

biggest TV exposure the leader of Russian social-democracy has had since then was when in Chechnya, Transdnestria, Georgia, 

he appeared in an advert for a pizza chain (slogan: "Because of him we have things like Tajikistan, Abkhazia, Nagomy Qarabagh, 

Pizza Hut’). His salary for the non-speaking réle apparently ran into the millions of dollars. Ajaria. .. 

Gorbachev likes to claim it's thanks to him that the Soviet Union broke up without civil war. 

 



  

Building links 
Zimbabwe and Moldova may not seem to have 
much in common - but they're both attracting the 
wrath of Westem govemments for _ their 
govemments' desire to represent their people 
instead of simply ‘managing’ them on behalf of 
monopoly capital. And they've both recently found 
support from the same quarter: the People's 
Republic of China. A Chinese Communist Party 
delegation visited the Zimbabwean capital Harare 
recently with the aim of strengthening friendship 
between the two countries. They also brought 
practical assistance for the South African nation, 
which has been hit hard by severe drought in the 
region. China will buy 25,000 tonnes of Zimbabwean 
tobacco, giving exports a much-needed boost. Ithas 
also agreed to supply Zimbabwe's agriculture (now 
redistributed to the peasantry) with Chinese 
equipment, and is providing interest-free loans to 
the Zanu-PF govemment. China has donated 
tractors, maize-sowing machines, bulldozers and 
other equipment free of charge to support the land 
reform programme, and has also made a similar 
donation to newly independent East Timor (Timor 
Lorosae). Meanwhile Victor Stepaniuc-the head of 
the communist majority in Moldova's parliament-has 
recently retumed from an official visit to the People's 
Republic, which he has described as a key partner. 
This autumn sees the first Sino-Moldovan Economic 
Forum in the capital Chisinau, and relations should 
be further strengthened in the spring when 
President Viadimir Voronin makes a planned state 
visit to Beijing. Links with China could be of decisive 
importance to the communist government in this 
small, land-locked country, which faces increasing 
hostility from the increasingly pro-Nato leaderships 
in neighbouring Romania and Ukraine. And if these 
moves are a sign of a general renewal of China's 
commitment to co-operation with progressive, 
socialist and anti-imperialist govemmments, then the 
results could become highly significant on a global 
scale. 

  

A market economy in North Korea? Don't 
wait for it 
According to press reports, North Korea has 
abolished the ration ticket system for the distribution 
of all goods and services. The system, under which 
citizens received tickets for specific items rather 

than paying cash, initially operated only for basic 
essentials such as rice, while most goods and 
services were paid for in cash. But the collapse of 
the country's main trading partners in 1989-1991 
caused an economic crisis (referred to as the 
Arduous March, analogous to Cuba's Special 
Period) which was compounded in recent years 
(particularly 1996 and 1997) by natural disasters 
and crop failures. The ration ticket system was made 
Virtually universal in an effort to achieve the most 
equitable distribution of scarce resources and ward 
off famine. Citizens of the Democratic People's 
Republic paid close to nothing for food, clothing, 
housing, transport and so on. But now this system 
appears to have been replaced with one under 
which wages will be paid in cash, which can then be 
Spent freely in the shops. Wages will rise 
Significantly to reflect the fact that citizens will now 
have to pay for goods and services which were 
previously effectively free (at least in cash terms). 
Elements of the Westem press have hailed this as 
evidence of “market reform" in the DPRK-perhaps 
overdoing it a little, given that 100% of the economy 
remains in the public sector and central planning is 
untouched. If anything, the end of rationing perhaps 
Signals a growing confidence that the DPRK's 
economy is finally strengthening-output has grown 
in recent years after the cataclysmic falls of the 
1990s, and attempts are being made to restore 
industry. The latest Far Eastern economic miracle? 
You read it here first. 

So will it be Lord Jackson? 

Sir Ken Jackson, devoted Blair loyalist and long- 
time leader of the important AEEU union, may be 
heading for the House of Lords after his shock 
defeat in a members' ballot. Sir Ken, who had 

reached the retirement age of 65, was determined to 
hang on as General Secretary-but it tums out the 
membership of the union had other ideas. They 

threw Sir Ken out on a close vote (which it took the 
Knight of the Right a couple of days to acknowledge 
had even happened), and elected leftwinger Derek 
Simpson to replace him. Simpson had campaigned 
to democratize the AEEU, reversing years of 
centralized control through Sir Ken's apparatus of 
unelected full-time officials. Where Sir Ken was the 
high priest of "partnership" and class collaboration, 
the new General Secretary is determined that the 
AEEU should be "a union not a business" and that it 
should be prepared to fight hard for its members’ 
interests. This will involve abandoning Sir Ken's 
Policy of coming to "sweetheart" deals with 
employers (often involving poaching members from 
other unions). But the importance of Simpson's 
victory goes beyond the AEEU itself. Sources in 
Downing Street were quoted using the word 
"earthquake" to describe a change which will see the 
730,000-strong union, previously a champion of 
New Labour and European integration, become a 
powerful force on the Left. This follows the election



  

ofa series of left-wing leaders in smaller unions, and 
has been seen as part of a growing new wave of 

militancy across the labour movement. Tony Blair, 
deprived of his closest trade union ally, could have 
some rocky times ahead: Sir Ken must be hoping 
he'll hold out long enough to give him a peerage as a 
consolation prize. 

  

Red November ‘02 

It's 85 years since the October Revolution (actually 
in November of 1917-Tsarist Russia used a slightly 
different calendar) established the world's first 

socialist State. Soviet Russia became an inspiration 
all over the world: Harry Pollitt, a boilermaker who 
was later to lead Britain's communists, spoke of his 

excitement at leaming that “working people like me 

had whacked the bosses" for the first time. And at 
the Young Communist League we think that's still 
worth celebrating. Despite the crimes, mistakes and 
distortions which led ultimately to the success of the 
counter-revolution in the USSR, the Soviet historical 
experience proves that socialism isn't a utopian 

dream-it's a material reality which has already 
shown it's strong enough to create a modem 
industry from scratch, defeat the nazis and put the 

first human being ever into space. The counter- 
revolution means that we greet the 85th anniversary 
of the October Revolution without the USSR as a 
base camp of the anti-capitalist and peace 
movements-but we can still be inspired by the 
Revolution itself and by the years of revolutionary 
history which have followed it. 

The YCL is marking the 85th anniversary by holding 

a one-day Red November conference on Saturday 
November 9th. The event will take place at the Marx 

Memorial Library in Clerkenwell, London-a building 
which is itself part of revolutionary history. In 1902 

and 1903 the editorial offices of Iskra (The Spark), 
the paper in which V | Lenin first put forward his 

revolutionary theory, was based here. Red 
November will thus also be our contribution to the 
celebrations of the 100th anniversary of Lenin's time 
in London. 

At Red November we'll be commemorating the 
revolution in Russia by working to bring revolution in 
Britain closer. It'll be an opportunity for young 

people-whether or not they are YCL members-to 

discuss revolutionary politics, strategy, theory and 
culture. We expect a number of important speakers 
from the intemational communist movement to 
attend and take part in the event. For further details 
or to register for Red November 2002 contact the 

YCL at the usual address. 

Global election roundup 

    

France's Socialist Party collapsed to only 141 seats 
out of 577 on a record low tumout in parliamentary 
elections. The Communist Party emerged with 21 
seats, and other left-of-centre candidates won a 
total of 16 (including seven Left-Radicals and three © 
Greens). Trotskyist candidates, who had performed : 
strongly in the earlier presidential poll, bombed; the © 

  

main winners were supporters of centre-right | 
president Jacques Chirac. One glimmer of hope ~ 
came from the poor showing by the fascist National — 
Front, which lost its only seat in parliament. — 
Elections in the Czech Republic showed a surge in 
support for the Communist Party, which won 41 

  

seats out of 200, up from its previous total of 24.A — 
fragile coalition of Social-Democrats, Christian 
Democrats and liberals took office with a one-seat 
majority. General elections in Hungary also 

produced a swing leftwards, with the right-wing a 
prime minister Viktor Orban losing office toa centre- 
left coalition headed by Péter Medgyessy. The 
Workers' Party (communists) took around 2.5% of © 
the vote. Contested elections to Vietnam's National 
Assembly saw more women and ethnic minority 
candidates elected than ever before; the majority of 
victorious candidates are members of the ruling 
Communist Party, although Vietnamese elections — 
are not conducted on a strict party basis. 

Communists in India celebrated 25 years of 
unbroken Left Front government in the state of West _ 
Bengal, whose capital Kolkata / Calcutta is one of 
the country's major cities. Colombia held what its A 

government called a presidential election under — 
conditions of widespread intimidation by extreme- © 
tight paramilitary (read: terrorist) 
Unsurprisingly, the paramilitaries’ 
candidate was crowned the winner. He is Alvaro 

groups. 
preferred 5 

Uribe, a dedicated supporter of a ‘war against — 
terrorism" where most of the casualties seem to be 
trade unionists. The majority of the population — 
Stayed away from the polling booths after the ~ 
Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia-People's ~ 
Army (FARC-EP) called for a boycott of the election, 
saying that the activities of the death squads made 
democratic campaigning impossible. A general © 
election in New Zealand saw the goveming Labour _ 
Party strengthen its position slightly but still fall short 
of an overall majority-when Challenge went to press 
a Labour-Green coalition looked likely. The leftish 
Alliance, splintered over its attitude to the “war 

against terrorism", plunged from 10 seats out of 120 © 
to only 2. The main right-wing Nationat Party fell to 
27 seats, its worst showing ever, but the racist New y 
Zealand First group zoomed from 5 to 13. It is now 
the third party, a position formerly held by the 

Alliance.
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~ The Threat 
to higher education 

Costas Pateras 

If the year 2001 offered hope, with Tony Blair's 

election pledge to review higher education funding 

following the retreat in Scotland and mounting 

pressure from students and the education unions, 
then the year 2002 looks set to become a very bleak 
one. The House of Commons higher education 

select committee, which is controlled by Labour, has 

issued a report recommending that tuition fees 

should be increased and that the "soft" loan system 

should be scrapped. (Although "soft" might not be 

quite the word used by the millions of students 

crippled by these and other debts at the very 

beginning of their working lives.) This came a couple 

of months after education minister Margaret Hodge's 

refusal to rule out so-called “top-up fees" or to 

disassociate herself from the comments of key 

govemment industry adviser Sir Richard Sykes 
calling for universities to be allowed to charge their 
own fees. These comments change from absurd to 

sinister when one considers one of Sir Richard's 
other sinecures: the Rectorship of Imperial College, 

London. Britain's top twenty research universities, 

known to each other as "the Russell Group", have 

been pushing for this for the past 5 years. To put it 

mildly, this was not the kind of funding review that 

Tony Blair had led us to expect in the runup to the 

general election. 

The enforced resignation of Steve Byers this spring 

may bear rather more relevance to this matter than 

would first appear. MD Rix, the General Secretary of 

the train drivers’ union ASLEF, was right to point out 

that the real cause of the witch hunt conducted 
against Byers by the Tory press was the taking of 

Railtrack out of private hands last autumn. This was 

the first time a New Labour Minister had really taken 

on the City of London. It is a tragedy that some of his 
colleagues on the Labour back benches did not 
recognize this (Gwyneth Dunwoody please stand 

up!) and offer support which could have secured his 

position. Jo Moore's comment about September 11th 
was a scandal and she should have resigned 

immediately-although some would say that as a 

spin-doctor that was what she was paid to do. But as 

for the rest of Byers's supposed wrongdoings: as a 

friend of mine commented, "Who gives a fragment of 
a shit?" The end result was the City of London 1, the 

Labour movement 0. 

The few other progressive pieces of legislation 

Labour have pushed through have been neutered. 

Take the minimum wage. Excellent in principle, but 

set too low and with the added insult of a reduced 

rate for the under 22's. The former head of the CBI, 

Adair Tumer, has been appointed to oversee the 
minimum wage review process-the same Adair 

Tumer who famously opposed its introduction in the 

first place. The importance of the Byers episode is 

that big business has demonstrated that it has the 

power to drive out ministers who act against 

corporate interests. In this context it is hardly 

surprising that the govemment have blinked over 

scrapping tuition fees and reintroducing the grant. 

The intentions of international capital towards 

public services (higher education included) have 

been clearly signalled in the General Agreement on 
Trade in Services (GATS). 

The collapse of Eastem European socialism 

presented intemational capital with golden 

opportunities on two fronts. Firstly, the former 

socialist countries offered new markets and 
untapped resources. And secondly, the absence of 

the socialist challenge on a global scale ended the 

usefulness of social democracy, the mixed 

economy and the welfare state to the capitalist 

classes of the West. These areas of the economy 

could now be opened up to the market. This is why 

the member states of the WTO began negotiating 

GATS in 1994 (see Anneliese Dodds's article in 

Ch3). More recently, especially at Qatar in 2001, the 
focus of negotiations has tumed to public services. 

The monopoly of national govemments in these 

services is seen as a barmier to trade. There are opt- 

out clauses-but these are actively frowned on, and 

there are several serious loopholes. For instance, 

as there are private universities (Buckingham) in 

Britain, and tuition fees exist, it is argued that there 

is no government monopoly anyway. It is a free-for- 
all. Once a country has signed up to GATS it is 

extremely difficult to withdraw (the infamous 

“Necessity clause", which could probably only be 

invoked after an act of God!). This constitutes an 
attack on democracy and the undermining of the 

sovereignty of national governments-a familiar 
theme in the post-Soviet era.  



What is on the agenda is the privatization of higher 

education. But this is not some menace on the 

horizon. It is already happening in Britain at a 

creeping but steady pace. And it manifests itselfin a 

number of ways. 

The first is in an assault on the living conditions of 

students. As well as tuition fees and loans, new 

students find it increasingly difficult to find cheap 

accommodation. Universities are either selling off 

their housing stock (as at Leeds in 2000) or levying 

hidden fees by charging commercial rates (the 

average annual rent increase at Oxford University 

is now 10%). In the winter of 2000 nursing students 

at St Andrew's Hospital faced eviction from their 

halls of residence, which were to be sold off. Given 
that the average student nurse makes £2.60 an 

hour, their prospects in the London rental market 

would have been grim. A spirited campaign 

managed to avert the threat, but this is a taster of 
whatis to come. 

Working conditions for higher education staff are 

also under attack. Lecturers’ positions are moving 

from a tenure system to contract (as in Australia). 

This is combined with generally low levels of pay 

(even more so in the FE sector). A lot of support 

Staff (like cleaners) are being moved to private 

contractors with the resulting attacks on their wages 

and employment rights. The presence of agency 

staff has a negative knock-on effect on the 

conditions of directly employed staff, particularly 

amongst ancillary staff. A shop steward from 

Stockton University commented to me recently that 

university cleaners and privately contracted ones 

often work side by side, and he noticed the lack of 

training given to the agency staff. Short-staffing is 

endemic as the number of posts declines (Oxford 

Brookes University is cutting 130 jobs). 

This will have a broader impact as well. A 

demoralized, underpaid and __ increasingly 

undertrained workforce will have recruitment and 

retention problems as well as providing an inferior 

service. In terms of quality privatization makes no 

sense. It is not even more efficient in terms of cost. 

The average US degree (the "Ivy League” system 

the Russell Group want to ape) is three times more 

expensive than the equivalent British one. 

Privately run universities would not be 

democratically accountable in terms of selection 

procedure, course content or research. The most 

advanced sectors of our educational services 

would be under the control of transnational 

corporations which government would be unwilling 

or unable to restrain. Already the introduction of 
intemal markets for departmental budgets as well 

as the cost of the degree to the student has seen = 

  

non-vocational courses suffer. The social impact is © 
even greater when one considers that students © 
laden with heavy debts will shy away from socially — 
useful but poorly remunerated careers. An example 

of this is the current crisis in recruiting graduates to 
train to become maths teachers. Research will also 

be channelled to the needs of the new corporate y 
sponsors, a threat recognized by the editors of = 

many academic science journals. A case in pointis — 

the new "Centre for Corporate Social 

Responsibility" at Nottingham University, funded by 

a £3.8 million donation from British American © 
Tobacco. Socially useful research which does not _ 
serve the needs of business will be shelved. Indeed © 
academics on short-term contracts are lesslikely to — 
criticise university policy. The shenanigans 

witnessed at Melboume University could become 
commonplace (see Tom Bamforth's article in Ch3 © 
on the undermining of academic freedom in ~ 
Australia). 

Despite the claims that fees only hurt the middle 
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Classes, new research by the Centre for Economic © 

Performance demonstrates that social mobility is y 

falling, and that someone's educational and 

employment opportunities are more closely linked 

to their parents’ eamings now than they were 20 : 

years ago. This corroborates recent goverment | 

research showing that the numbers of people from 

ethnic communities and low socio-economic 
groups has fallen since the implementation of the 

Dearing report in 1997. Even grants for the poorest 

students do not compensate for the hidden fees of 

higher accommodation costs and library charges, 

which they are the least equipped to deal with. 

The arguments about the kind of education we 

would like to see have been rehearsed in previous 

issues of Challenge. Whatis clearisthatthe Labour 

movement and particularly the NUS have torealize ~ 

that the attack on higher education goes beyond ~ 
tuition fees and student grants. It is an attempt to 

wholly privatize one of the last institutions of the : 

welfare state. And itis happening NOW. 

For more info visit www.esib.org or | 
www.gatswatch.org 
Read the Association of University : 
Teachers document on policy 
globalization and higher education at : 
www.aut.org 

See also articles on page 8 and page 20
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 Student funding: the Welsh experience 

By David Morgan (National Organiser, YCL Wales-Cymru) 

As students prepare to head off towards the various 

educational establishments throughout the land one could 

be forgiven for thinking that they are all very much of a 

muchness. In fact this year sees another distinct group 

appear in an already varied field. A new type of Welsh 

student, and wait for it... they have grants! The National 

Assembly for Wales, or the Government of Wales as it is 

increasingly fond of calling itself, has added a new formula to 

what is now a chaotic and fragmented system of student 

funding. 

The Welsh formula consists of an Assembly Learning 

Grant (ALG) to run in addition to all the usual framework of 

tuition fees and loans as practised in England. At the launch 

of the ALG Jane Davidson, the Assembly's Education 

minister, stated: "The ALG will provide additional support on 

top of the existing student loans in higher education, and will 

also be available for some part-time courses. The amount of 

grant payable to eligible students will range from around 

£750 to a maximum of £1,500 a year. The Grants will be 

means-tested and available to Welsh-based [i.e. whose 

“ordinary” residence is in Wales-D.M.] leamers whereever 

they choose to study." 

The ALG is also available to students in the F.E. sector 

who are over the age of 18, provided their course consists of 

at least 275 taught hours. Responsibility for publicizing and 

administering the new scheme falis to the LEAs (Local 

Education Authorities). 

This is not the first attack on New Labour's education 

funding nightmare. As a YCL member and committed 

communist | hope it will not be the last. Now higher education 

funding is governed by different rules in each part of the UK. 

England, Scotland, Wales and Northem Ireland have their 

own distinct formulae. Maybe we should have seen this 

coming with Tony Blair's famous "Education, Education, 

Education" speech-! for one didn't realize that he was 

referring to a different type of education with each repetition 

of the word... In reality this situation merely reflects the ability 

of the peoples of these islands to participate in struggle. It's a 

testimony to the differing balance of forces in each region. 

The Welsh (like the Scottish) “government” is led by a 

Lib-Lab alliance. The opportunistic posturing of the Liberal 

Democrats on the student funding issue has opened up 

opportunities not available in England. Equally the labour 

movement in Wales has shown some signs of resistance to 

the new Labour agenda, with a campaigning UNISON and a 

T&G radicalized by the recent Friction Dynamex dispute (see 

Matthew Hall's article on page 21). The Welsh Labour Party 

itself has declared that Wales will “modemize at its own 

pace"-whatever that means. It would be wrong to confuse a 

favourable set of circumstances with the dynamic action 

which was needed to be taken to deliver this victory. 

Bourgeois democracy had merely given the labour 

movement a window of opportunity which it needed to 

exploit. 

Accompanying the recent development surrounding the 

establishment of the Assembly has been a reinvigoration of 

the student movement in Wales in which the YCL has played 

a decisive role. A correct analysis allowed communists to 

take an influential position in the popular broad based 

campaign surrounding the Glanrafon Charter, the Student 

March for an Education Reyiew and in the subsequent 

lobbying process. The Charter (itself co-authored by 

communists) was a compromise, but it was able to push 

forward the popular debate in a way which the watered-down 

NUS Wales Charter, and the all-or-nothing approach of the 

ultra-left, could not. A disappointingly amended version 

eventually found its way onto the agenda of the Wales TUC, 

where it was remitted in light of the fact that several of its key 

points had already been met. The remaining clauses- 

including the idea of a living grant for students in H.E. and 

F.E.-will hopefully rattle around the Wales TUC and provide 

support for our continuing campaign. 

The winning of this first step provides us with an 

opportunity to take the fight one step further. The Gianrafon 

Charter, for all its compromise, has proved a successful tool. 

We have brought together the student unions, the teaching 

unions and the wider labour movement on and off campus, 

and we are all focusing on the education issues. Now it is) 
time, however, to put the Charter to bed and to focus on the, 
remaining issues of student hardship. We now have a grant, 

in Wales. Itneeds to be universal, it needs to be large enough) 

to support students without the need for the addition of a loan 

and it needs to be paid for from direct progressive taxation. In 

Wales we need to ensure that the Welsh language is used in 

all official proceedings and documents alongside English. 

We need to provide safe affordable accommodation to all 

students and we need to ensure that student status does not 

prevent people from taking up Social Security and housing 

and unemployment benefits. YCL Wales-Cymru, together 

with our comrades in the rest of Britain, will be working to 

build the broadest possible campaigning unity behind these 

demands. 

If you are interested in joining the fight against student 

hardship contact the YCL at the usual address and they will 

inform you about the struggle in your area.



  

Building Revolutionary Unity 

PAUL LEVY talks to DAVID VELAZQUEZ 

In the midst of the United States’ "war on terror’, 

one continued thom in the side of the Bush 

administration has been the presence-just the other 

side of the Caribbean-of a government committed to a 

programme of fundamental political reform, wealth 

redistribution and support for socialist Cuba. Much as 

the capitalist world would like to, this government 

cannot solely be reduced to the presidency of Hugo 

Chavez. There is in Venezuela a genuine mass 

movement, taking in thousands of socialists, 

communists, and other progressives, in support of the 

government. 

The Communist Party of Venezuela (PCV) is a 

member organisation in this movement. 

The PCV was founded in 1931. The Party, like 

Venezuela as a whole, has endured a turbulent 

history. For much of its existence it was banned or 

severely persecuted. In 1961, the Party took up armed 

struggle, but returned to a peaceful strategy after a 

decade. David Velazquez is a member of the Central 

Committee of the PCV and General Secretary of the 

Communist Youth of Venezuela (JCV), the youth 

organisation of the PCV, which was founded in 1947. 

"When our ban was removed in 1972, we faced 

serious problems of organisation after the years of 

armed struggle. These problems in the Party affected 

us for many years, and were made worse by the 

changes in the Soviet Union.” However, it was the 

year in which socialism ended in much of Eastern 

Europe which saw the beginnings of a new movement 

for radical social change in Venezuela. "In 1989, the 

people started to openly protest at the policies of the 

government. At this time the protests had no clear 

direction. A section of the military which sympathized 

with the people attempted a coup d'état, which failed.” 

In subsequent years there were two more attempted 

coups by progressive currents within the military. The 

existence of such forces within the military was not 

new, and is a characteristic of Venezuelan history. 

The coup attempt by Hugo Chavez in 1992 was to 

prove a turning point for politics in Venezuela. The 

PCV was the first organization to show public support 

for Chavez, and in the succeeding years a popular 

movement arose around the policies espoused 

by Chavez. The Party was able to reorganize and 

rebuild after the difficulties of the preceding 

decades. 

The PCV's analysis combines Marxism- 

Leninism with the thinking of the great 19th- 

century Latin American leader Simén Bolivar. 

Bolivar, known as The Liberator, led numerous 

struggles for independence from Spanish rule 

until .his death in 1830. His vision of 'a united 

Spanish America’, free from foreign domination 

and exploitation, has inspired Latin American 

revolutionary leaders to the present day. 

"Bolivarian thought is anti-imperialist. The 

Struggle of Bolivar to free Latin America from 

Spanish rule was in essence the same as our 

struggle against imperialism today. Bolivar spoke 

of providing employment, health, and education 

for all of the people. He also spoke about the 

environment, and the need to protect our great 

natural resources. That is why our constitution 

combines the theory of Marxism-Leninism with 

the revolutionary thought of Sim6én Bolivar.” 

The PCV sees a programme of National 

Liberation as the first step in the revolutionary 

process. This programme is not in itself the 

development of a socialist society, but will 

transform the Venezuelan economy, reducing the 

burden of debt and foreign exploitation and lifting 

millions of Venezuelans out of poverty. 

"Venezuela, like other Latin American countnes, 

has a high level of dependence on foreign 

countries, especially the United States. The most 

urgent task of the revolution in Venezuela, 

therefore, is to regain control of our economy, to 

remove the burden of dependence and to start to 

reverse the legacy of underdevelopment.” 

The programme of National Liberation is the 

programme being followed by the Bolivarian 

Movement, the movement headed by Hugo 

Chavez. Chavez attended the 10th Congress of 

the PCV in 1996, which reaffirmed the 

commitment of the Party to National Liberation. 

The PCV was the first organization to nominate 

Chavez for the Presidency in 1997, and shortly 
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 afterwards, at a joint meeting with other organizations, the 

PCV joined the Bolivarian Movement. In December 1998, 

Chavez won the presidential election race with a landslide 

vote in his favour. During his first term, the combined 

economic burden of massive debt repayments and low oil 

prices hampered the new govemment's attempts at 

reducing poverty. Nevertheless, Chavez was re-elected in 

May 2000 under the new constitution and in his second 

term has directly challenged the power of the oil 

monopolies that own most of the country. 

Needless to say, this has not gone unnoticed in 

Washington. 

On 11th April of this year, right-wing military leaders 

supported by the United States, the oil corporations and 

the private Venezuelan media, arrested Chavez and 

dissolved the constituent assembly. The fingerprints of the 

CIA are all over the crime. The similarity with other 

progressive Latin-American governments, most notably 

that of Salvador Allende in Chile, could not have been 

more apparent. As in Chile in 1973, a democratically 

elected government was undermined, destabilised and 

finally overthrown by forces suspiciously close to the US 

Department of State. (See Joe Eagle's article on page 16.) 

But there the similarity ends. The Bolivarian Movement 

mobilised hundreds of thousands in support of Chavez, 

the ranks of the army rebelled, and the coup leaders were 

forced to step down. After two days, Chavez returned to 

jubilant celebrations in Caracas. 

"The coup on April 11th has revealed the balance of 

forces. The progressive forces, represented by the 

Bolivarian Movement, are for now much stronger than the 

reactionaries supported by imperialist powers. However, 

to ensure that our revolution is not defeated, it is important 

for us to bring all of the working people into the movement. 

Therefore we are reaching out to the middle class - to the 

white-collar workers, many of whom supported the 

Bolivarian Movement during the coup. This will help to 

build the maximum unity of the progressive forces.” 

The capitalist media image of a country on the verge of 

rebellion against its democratically elected government 

does not stand up to closer inspection. For example, one 

of the commonly named sources of opposition to the 

govemment is the "trade unions". The largest of the five 

trade union confederations, the Workers’ Confederation in 

Venezuela (CTV), covers government organizations and 

state-owned enterprises in industries such as oil, iron, 

steel, electricity, and public transport. In an election for the 

executive of the CTV last year, Carlos Ortega was elected 

president on a vote in which 48% of the voting cards 

  

   

                                                

    

  

    
   

disappeared. Half of the electoral commission refused to 

recognise the new executive. It is this union leadership, 

elected on a rigged ballot, which has called for a general 

strike and organized anti-government demonstrations. 

“Ortega and the corrupt leadership do not have much 

support inside Venezuela. For example, the largest 

demonstration organized by this fraudulently elected 

leadership was about 80,000 people, while on May Day, 

more than 1,000,000 people attended the Bolivarian 

Movement event in Caracas.” Despite the obvious 

corruption of the right-wing union leadership, Ortega has 

the support of the US government and the right-wing 

International Confederation of Free Trade Unions 

(ICFTU). The danger of Ortega receiving support from 

imperialist countries is of genuine concern for Venezuela. 

At the 90th meeting of the International Labour 

Organization in Geneva from the 3rd to the 20th June, 

there were numerous protests against Ortega's presence 

(as delegate for the ICFTU) and in support of the 

Venezuelan government. 

Venezuela will also be attacked as a "sponsor of 

international terrorism". Everything from FARC in 

Colombia, to Cuba, and even OPEC will be used in 

support of this claim. This highlights the need for 

socialists and trade unionists to support Venezuela 

against all such attempts at destabilization. "In 

Venezuela we are going through a revolutionary process. 

This process will develop the revolutionary potential of al 

of Latin America. All such attacks against us are part of an 

attempt to oppress the people of Latin America. That is 

why it is important for us to keep to our revolutiona 

path.” 

The implications of this revolutionary 

succeeding in Venezuela have not been lost on the U: 

government. Showing support for Venezuela is 

valuable contribution to this cause. 

  
Above: Simén Bolivar



Letter from Baghdad 

The following letter from a correspondent living in 

Baghdad has been passed to us via the Greater 

Manchester Coalition against Sanctions and War on Iraq. 

For security reasons we are unable to print the author's 

name. We have deliberately not edited the text of the letter 

except to correct the occasional mistakes in our 

correspondent's English-we want to give our readers the 

rare chance to hear the voice of a Baghdad resident with 

no editorial intervention. The letter is a first-hand account 

of what Western sanctions, backed by the British 

government, are doing to the Iraqi people. The situation is 

compounded by the fascist nature of the régime, which 

squanders what few resources it has on luxuries for the 

6lite and the Ba'ath Party leadership while the people 

starve. This is the same régime that Bush and Co. are 

busy working out how to preserve, with a more pliant 

dictator at the helm, once they've got rid of their one-time 

puppet Saddam Hussein. 

Friends, 

On June 11th, two young boys, both named Hussein, 

both eight years old, were killed. A Zionist soldier shot the 

first child in the occupied West Bank. The blockade killed 

the second in the Central Hospital for Children in 

Baghdad. 

The ongoing struggle in Iraq and Palestine is about the 

same issue-the struggle against brutal powers which are 

trying to kill off iraq and Palestine's young generation, in 

other words trying to kill the future. 

The Iraqi child Hussein was in hospital for eight 

months. He was in his second primary grade. Previously 

he had been feeling continuously weak and dizzy and it 

was in the hospital that his parents discovered the 

catastrophe: their dearest child was dying of leukaemia. 

Hussein was not the first to have died since the sanctions 

were imposed on Iraq: almost one million Iraqi children 

under five years have died because of the lack of 

medicine, and around half a million more have died but 

they are children over the age of five. 

Lack of medicines for children is not the only case 

created by the blockade. There is a lack of all medicine. 

Some are prevented to enter into Iraq because of the 

allegation of "Double Use Items"-such as heart pills that 

contain about 20 chemical organs, and one of them is 

TNT. Just imagine and count-how many pills does Iraq 

need to make one kg? Every missile needs more than the 

whole world product of ten years at least. As a result heart 

diseases are the second cause for death after cancers. 

It is painful to say but the blockade has become our 

style of life. From the UN Iraqi Oil Programme report of 

March 2002, | have selected the sectors and the amount 

  

that has arrived from the programme for each 5 

sector. | have calculated the “per person per : 

month" figures by dividing the “arrived" by 22 

million people and then dividing by sixty-four (the 

number of months from December 1996-April 

2002). Lastly | have added another column, which ~ 

is the percentage of each sector to the total — 

“arrived goods". 

The table shows that each one of the 22 million 
gets less than US$ 6.40 per month for food, US$ 

1.25 for health (this includes medical equipment 

and drugs). Education US$ 0.26, Housing US$ _ 

0.77. in short for all the programmes of Oil for Food ' 

we get US$ 14.70 per person per month. With ~ 

official figure like these, is it any wonder why things 

are as bad as they are. é 
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Food accounted for 43.48% of all arrived . 

goods. Health 8.25%. Education 1.77%, Housing ~ 

5.25%. This is the true picture of the Oil for Food 
programme. Personally many call it the Oil for 

Compensation because of the large amounts of © 

Iraqi oil revenues that go for compensation alone. 

Just imagine that Iraq paid and pays 

compensations for every missile that bombs and 

has bombed Iraq. 

Here in Iraq, education became free and ~ 

compulsory in 1972 and now because of the 

blockade about 30% of Iraqi children every year 
since 1991 are out of the schools. The children ~ 

and the teenagers are working to help their 

families. 

It is painful to say, but it is fact that the 

blockades have become our style of life. We are ~ 

doing our best to work, to raise our children, to e 

develop our country Iraq, which is the cradle of & 

civilisation because here in Iraq the first letters in 

history were found, the first numbers and the first 

wheel. 

These are salaams' to and regards from Iraq to 

you. And from Iraq and you to Palestine, letus put © 

our hands together to make peace with justice and ~ 

dignity in the whole world. : 

FOOTNOTES 

1. ‘Salaam’ is an Arabic word which can be 

translated ‘greeting’. 
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at _ General strike in Spain 
By our Barcelona Correspondent James Fitzsimmons 

June 20th, 2002 saw the first general strike in Spain 

since 1988. It was called by the country’s two main 

union confederations: the CC.OO (Labour 

Commissions) and the UGT (General Union of 

Workers). The strike was called in response a new law, 

introduced by the right-wing Popular Party (PP) 

. government, which is designed to reform the system of 

"employment subsidies" and create a “flexible” labour 

market along "Anglo-American" lines. The necessity 

for a general strike became apparent following the 

govemment's refusal to meet on serious terms with the 

unions in order to discuss the proposed changes. 

The new law is wide-ranging in scope, and would 

have a number of detrimental impacts on Spanish 

workers. These include: 

-the loss of the right to unemployment benefit 

for employees who receive redundancy payments. 

-the loss of unemployment benefit for workers 

in seasonal jobs, for example in the tourist 

industry. 

-the elimination of the “agricultural subsidy” 

which currently augments the salary of very poorly 

paid agricultural workers and their families. 

“a measure making the receipt of 

unemployment benefit conditional on workers' 

being willing to accept any job (temporary, part- 

time or otherwise) within a 50km radius of their 

home. 

-the removal of the obligation for employers to 

continue to pay those workers who have been 

dismissed in a potentially illegal manner and are 

waiting for a court decision on their dismissal. 

The law is to be passed even though INEM (the 

state organisation responsible for the distribution of 

unemployment benefit) is currenly making a surplus of 

some _3 million(about £2 million) per annum. This 

surplus represents the excess of social security 

receipts for unemployment protection over the 

payments actually made to unemployed workers. It is 

apparent that the government is hoping the new law 

will not only create a labour market more suited to the 

needs of big business, but will save a considerable 

amount of money, which can then be used to facilitate 

tax cuts for the rich and for corporations. 

Support for the strike was immediately forthcoming 

from the communist-led IU (United Left), and as it 

became increasingly apparent that the strike would be 

a success, from the PSOE (Socialist Party) and its 

leader Jose Luis Rodriguez Zapatero. 

Despite extreme pressure placed on many 

workers (especially in non-unionized labour) to come 

to work, support for the strike was high, and the 

general consensus was that it represented a victory 

for the unions. The unions claimed that 84% of the 

working population were on strike, whilst the 

government in a bizarre and brazen attempt to ignore 

reality claimed a figure of only 17%. The actual level of 

supportis difficult to establish, but figures for electicity 

consumption showed that demand had dropped to a 

level equal to that of a Sunday. 

The strike was most complete in industry, 

construction and transport, -less so in services. 

Geographically support came from all regions, but 

was highest in the South (Andalucia and 

Extremadura)-the area likely to be worst affected by 

the new law. In addition to going on strike it is 

estimated that more than 2 million people protested 

against the new law in demonstrations across Spain. 

Following the success of the strike, union leaders 

hoped that Prime Minister Jose Maria Aznar might be 

prepared to discuss reforms to the law. But so far this 

has not been the case and, despite paying lip-service 

to social dialogue, Aznar has chosen to push ahead 

with the legislation. This course of action may 

however not be as simple as Aznar supposes. The 

CC.0O and UGT plan further action including 

targeted strikes in particular sectors. The passage of 

the law through parliament may also be somewhat 

difficult. The PP relies on support from the 

conservative Catalan-nationalist CiU party-and in the 

first round of voting on the new law CiU abstained, 

creating something of a rift between these two 

erstwhile allies. Itis not entirely clear what the position 

of CiU will be as the law progresses. 

Ultimately, a defeat (total or partial) of this new law 

will depend on whether the unions, and forces on the 

left, have the ability to transform public oposition into a 

campaign of sufficient magnitude to force the 

government to back down. This battle is important not 

just for the workers of Spain, but for those across 

Europe. A victory for Aznar’s increasingly right-wing 

government on this issue would provide a basis for 

further attacks on the Spanish working class, and also 

help to contribute to an ideological momentum in 

favour of similar "reforms" in other countries. 

   



Making Our Voices Heard 
Eleanor Dodd (Woodcraft Folk Birmingham) 

This summer, while all of you are out in 
Majorca or Tenerife enjoying the sun, | and 
around 65,000 others will be fighting to save 
your world! | belong to a group called the 
Woodcraft Folk, an organization for young 
people dedicated to peace, equality and 
preserving the environment (see page 30 for 
some background on the WF). Last summer 
we held an international camp for around 
4,000 people with the theme of sustainability. 

During the two-week camp the young 
people, who were aged from 6 to 25, set up 
groups to look at food, energy, waste, health 
and housing, education, labour, peace and 
conflict, and culture. Activity centres included 
workshops on alternative energy sources, 
peace, and development education. Cinema 
and music events were powered by solar and 
pedal power. In addition to all this we held two 
miniature earth summits, the product of which 
was a Declaration-a strong and unified 
message to send out to the rest of the world. 

The whole camp adopted this Declaration 
and there was a strong desire amongst the 
young people that it should be presented to 

world leaders at the United Nations World 
Summit on Sustainable Development this 
summer. We are currently fundraising to be 
able to send a group of young Woodcraft Folk 
members to the Summit. | am lucky enough to 
be a part of that delegation, which consists of 
11 people aged between 13 and 25. 

Sustainability is, in the words of a 10-year- 
old boy, the understanding that "we use too 
much stuff’. 

At present levels of consumption in the UK 
we'd need three more planets like Earth to 
provide, indefinitely, for all our needs. 
Sustainability is about looking at our lives 
from both an environmental perspective and 
a social and economic one. The most 
commonly acknowledged definition is 
development which meets the needs of the 
present without compromising the ability of 

future generations to meet their own needs; © 
although saying that, a number of different — 
organizations have different definitions-for © 
example, the World Bank has nine different © 
meanings for it. 

In 1992 the United Nations held the first - 
Earth Summit in Rio. The event received — 
worldwide attention as it highlighted the | 
impact of global warming, the effect of © 
greenhouse gas emissions and the bleak | 
picture facing our planet. The summit wasalso © 
a watershed in global democracy, allowing an ~ 
opportunity for "stakeholder groups"- women, © 
youth, indigenous peoples, workers, farmers, © 
NGOs etc.-to have their voices heard. The © 
outcome was a plan called Agenda 21. 

The success of Agenda 21 has been mixed, ~ 
and a great deal of the last ten yearshasbeen © 

taken up agreeing on the "indicators" by which | 
to measure progress. It has become clear that © 
international agreements like the Kyoto — 
protocol rely heavily on the commitment ofthe | 
big players, and the opening of the Carbon — 
Exchange has seen emissions quotas — 

(See Ed © 
Griffiths's article in Ch1 for more on Kyoto, © 
become market commodities. 

emissions trading etc.) 

As the tenth anniversary of Agenda 21 — 
approaches, plans are underway to hold a ~ 

major review of its implementation. The World | 
Summit on Sustainable Development will be — 
held in Johannesburg, South Africa, from 26 — 
August to 4 September 2002. 

So this is what I'll be doing! I'll be © 
representing youth from around the globe, as | 
weil as the Woodcraft Folk as an organization, | 
in a fight against countries being led by © 
corporations not politicians and against the 
multinational takeover of the whole world. It's a 
takeover which can't be good for anyone- 
especially considering that the companies 
involved are the ones that want to screw the 
poor for all the money they have, and are 
bleeding the worlds energy resources dry! 
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A unique perspective 
By Joanne Stevenson 

“America is bombing Afghanistan but 
there’s nothing left for them to bomb!” 

My situation, living in an inner city area, means that ever since 

primary school the majority of people | have associated with have 

been of Asian and Afro-Caribbean descent. At my current 

comprehensive school, roughly 95% of the students are Muslim. 
The majority of these are from Bangladeshi or Pakistani families. 

However there are quite a large amount of Somalians, Afghans, 

Malaysians, and many from South East Asia. Given this range of 

ethnicity, it perhaps helps me to understand a much broader base 

of opinion within the Asian community of Britain. 

| decided that it would be interesting to write an article for 

Challenge on what it is really like for a young Muslim living in a 

Westem country. What are the opinions of British Muslims on 

recent events associated with the havoc in the Middle East and 

what are they actually doing and why? So, | asked my fellow 

school students their opinions for this article. 

There are many mixed emotions flying about in the Muslim 

community. Many are confused and frightened; | have been told 

by many that they are frightened to go outside of their 

communities for fear of what hostility they will face. But they have 

fear not just for themsetves and their immediate families, the 

worry about their extended families in Asia and also for their 

fellow Muslims wherever there is conflict. However some abuse 

the situation to get their own way. Even now, a long time after the 

event, some naive boys wishing to annoy a teacher shout out in 

mid-lesson "Bin Laden” or "Osama", which is very disruptive in 

class and does annoy some teachers. But, in contrast to this and 

more seriously, there were quite a few "incidents" shortly 

following the attack on the World Trade Centre involving racist 

assaults by whites on young Muslims. 

Admittedly, a few acts of yobbery by young Asians have taken 

place, seemingly following the example of the suicide bombers. 

Also many young Asian boys started bringing in knives to school- 

| know this is true of my school. But after questioning quite a 

number of people, | found out that they were doing this to “protect” 

themselves because they were genuinely scared that they would 

get attacked. At first this was fear of white racists, then as more 

and more knives were flashed around at school things got out of 

hand. At one point, the police had to be brought into the school, 

partly because of the amount of knives that were being brought 

into the school, but also simply because the Pakistani and 

Bangladeshi boys were openly fighting. However, these boys are 

not mainly motivated to fighting for the cause they give. The truth 

is that they like to fight. Fortunately, they ARE a minority and most 

girls and boys are more liberally inclined. 

Most ofthe girls and quite a number of the boys are upset that 

so many peopie are dying or are dead, not just as a result of the 

September 11th incident, but also in Afghanistan and in the 

Middle East. They are also angry with the people who say that the 

attack on the World Trade Centre was in the name of "Allah" and 

say that they are not acting like proper Muslims. However, they 

say that America “had it coming to them". What they mean by this 

is that America has bombed and just destroyed too many 

countries, and someone was bound to seek revenge sooner or 

later. There was a bit of joking going around after September 

11th, but there was also definitely quite a bit of anger towards 

George Bush. But perhaps most say that the attack on the Twin 

Towers was unjustified. Unfortunately, there was a small number 

who did not condemn the tragedy. But, out of all the people | 

talked to, there were only a couple of people like this. 

The surprising thing is that most, in fact the majority, 

excluding the odd couple, understand that America is not doing 

this to defeat “terrorists”. It is generally believed that the only 

reason that America had for bombing and occupying Afghanistan 

is that, despite being a small country, it stood up to America. As 

one person said: "Afghanistan is a small country, right, and they 

showed the world that America is not indestructible. It lost face 

and had to stop any another countries standing up to it by hurting 

Afghanistan bad." Another voiced the concems of many: 

“America is bombing Afghanistan but there's nothing left for them 

to bomb!!" 

When asked about the reasons for this, most said simply that 

the war was all about power. However, they did not know that one 

ofthe main motivations of the US is linked to its greed for the vast 

amount of untapped oil in Central Asia. It is not surprising that this 

is so, given what our media has had to say on it all. The factis that 

most kids in Britain aren't aware of such things, and don't come up 

to the level of knowledge that young Asian people generally have 

about worid politics. 

| have only just touched on the feelings and emotions | have 

experienced amongst the Asian community. One thing is clear to 

me-that most are confused as to whom they should support and 

whom they should fear. British Asians desperately want to be 

seen as part of our society and often get carried away with 

support for the actions of British troops abroad, regardless of 

where they are and what they are doing. The message that 

Britain "liberated" Muslims in former Yugoslavia and now in 

Afghanistan is obviously deeply confusing to many. But 

suggestions from some of the murkier elements of the press that 

British Muslims are somehow an enemy in our midst are far from 

the mark. | hope | have helped clarify this a little by separating fact 

from fiction. Like many, | have seen the sympathetic response of 

Mustlims in particular towards campaigners against war. Contrary 

to the uninformed slurs of some tabloid newspaper columnists 

about “reactionary” attitudes, young British Muslims can be a 

valuable component in a broad mass movement for peace and 

justice.  



Justice Under Attack 

Recent months have seen a number of serious 
changes to the British judicial system, which 
follow on from the Government's decision last 
year to legalize the arrest of 'suspicious' persons 
without charge. Like this act, they threaten the 
nature of justice in Britain - and communists must 
oppose this massive agglomeration of power in 
the hands of a capitalist state apparatus. 

Liberals have consistently been panicking about 
these measures because they apparently destroy 
the age-old traditions of British justice, which is 
regarded as having been a beacon to the world. 
This is of course largely a myth, but one must 
agree that the most recent proposals by David 
Blunkett, if adopted by this supine parliament, will 
alter British justice for the worse.The proposals 
which are the most threatening are the abolition of 
trial by jury as a universal right, and the passing 
on of information regarding the defendant's 
previous convictions-and even acquittals-to the 
jury. The excuse for the change is apparently that 
the police are not getting ‘enough’ convictions, 
and that the justice system has failed 
embarassingly on occasion - the Stephen 
Lawrence case is a good example. But changing 
the law in the way proposed is entirely irrelevant 
to that case; the failure there was due to police 
incompetence and police racism, not a lack of 
information about the backgrounds of the 
defendants. The laws are actually a continuation 
of the increasingly authoritarian nature of the Blair 
régime and indeed of the British state, and have 
little to do with cases in which our justice system 
has conspicuously failed. 

If there is a problem with the justice system, itis 
that it is in many ways not democratic - the fact 
that judges are appointed by the Prime Minister 
makes the idea that they are ‘apolitical’, as the 
liberals claim, entirely fictional. Juries are at least 

a representation of the people, thus making 
justice more accountable; abolishing them even 
in afew courts would make the whole system that 
much fess democratic. With the increasingly 
political nature of accusations resulting from the 
government's labelling of many political groups 
as ‘terrorist’, a less democratic judiciary could 
have terrible consequences, and would make 
vulnerable groups like activists or immigrants 

more vulnerable still. 

BEN CHACKO 

Nor can the other Blunkett proposal be defended. 2 
Previous convictions and acquittals are withheld 
from the jury for a very good reason - that a crime 
is only proved 'beyond reasonable doubt’ if the | 
evidence relevant to that crime leads the jury to © 
think so. Knowledge of previous convictions | 
actually biases the jury andasksthemtoanswera | 
different question: not "has the defendant — 
committed this crime?” but "would the defendant © 
be likely to have committed this crime in view of 
what he/she has done in the past?” 

Knowledge of previous acquittals is an even more 5 
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dangerous development because it makes it © 
much easier forthe Government, orfora powerful 
group, to victimize individuals without evidence; 
someone who has been accused of a crime | 
before - especially if more than once - seems — 
‘guiltier’ than someone who has never been © 
accused of anything, even ifheorshe has always - 
been acquitted. But this does not make them any © 
guiltier, and will again bias the jury in favour of : 
giving an unfounded 'guilty' verdict. Furthermore, © 
it undermines faith in the courts by leaving room — 
for court decisions to be doubted. 

David Blunkett claims to want to "tip the balance. 
of justice away from the accused to the victim", — 
but despite the wording the proposals have . 
nothing to do with protecting the weak. Only © 
tecently the convictions of Bob Maynard and Reg 
Dudley for murders were overturned, revealing 4 

that the police are not above falsifying evidence | 
and taking advantage of personal animosities 
among prisoners when it suits them. Our justice — 
system is and has long been corrupt, but Blunkett — 
is merely enhancing the powers of the powerful. 

Under a Government taking advantage of the 
terrorism scare after September 11th to vastly 
increase the powers of the state's punitive © 
apparatus (particularly against groups perceived 
to wish to undermine the system) being able to © 
shift the balance of justice away fromthe accused © 
can only be abad thing. These reforms are bound. 
to be used to blunt or crush opposition to the © 

Government's increasingly right-wing agenda, 
and only by fighting them now can communists _ 
hope to defeat them.  



Ht The Other September 11 
H
R
 

SR 
et 

rsa
 a
oa
 

ar
en
a 

a 
e
r
e
 It is September 11th. Columns of smoke rise 

into the sky. Fighter planes circle. The world 
watches in horror as democracy comes under 
savage attack. Thousands are slaughtered by 
the henchmen of the world's leading sponsor of 
terrorism. 

A familiar story. However, this is not New 
York 2001, but Santiago de Chile, 1973-and the 
oes are re Py we. HP. government. 
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the Leninist theory of imperialism. imperialism is primarily an 

economic, not a political or military phenomenon. The 19th-century 

territorial carve-up of the globe by the "great powers" of Europe was 

directly linked to the development of monopoly capitalism; post- 

1945 decolonization, while leading to formal independence, has 

tended to leave imperialist economic structures in place. 

"Neocoilonial" countries remain tied to Westem capital, which they 

serve as sources of primary resources, agricultural products, 

cheap labour and markets, overseen by compliant govemments. 

Latin America was in this position all along. Mostly long- 

standing colonies of Spain or Portugal, the nations of Latin America 

gained political independence early in the 19th century, before the 

full development of global monopoly capitalism. But political 

independence was followed by integration into the structures of 

world capitalism. 20th-century Latin American history was 

characterized by high levels of imperialist exploitation (most 

importantly through US ownership of major resource-extraction 

industries and agricultural companies) coupled with oligarchic rule. 

The interests of US capital demanded frequent intervention in 

various forms to crush the progressive movements which inevitably 

arose from these economic conditions. US intervention could take 

various forms. in some countries (such as Brazil and Argentina) 

local oligarchies and military leaders generally proved capabie of 

safeguarding US interests on their own, without direct US 

intervention. At the other extreme is the case of Grenada, where in 

1983 the US military itself launched a large-scale direct invasion to 

overthrow a progressive government headed by the New JEWEL 

Movement. Many cases fall between these extremes, with massive 

US financial assistance and training given to counter-revolutionary 

forces. These include Nicaragua in the 1980s (massive US aid to 

the "contra" opposition to the Sandinista government), Guatemala 

in 1954 (a CIA-organized coup against the government of Jacobo 

Arbenz, whose land-reform programme threatened the interests of 

the US-owned United Fruit Company) and Chile in 1973. 

The Allende government 

In 1970, the Socialist Party leader Salvador Allende was 

elected president of Chile. Allende was the candidate of the newly 

formed Unidad Popular (“Popular Unity’) coalition, a grouping of 

Joe Eagle 

  

seven parties in which the main players were the Socialist Party 

and the Communist Party. The new goverment faced enormous 

problems. Wealth and land ownership were highly concentrated, 

and key sectors of the economy (particularly the all-important 

copper industry-Chile has the world's largest copper reserves, and 

in 1970 copper accounted for around 80% of the country's export 

earnings) were dominated by US capital. The economy was racked 

by debt and inflation. Poverty and mainutrition were widespread. 

The programme UP put forward to improve the situation was 

ambitious. Allende proposed a transition to socialism through 

constitutional means, by legislation promoted and backed by a 

broad progressive coalition. Social spending (particularly on 

education and health) was hiked dramatically. The minimum wage 

was increased immediately by 67% as the cornerstone of a policy 

to redistribute wealth. Central to the UP strategy was a rolling 

programme of nationalization of industry along with land 

fedistribution, while workers and their trade unions were given 

important rdles to play at all levels of industrial management. 

Early successes were dramatic. The nationalization 

programme went ahead despite difficulties in the opposition- 

controlled Congress. Economic growth in 1971 and 1972 was 

spectacular. But the Allende government had to face considerable 

opposition from the start, both from the Chilean oligarchy and from 

the US. The Nixon presidency rightly regarded the progressive 

Allende government as a serious threat to the interests of US 

capital in Chile, and to US regional hegemony. Early plans to 

sponsor a military coup against Allende came to nothing, due to the 

telatively strong constitutionalist tradition within the Chilean 

military. The US continued, however, to operate behind the scenes. 

The Chilean economy was effectively placed under siege by US 

capital. Credit dried up, and the US government removed its 

support for loans from multinational development banks. Thus 

international aid and loans collapsed from $592m in 1964-70 to 

$22m in 1970-3, while military aid to the armed forces continued. 

Enormous financial resources were secretly allocated, via the CIA, 

to the Chilean opposition and right-wing media. Overall this 

amounted to a programme of massive covert interference; it was in 

this Chilean context that the word "destabilization" first entered the 

English language. 
Allende also faced increasing internal opposition. Heightening  



rightist campaigns of sabotage and terror contributed to the 

government's growing difficulties, coupled with reactionary strikes of 

lorry-drivers, orchestrated by US capital and by the US-owned right-wing 

media (an intriguing parallel with the 2001 “fuel protests" in Britain-see Ed 

Griffiths's artide in Ch1). Fundamentally, although the 1973 

congressional elections saw the UP vote hold and even increase slightly, 

Allende never had either a congressional majority or a majority of the 

popular vote. It may be correct to say that the balance of class forces in 

Chile rendered the UP programme untenable: although Chile was a 

felatively highly industrialized and urbanized society, the industrial 

working class constituted no more than around 40% of the population. 

The petty bourgeoisie and "white-collar" segments of the working-class 

seem never to have backed Allende, and were willing at least to 

acquiesce with the oligarchy in his overthrow. The UP coalition was also 

itself divided between elements who proposed to slow down the 

programme for a period of consolidation, and those who sought to drive 

forward even faster, extend the nationalization programme, disarm the 

generals and create a popular militia. Events were taken out of Allende's 

hands on occasion by spontaneous nationalizations and occupations of 

factories. 

Coup and aftermath 

By the second half of 1973, genuine difficulties and massive US 

destabilization had combined with mendacious rightist hysteria to create 

a situation of chaos, both economic and political, which Aliende's 

_ government was unable to resolve. The heads ofthe army, navy, air force 

and police formed a conspiracy to overthrow the government, and on 

September 11th the generals struck. Key positions in the major towns 

were seized by military force. Allende was offered exile and 

contemptuously refused, issuing a last defiant broadcast from the 

presidential palace before the final blows were struck. Warplanes 

bombed the palace, and Allende died at his post abandoned by his 

guards. The four generals, Leigh, Pinochet, Merino and Mendoza, 

appointed themselves as a military junta with unlimited powers, closing 

Congress and banning party political activity. The mass-scale 

annihilation of UP politicians and activists, and those who rallied to 

defend the constitution, was initiated. In a savage wave of white terror, 

thousands were summarily executed, subjected to the most obscene 

forms of torture in the junta's concentration camps, or simply 

“disappeared”. The death toll will perhaps never accurately be known, but 

it seems that at a minimum 3000 were killed in the immediate aftermath of 

the coup. The precise level of US involvement in the actual planning and 

execution of the coup remains a murky secret buried in the files in 

Washington; but the strategy of “destabilization” had paid off. Nixon and 

Kissinger were able to congratulate themselves on securing Chile for 

capitalism, and Pinochet and his colleagues for striking a decisive blow in 

defence of the “free world”. 

The junta, from which Pinochet gradually emerged as sole dictator, of 

course unraveled all the progressive measures taken by the Allende 

government. Chile was used as a testing-ground for the new neoliberal 

economic thinking of Milton Friedman and his acolytes. It became the first 

country to endure the now-familiar programme of structural adjustment: 

State assets sold off to US corporations; deregulation; suppression of 

trade-unions; slashing of social expenditure, with the inevitable 

consequence of massive poverty. Economic neoliberalization was 

coupled with vicious military dictatorship: the murders, 

tortures and disappearances continued (it is estimated 

that around 130,000 people were victims of either torture 

or murder under the dictatorship, an enormous 

proportion of the approximately 10 million Chilean 

people). All party politics and elections were suppressed 

until 1990, when Pinochet, having gambled and loston a 

teferendum on his continued leadership, was forced to 

hoki a presidential election and cede power to the 

Christian Democrat Patricio Aytwin. The tentative return 

of constitutional politics has not reversed the “structural 

adjustment" programme, however; and Pinochet's 

military remain ready to keep a close eye on the activities 

of the civilian politicians. The real masters of Chile 

remain the World Bank, the IMF and the armed forces. 

Condiusion 

This September 11th doesn't get lavish anniversary 

treatment. But the bloody Pinochet coup serves as a vital 

reminder that the real threat to the people of the world 

comes not from bands of terrorists hiding in caves in 

Afghanistan, but from capitalism itself. The likes of Bush 

and Blair, Pinochet and Kissinger, have more blood on 

their hands than Osama Bin Laden could dream ofin his 

wiklest fantasies. September 11th 1973 is one of the 

darkest chapters in the black book of capitalism, andthe © 

role of the US as leader of the “free world" is as mucha 
grotesque facade in 2002 as in 1973. 

The bleak conclusion is that local oligarchies, 

military dictators and the US govemment have 

succeeded in defending and even strengthening the grip 

of capitalism on Latin America. While socialism in Cuba 

Still stands proudly against the illegal siege and US- 

backed terrorism, another optimistic note was sounded 

in Venezuela earlier this year (as reported in Ch7; see 

also the interview with David Velazquez on page 9). 

When a putsch was launched against the progressive 

Bolivarian government of Hugo Chavez, with the arrest 

of the president, the establishment of a military- 

bourgeois junta, and tacit US approval if not open ~ 

assistance, it seemed as if we were going to witness a : 

rerun of Chile 1973. But this time the script was — 
fewritten-popular mobilization defeated the coup and 

reinstalled the elected government. 
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As for Unidad Popular and Salvador Allende, victims 

of the original "9/11", we might conclude with the words 

of Karl Marx on the Paris Commune of 1871, likewise a 

fevolutionary government which was __ brutally 

Suppressed by the forces of reaction: "its martyrs are © 

enshrined in the great heart of the working class. Its 

exterminators history has already nailed to that etemal 

pillory from which all the prayers of their priests will not 

avail to redeem them.”  
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Trade Unions and the Labour Party 
KEVIN HALPIN - COMMUNIST PARTY INDUSTRIAL ORGANISER 

Challenge intends to publish a series of 

articles setting out the key issues facing the 

trade union movement. We hope this will help 

a new generation of militants to take its place 

in the struggle for workers’ rights.We are very 

proud to begin the series in this issue with an 

article by Kevin Halpin, industrial organizer of 

the Communist Party and a_ veteran 

campaigner for trade union rights. Here he 

sets out the Party's position on one of the 

central questions trade unionists must 

answer: how they relate to the Labour Party. 

We start the debate by accepting that this is the 

worst Labour government ever. Yes, | could cite 

terrible things done by previous Labour 

governments-from HMS Amethyst and London 

sailing up the Yangtze river to protect the 

imperialist “foreign concession” in China, to the 

bloody revenge meted out to those who fought for 

the liberation of Malaya (now Malaysia), to the 

support for the US invasion of Korea. Labour 

governments have clamped the "cold war" to their 

breasts before now. 

But these previous Labour governments did 

pursue some progressive policies, based on 

social welfare programmes and public ownership 

of utilities and other enterprises. These policies 

have been completely reversed by "New Labour". 

We can't afford to whitewash Labour's past-or to 

ignore the positives which there were. Harping on 

how bad "Old Labour" always was is sterile, and 

can lead around to a perverse defence of "New 

Labour”. 

You could argue'from this beginning that the 

trades unions should dump the Labour Party. It 

has abandoned every progressive position; it 

attacks workers on behalf of monopoly capital; 

why should workers’ unions continue to fund it 

and support it? But disaffiliation is a call which we 

oppose, for the following reasons. 

The Labour Party, whilst not a working-class or 

socialist party, largely has the support of the 

working class. In the 1980s the Tories forced 

unions to ballot their members on whether they 

   

                        

   

                                        

   

  

   

          

   

  

   

should pay the affiliated political fund to Labour- 

and every ballot came back with a Yes. That was 

under a Tory government; if the ballots were 

tepeated under "New Labour” it is very doubtful 

that there would be such overwhelming support 

for affiliation. But the trade unions draw their 

strength from the cohesion of their membership 

around common aims. This cohesion would be 

undermined by disaffiliation. And there is 

obviously no possibility of winning a ballot of 

members for affiliation to any other political party, 

such as the Lib Dems. 

The Blair clique is once again raising the 

prospect of state funding for political parties, as a 

defence against (correct) allegations of sleaze. If 

this went through then there would be demands to 

break the ‘embarrassing’ link with the unions. But 

| believe wiser counse! would prevail-this would 

mean abandoning the unions' power to act as a 

“conveyor belt" for right-wing ideas in the 

movement. Just look at how successful "New 

Labour" has been in getting many union 

leaderships-with honourable  exceptions-to 

support them over Afghanistan or the euro. Any 

break with the unions would weaken the Blair 

clique's hold over Labour policies, even if the 

Labour Party received state funding. 

There are those who argue that unions should 

not disaffiliate, but that "the members should 

decide"-and could choose to pass some funds to 

single-issue organizations or other political 

parties (or alliances). This would lead to a 

dangerous breakup among trades unions: there 

could be a vast disparity of policies an 

strategies, including those key for advance ai 

the removal of Blair. Keeping the link with Labou 

doesn't have to prevent funds being 

tactically in support of a worthy cause-but politi 

disaffiliation by means of indiscriminate fundir g 

different political organizations would cause t 

meltdown of trade union strategies. 

This, then, is where the Communist Pa 

stands. We continue to oppose disaffiliation a 

we continue to support Labour in elections. 4 

we have good reasons. The Labour Party isn't}



the only party that can defeat the Tories; it's also 
the only counter to the Le Pen possibility here in 
Britain. Any fragmentation, or individuals saying 
they can't vote for their own MP or councillor, is 
putting personal choice before strategy. 

To ignore the Tories and their potential 
comeback, or to imagine that Labour are worse 
than the Tories, is dangerous-it's precisely what 
the Tories want. Blair's policies are actually to the 
right of past Tory leaders like Macmillan or Heath; 
but a defeated Labour with pro-capitalist policies 
would mean the loss of the fight for good public 
services, and the Tory Britain which would result 
would be based on US-style big-money politics. 
That would mean no public services and the 
individual paying for everything-healthcare, 
insurance, education, pensions. It's a real 
possibility. But we're not at that stage yet. 

So what should our Party do? Keep mouthing 
Vote Labour slogans, with the consequent 
difficulty of explaining our strategy? No more. Our 
slogan must be Make Labour Accountable. There 
‘are already moves towards this, with unions 
deciding to support only those "associated" MPs 
who work for union policy-with the quid pro quo 
that they must report back to their union national, 
regional and branch structures on their voting 
record and actions. This not only makes MPs 
accountable: it also raises the political level of 
trade union members by convincing them that 
they can have a say in politics. It doesn't have to 
be some distant bigwig deciding things. 

Such accountability would strengthen the link 
between Labour MPs and the workers they 
represent. And it would undermine the blackmail 
of the whips, the tyranny of Millbank and the 
power of patronage-jobs for the "good boys and 
girs". Of course, this will threaten the 
fundamentals of social democracy. Ever since the 
first Labour MPs were elected, they've argued 
that the Parliamentary Labour Party (PLP) should 
be free to decide whether or not to operate 
policies democratically formed by the 
Conference. The PLP can ignore the wishes of 
hundreds of thousands of Labour Party members 
and millions of trade unionists. It's time to 
challenge that. 

Accountability must also extend to the twelve 
trade union representatives on Labour's National 
Executive Committee (NEC). Their réle was 

highlighted this summer in the vote on the _ 
PFI/PPP motion. All but two union reps voted for 
Blair and against their own union's policies (the 
exceptions were RMT and GMB). The excuse 
that NEC members must take a broader overview 
of politics rather than any union's isolated line 
must be opposed. When it comes down to it, if you a 
won't listen to your own union then who will you 2 
listen to?-The big business lobby. 

The question isn't really whether you vote : 
Labour or not. The question is whether you 
Support trades unions having a political party. if 
you answer "Yes", then this party has to be the 
Labour Party. And that is what communists © 
support. 

‘But for this to succeed the Labour Party must 
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be accountable. It must assist in the reporting — 
back and it must be committed to drawing 
members into politics and policy formation. The é 
level of apathy today just reflects the fact that © 
members can't have a say or participate properly. 

There has to be a strategic approach. Our : 
slogan is like the old Chartist No taxation without < 
representation-support for Labour carries with it i 
the demand for accountability at all levels. 

The alternative we are offered comes down in 
the end to non-political trades unions. It would be = 
the US model, where unions deal with wages and - 
hours and the political agenda is set by — 
capitalism. Immediate demands without a — 
Political strategy don't make a good basis to win ~ 
change. 

If the trades unions challenge Labour Party ~ 
Policies, "New Labour" will try to ignore the trades _ 
unions. And that's why the "New Labour" clique © 
should be removed. To those who say "I can't see 2 
us getting rid of Tony", | reply that the prospect of — 
getting rid of Margaret Thatcher once seemed 
impossible. But she went. As to who should 
teplace Tony and his cronies, I'd say that to 
succeed there will have to be a battle on policy 
first. This will throw up a candidate who fights for 
the policy which the members say they want, and 
this will decide who is in the frame. The bottom — 
line isn't which individual succeeds Blair-it's who : 
can go forward with different policies.



   
  

Matt van Rooyen 

Secondary education is under threat from a Labour 

government wedded to Tory ideals. 

During the last Parliament, Labour concentrated on 

primary education, imposing literacy and numeracy 

hours on schools. Now their sights have changed-our 

secondary schools are next. 

Last May, before the 2001 General Election, we saw 

the first real signs that the New Labour Goverment was 

preparing to act on the threats that it had made since it 

came to power. They were preparing a radical shake-up 

= ofthe Comprehensive system. 
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Education in Britain is far from perfect, and year-on- 

year a noticeable decline in standards has been 

observed in the secondary education system. |, for 

example, have seen the tumover of teachers in my 

school growing dramatically. The system can no longer 

keep its staff. Pay is low, and this is compounded in 

London, due to the high living costs experienced there. 

Furthermore, the paperwork that teachers have to deal 

with has tumed them into bureaucrats-mere paper- 

pushers for the Government. 

  

No one denies that education needs change at all 

levels. But when Labour says they have radical plans, it 

= invariably involves one thing-an increased involvement 

- for the private sector. And, sure enough, this fear has 

been proven right by a leaked document from the New 
Labour think-tank, the Institute of Public Policy Research 

(IPPR). As usual, the cowardly Govemment was much 

too scared to announce this publicly. They used their 

usual backdoor methods of leaking it and then, after 

gauging public opinion from that, reacting. As usual, they 

were too scared to announce it as genuine policy. 

  

The commission from which the IPPR got its 

information has, as members, the chairman of WH 

Smith, and a former chief executive of Barclays. The 

likelihood of getting a balanced argument on private 

sector involvement in public services from these people 

is slim. 

  

So, what does that leave us with? Far from promoting 

a fully comprehensive, well-funded education system, 

Tony Blair's Labour Party has supported moves toward 

an effective privatization of the education system. As 

  

2 Secondary Education - Up for Sale 

usual, "Slippery Tony”, who came to power on a policy of 

no further privatization, has dressed these policies on 

education up as something else. No! We are not 

privatising the education system, we are simply allowing 

a greater involvement of the private sector in it, Or so 

The policy rests on the theories of the Private 

Finance Initiative (PFI). This is the same policy that is 

being used to such great effect in our hospitals. Public 

money has been paid to private companies to build 30 

new hospitals. In retum for the billions of pounds of our 

money given to these businesses, they get to own the 

buildings, and lease them back to the NHS. This policy is 

so successful that it costs the tax.paying public much 

more to build the same 30 hospitals than if they were 

owned by the local NHS trusts. 

This PFI is now being applied to schools, with the 

same principle, and the same execution. Money, our 

money, is being wasted. 

PFI schools will be in competition with non-PFI 

schools for the best teachers and the lion's share of the 

budget and resources granted in special projects. Is it 

right, or sensible, that local schools with similar needs 

will be competing rather than helping each other? 

Another consequence bears a striking resemblance to 

the railway privatization. By far the most disastrous 

aspect of rail privatization was the separation of "the 

wheels from the steel", "the trains from the tracks". One 

company owned the track, another owned the trains. The 

resulting confusion over responsibility for maintainance 

has had fatal consequences in the form of the Hatfield 

and other rail disasters. Seeing as it was such a raging 

success the last time, the government has decided to 

apply this to schools. They are separating teaching from 

support services. 

Teachers will remain employed by the Local 

Education Authority (LEA), but the support staff in the 

form of cleaners, caretakers, and essential school 

services such as general kitchen services and building 

and equipment maintenance will be employed and 

provided by a private contractor. The results may not be 

fatal, as with the railways, but you can guarantee



confusion. Surely schools are for leaming, rather than 
quarrelling about whose responsibility each essential 
school function is? 

Another Government promise is an end to "bog- 

Standard comprehensives". An end to the 
comprehensives will result in the inevitable 

reintroduction of selection. The best schools will choose 

whom they consider to be the best pupils and staff. The 

rest will have their budgets cut. This will particularly affect 

the very inner city schools which most need help. 
Included in this package of change is the "vocational 
apprenticeship option”, offered from the age of 14. If you 

aren't considered bright enough you will be encouraged 
to leave school two years early. 

Weare being dragged further, and further, backwards 
in terms of education progress. Tony Blair has said he 

thinks there should be no barriers to “extemal 

sponsorship" in education and, furthermore, “failing” 

schools will be encouraged to allow businesses to move 

in and take over. In short these schools will be run by 

private companies for their own profit. Linda Taaffe of the 

National Union of Teachers national executive has made 

the point that the schools budget is worth £23 billion a 

year. This, and nothing else, is the lure for the private 
companies. 

School governing bodies still have the power to 

refuse the PFI treatment. But after being told that this is = 
"the only show in town", many think there is no choice. © 
But Pimlico School, chosen as apilotforthe PFI scheme, 
resisted for five years before finally defeating it. There is 
Still a chance. 

All the proposals mentioned above are both * 
Pemicious and short-sighted. We are yet to see a © 
Privatisation that has been a success, but still the © 
Goverment persists. Are these people seriously ~ 

suggesting that schools can benefit from the grasping — 
market economics which have ruined so many of our ~ 
Public services? Education is a public service, 

everybody's right and the backbone of our future. When 
will our leaders leam that services and profit do not mix? 

If our Govemment thinks that businesses have an | 
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interest in the intellectual development of young people 
then they are very sadly mistaken. For them we are _ 

simply future customers, another source of revenuefora ~ 

system which always craves more. Could they resist 

teaching us what is and is not right to buy? Just imagine - 

what the tobacco companies could do! 

This is an issue that everyone must know about, and 

understand. There is no-one that will be unaffected by — 
these disastrous schemes. 

Our future is not for sale! 

Sacked for defending their terms and 
conditions 

With 87 Friction Dynamex workers having 

been out of work for over 12 months now, it 
was heartening this summer to join 1000 
demonstrators from all parts of the UK in 
Caernarfon, which for the majority of the 
workers is their home community and former 
place of work. We were there to defend these 
87 workers-and also the principle of trade 
union rights. 

Friction Dynamex is an American-owned 
company which formerly traded as Ferrodo. 
Craig Smith, who took over as the firm's 
owner in 1997, caused outcries by trying to 
impose new, worse working conditions. 
Workers were being forced to accept the 
introduction of a four-day week without 
overtime, attendance at meetings without 

Matthew Hall 

pay, removal of bargaining agreements and - 

the introduction of a no-strike agreement. ~ 
Impossible work targets were also constantly _ 
being set, and attempts made to break | 

existing agreements made with the former — 
owner of the factory. Of all these issues, any 
of which the workers could justifiably strike — 
over, it was the intention to remove their right © 
to strike that lead to the dispute becoming a | 
matter not only conceming themselves, and — 
the immediate threat to theirjobs, butallthose - 
who are represented by trade unions and | 
have the legal right to recourse to strike action © 
to defend their rights. Following this, T&G 
members voted by 91% for a one-week strike. 

Following this strike, workers returned to 
find they had been locked out of the factory,
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placed on an enforced holiday, and 50 

‘ temporary staff had been recruited to fill their 
places. The workers were offered a return to 

work package which involved a 15% pay cut 

and no change to the proposed new work 

patterns. 

After eight weeks of stalemate, the 

workers were given an ultimatum to return to 

work or face dismissal. A mass meeting was 

held and the workers unanimously agreed to 

continue the action. On the 29th of June 2001 

the strikers were issued with dismissal 
notices. 

Even if, when questioned by Caernarfon 

MP Hywel Williams, Tony Blair is forced to 

admit to not "having knowledge of the dispute 

in question" after a year of ongoing protest, 

the level of support generated by the 
authentic labour movement was as strong 

and heartfelt as ever. It was also the first time 
| can remember being applauded by the 

public whilst on a demonstration. 

The importance of the wider questions 

being asked of the new Labour clique was 

noticeable by a cursory glance at the range of 

banners carried by assembled workers: 

Scotland Executive TUC, Wolverhampton 

T&G, Nuneaton T&G, North West T&G, 

NASUWT, Cardiff Trades Union Council, 

PCS, CWU, BECTU, UNISON, the list goes 

on-showing a vast array of trade unions, 

spread over a geographical area that covered 

practically the whole of the mainland UK. A 

huge effort had obviously been made to show 

solidarity with the 87 workers regardless of 

district, region, country or occupation. The 

Communist Party and YCL Wales-Cymru 

were also represented. 

The current pseudo-Labour government is 
unwilling to move on the issue, or indeed 

hasn't even been briefed on its existence if 

Blair's response is anything to go by, despite 

this being the longest running industrial 

dispute in the country. This event exemplifies 
the problem with New Labour as a whole-it is 

unresponsive to the plight of the working 
class, and continues to do its best to ignore 
the unions whilst listening attentively to the 
business sector. It is appalling that under a 
Labour government, and despite the good 

intentions of the Employment Relations Act 
1999, section 16 and Schedule 5 offer only 
limited employee protection during industrial 
disputes. The Friction Dynamex workers are 

of utmost importance here as they were the 

first to be sacked since the introduction of a 
period of 8 weeks' legal protection in this Act. 

This ‘loophole’ in the law gave Craig Smith 
the ability to sack the likes of John Davies 
after 33 years in the job, Gerald Parry after 34 

years and Adrian Roberts after 29 years, all of 

whom were removed with no notice paid to 
the staunch work they had carried out before 
Smith's arrival. 

As Bill Morris, General Secretary of the 

T&G, has put it: "How can workers be sacked 

for defending their own terms and 

conditions?". The T&G has called for better 

protection for workers and an urgent review of 

laws relating to the protection of workers 

engaged in lawful industrial action, and in 

November 2001 Bill Morris addressed MPs in 

a committee in the House of Commons. As 

the third way falters across the board, and 
while Tony Blair has one eye on George Bush 

and the other on big business interests, we 

can however be certain of one thing. The real 

Labour movement encapsulated in the trade 

unions and left organizations will continue to 

show solidarity with the working class and to 

fight for their rights across the country. While 

the genuine left has the clear aim of uniting 

the Labour movement and defeating the New 

Labour pro-big business clique-as put 

forward by the unions and echoed in 

resolutions of this year's Communist Party 

and YCL congresses-, those who bravely 

stand up to the "49th-century mill owner's 

mentality" of too many employers will never 

be short of comrades when they need them 

most. 
For further information, updates and to 

show your solidarity visit: 

www.Frictiondynamex.co.uk 

    



  

Albanian Immigration in Athens - 

housing and labour sy nixes paraskevas 
Immigration, a central political issue today, is too 

often reduced to a playground for the xenophobic 
gutter politics of the right-and of bits of the so-called 
left which tail the worst of Tory racism. The rights of 
immigrant populations are forgotten ortrampled, and 
the debate is conducted at the level of an editorial in 
the Sun. This article by Nikos Paraskevas is different: 
it aims to provide a reasoned analysis of the issues 
raised by mass migration, based on the example of 
the Albanian population in Athens (although many of 
the points are more generally relevant). The article as 
it stands is much too long to print. Rather than 
chopping it down to size, we've decided to serialize it 
in successive issues of Challenge. In part 1 the 
author looks in particular at the question of housing. 

Introduction 

The mass inflow of Albanian immigrants in Greece 
during the 1990s has changed the area's route of history 
forever. For the first time in Greek history, a new 
multicultural society is being built in Athens, the heart of 
the country. In this text, we will be discussing issues 
concerning the housing and labour of the Albanian 

- community in Athens. 

Albania is located on the northwest border of Greece, 
and until the breakup of socialist Europe it was a country 
under the influence of the "Easter Bloc’. It was 
traditionally and still is based on an agricultural economy, 
and has never gone through a period of modemization 
and industrialization. The nature of its economy has had 
major effects on the cultural and social aspects of the 
country. Post-modem culture, consumerism and 
(pseudo)individualization have always been concepts 
unknown to the Albanian population, mainly due to the 
lack of contact between Albania and its neighbouring 
countries. (Its government, led by Enver Hoxha, broke 
with Moscow and subsequently with Beijing, leaving 
Albania with few allies and a distinctive, isolationist brand 
of socialism.) Since the end of this era millions of 
Albanians have emigrated, mainly to Italy, Greece and 
Germany. The austerity of the past period has created 
serious desires, which today try to find their relief through 
consumerism. However, as life in the West is not as easy 
as it looks on the TV commercials, they now find 
themselves caught between oppression and unsatisfied 
dreams-combined with a position on the margin of 
society. 

Housing 
The “planning” of Athens 

Athens is claimed to be the major metropolis of the 
Balkan region. Despite the general decrease in the Geek 
population's growth rate, it has maintained a standard 
increase due to the continuous flow of internal and then 
international migration. Its population today is estimated 
at 5 million people, almost 60% of whom live in the small 

districts. The "miracle" of such a huge population © 
living in so small an area is due to three important 
factors: topography, planning and architecture. 
Athens is built in the middle of the Attica basin, — 
which minimizes its capability to expand, as itis © 
surrounded by mountains at the north and by sea |. 
atthe south. As regards the issue of city planningit 
would not be an exaggeration to argue that no — 
such thing has ever existed in modem Athens: ~ 
tens of thousands of grey apartment buildings © 
jostle next to each other, with green spaces and 
recreational areas reduced to a point close to 
disappearance. Three million people live literally i 
on top of each other in matchbox apartments, in — 
buildings averaging four storeys in height. 

* Acomparison with Tokyo 
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As with most capitalist countries, Greece went | 
through a long post-war boom of reconstruction 
and redevelopment. This new era did not start 4 
right after the end of the Second World War-its 
beginning was in 1949 when the left-wing ~ 
Democratic Army handed in their arms and the 
civil war ended. This was the period when the 
agricultural masses of the Greek countryside © 
started their migration towards the two urban 
centres, Athens and Thessalonica. It was the first 
time in Greek history that urbanization took place ~ 
on a large scale, and Greece took its first stepsin 
putting its rural tradition aside. What was ~ 
happening in Greece is similar to the situation of - 
Japan during the same period, with the difference 
that things were there more planned and 
controlled: "In Japan, rural migration to the cities 
took the place of immigration’ Tokyo, Osaka, and ~ 
Nagoya, the three largest metropolitan areas% 
from 1960 to 1970% raised their populations by 10 © 
million and came to account for 40% of the — 
national population. The Greater 
Metropolitan Area increased by 10 million 

Tokyo © 

between 1950 and 1970% In 1950, almost 50% of - 
Japan's labour force was in agriculture, by 1970 4 
this figure was down to 19%." 

This phenomenon might have been quantitively 
smallerin Greece, but itwas powered by the same 
motives and had similar effects on the social — 
structure. The total absence of planning, the 
anarchy in construction and the large demand for 
accommodation led to a twenty-year period, until 
around 1970, where new constructions were ~ 
popping out of the Athenian land “like the © 
mushrooms do after the rain". 

The city's ability to host immigrants 

The constant construction process led to today's 
Athenian environment where land for any kind of 
exploitation is eagerly purchased. The green sites
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sea of concrete while thousands of abandoned 

buildings remain unused and forgotten. The space to 
live without always having to consider the neighbours in 
every possible direction is extremely limited. Life in 
Athens is becoming increasingly phobiogenic and 
suffocatory. In such an overcrowded city, it seems 

impossible for recent immigrants to live in a friendly and 

comfortable environment. Several Westem countries 
have solved this problem by developing areas around 
their cities. Despite the temporary and “periphractic" 

character of these projects, it would be something more 
than helpful in a city like Athens. There has never been, 
nor is there, any plan similar to that which is applied in 
cities like Paris and London. Regardless of the party in 
govemment (whether socialist or conservative), no one 
has ever considered a specific policy conceming the 
living standards of immigrant workers, including 
housing. The space available for new public housing 

projects is minimal. This leads immigrants, due to their 
poor financial status, to seek accommodation in the 
cheapest possible privately owned property, or even in 
tuined buildings. The combination of these factors 
imposes difficult and often subhuman living conditions. 

The Albanian neighbourhoods 

The largest part of Athens is occupied by the working 
and lower middle classes. The suburbs, apart from 
those at the western areas (from Acharnae to Piraeus 
and from Nea lonia to Egaleo), are less densely 
populated and are generally occupied by the upper 
social strata (from Philothei to Agia Paraskevi and from 
Ekali to Glyfada). Inside the city, there are fewer major 
distinctions. Kolonaki is the only 6élitist, traditionally 
aristocratic area, while the squares of Vathis and 
Omonia are two of the worst examples from many 
quarters of undisputed poverty. They are known as 
centres of prostitution, drug dealing and both local 
organized crime and the foreign mafia. Much of the 
related business takes place inside hotels of the lowest 
standards. The first five years of the 1990s marked the 
beginning of a new era for that particular area. The 
arrival of the first massive migration flows from Eastem 
Europe-and especially Albania-gave a new character 
and meaning to those quarters, which also stigmatized 
their new inhabitants in view of the district's past. "%The 
area of Vathis and Omonia was officially used by the 
then govemments as a shelter for war and political 
refugees’4it began to be transformed into a ghetto of 
social exclusion, servicing the needs of a temporary, 
undocumented and ‘ready to be economically exploited’ 
labour force% the destruction of private space, even at 
third-class hotels, had resulted in an amorphous 
environment, full of physical and moral humiliation, and 
unable to care for the physical, spiritual and emotional 
needs of the population% Up to 20 people were living 
together in most of the hotel rooms, in self-made 
wooden constructions, one on the top of the other, whilst 
families usually had to negotiate with others to occupy 
one bedroom by themselves." 

Some Albanian workers-distinguished for their 
courage, patience and persistence-manage to stay in 

Athens for a period long enough to consider their 
sojourn more permanent than that of the average 
foreign worker. It takes great effort and sacrifices to 
succeed in this, due to issues including racism, hardline 
authorities and, most importantly, the temporary and 
"flexible" nature of the labour market. This minority, who 
sometimes bring their families in Athens, normally 
occupy flats in cheap areas as close as possible to their 
workplace. There is not a particular area in Athens with 
an especially strong Albanian presence-the community 
is spread alll over the city in areas of the lower half of the 
economic spectrum: Patissia, Kypseli, Exarchia, 
Omonia and Pagrati. Most Albanians in Athens live in 
30m2 single-room fiats or the more common 50-60m2 
double-room apartments. The rent is usually paid to the 
owner every month, and-due to extremely low wages, 
especially of those immigrants who are "illegal"-the flats 
are frequently overcrowded. The area of Kypseli is one 
of the five most densely populated urban areas in the 
world, and if we add the high noise and air pollution 
caused by the heavy traffic and bad transportation 
system of central Athens, we get a dangerously 
negative mix. A small number of Albanian workers, after 
an average often years' hard work, manage to take their 
first steps into the property market by purchasing a 
small basement or ground-floor flat, of the same 
standard and in the same areas as it has been 
mentioned before. 

Conclusions 

There is no such thing as an Albanian ghetto in 
Athens. Even in those areas where they have the 
strongest presence (Kypseli, Colonos, etc), they still 
constitute a minority and share their environment with 
Greek citizens who were born and raised there. Some 
don't have the patience needed when the environment 
is changing drastically for more than ten years. They 
react with frustration and lack of orthological thinking. 
This, in combination with the demagogic propaganda of 
right-wing groups and the media's ideological 
manipulation to profit from racism, has caused 
xenophobic phenomena which endanger the social 
balance, not between classes, but inside the working 
class itself, damaging its unity and keeping the 
proletariat divided while the upper class conquers. 
Secondly, it becomes unavoidable for Albanians’ 
freedom of expression to be suppressed. When 
surrounded by strictly Greek lifestyles and cultures, 
Albanians either have to sacrifice their national identity 
and fake a Greek one, or "go underground”. The first 
choice is not very popular among the Albanian 
population, proving their high standards of pride in their 

national background. The second option is what 
describes best the Albanian experience. Very few 

Greeks know the Albanian hangouts, fewer are 
interested, and none visits them. In total, it is a state of 
relative exclusion which constantly includes 
unavoidable everyday interaction. 

Part 2 of this article will appear in Ch9.



Save Socialism - 
ban the Lotto | 

By Emily Ellis 

Karl Marx famously called religion “the 
opiate of the masses", and so it was -it tried 
to convince people that their interest lay not 
in solving their real problems but in making 
sure that they had a decent afterlife (see 
Back to Basics on page 28). Perhaps if they'd 
thought about this life a little more they could 
have freed themselves from the poverty and 
slavery that the rich and powerful were only 
too happy to keep them in. This system 
worked perfectly well for those who had the 
money and the power- the capitalist class. It 
lowered the possibility of the poor realizing 
that they were being exploited and coming 
together to overthrow the capitalist system. 
This would have been a real catastrophe for 
the capitalists: they'd have lost their money 
and power. 

You'd have thought that in "modern society" 
we'd have got over that evil. Few people now 
make a serious effort to follow a religion or live a 
religious lifestyle-but all that is changed is the 
particular "opiate" used to imprison people in a 
life of poverty. It's true that people are better off 
in absolute terms than they were in the past. 
Most people own a TV and a video, even 
maybe a DVD and a computer-which works 
just fine for the capitalists. People think they're 
doing relatively well, even though they need a 
loan to buy what they are told are "life's 
essentials", so they don't feel any need to try 
and change their situation ona long-term scale. 
This is exactly what the capitalists want: to keep 
us just contented enough to stave off revolution 
while preserving their own monopoly of wealth 
and power. 

It works well for the capitalists, but they 
know that on its own it wouldn't be enough, as 
someone would realize what was happening, 
so they need something else. And this 
something else is the LOTTO (formerly the 
National Lottery). It's similar to religion, 

because it gives HOPE. It makes people © 
believe there just might be a way out of their — 

present situation-all they need doisbuyaLotto © 
ticket. Added to this is the appalling factthatthe _ 
Lotto physically takes away great chunks of . 
people's already meagre wage each week. ~ 
People don't seem to think anything of — 
spending £20 per draw on tickets, whetherina — 
group or on their own. It is not just the Lotto — 
draw itself which causes this, but also - 
scratchcards. These can be even more | 
addictive. Working in a shop that sells the Lotto 
I've seen people happily spending their small _ 
winnings on one scratchcard after another in _ 
the hope of winning the big money. 

There is an argument that the Lotto atleast — 
benefits some people. There's the occasional — 
person who will win the jackpot or a share in it- — 
but the odds are virtually negligible. You might — 
win one of the smaller prizes-£10, £20 or £50-if 
you buy enough tickets. But most people are ~ 
going to pay in far more than they ever getoutof © 

it. : 

There does appear to be one advantage to ~ 
the Lotto: it gives money to deserving causes. - 
That's all well and good, but most of the people | 
who deserve the benefit of this money will — 
never see any of it. And meanwhile it's being — 
funded out of a tax on the poor (who play the 
Lotto) instead of the rich (who are more likely to 
own shares in it). 

So | call for the banning of the Lotto, 
including scratchcards. It's not that I'm against 
people being able to gamble and have fun-it's 
to free people from exploitation by capitalists, 
and to take one little step closer to people 
realizing that the only long-term solution to their 
problems is socialism. 
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ongoing debate 
The reclassification of cannabis as a class C rather than class B 

drug has focused attention on the ideas and assumptions 

underpinnings current drug policy. The modem debate around 

cannabis prohibition goes back at least to the 1970s. Many US states 

had decriminalized possession, and president Carter wanted todo 

the Same at federal level, but the Reagan-Bush backlash in the ‘80s 

reversed this and made it universally illegal. The British government 

has also fought shy of legalization, although the death rates for 
England and Wales (1992) from tobacco were 22,109; alcohol 

(excluding deaths while under the influence) 3,565, and cannabis 0. 

Many leading police officers have called for legalization in the 

interests of social harmony, and argued that otherwise the fight 
© against hard drugs will be doomed to failure.Butit still seems that the 

law seeks to criminalize people whom society considers a threat- 

young people, Black people and any group with altemative lifestyles 
or views. Moreover, the smoking of marijuana is also central to the 

Rastafarian religion. Racism such as this recalls the 1930s, when 

marijuana was banned in the USA after several newspaper articles 

blamed it for violence and crime supposedly perpetuated by 

Mexicans and African- Americans, the main users there at that time. 

The arguments around the legalization of cannabis are based 

around several fundamental issues: (1) Medical (toxicity)-what are 

the short- and long- term health implications? (2) Who would benefit 

from a legal international trade in cannabis? (3) What are the effects 

on society? Do criminal acts correlate with cannabis use? (4) Does 

the use of cannabis lead to the use of harder drugs? and, (5) Where 

should cannabis rate as a priority in anti-drug campaigns, and are the 

strains on law enforcement and criminal justice resources justified? 

Cannabis seems to act to relieve smokers' stress and anxiety. 

The human brain operates by using chemical messengers called 

neurotransmitters, including dopamine. These can be blocked by 

cannabis's key ingredient THC (tetrahydrocannabinol), which is the 

chemical that gives cannabis its relaxing properties, by acting against 

dopamine receptors. Evidence clearly illustrates that THC has an 

intracellular activity (interferes with activity inside the brain), rather 

than a receptor based/imited drug interaction with the celis-providing 

an immediate potential for long term physiological implications. 

Valjent etal (2001) point out that cannabis use has long-term 

psychological effects, as neuronal physiology can be affected. By 

interfering with strings of protein codes, such as Elk- 1, the formation 

of new behaviours is inhibited. This inability of neurons to form many 

new vital proteins via gene transcription accounts for long-term 

term memory deficit. It should be noted, though, that chronic 

alcoholism can also cause damage to the brain. 

Tashkin (1999) then also points out that habitual marijuana use 

may lead to the following effects on the lungs: (1) acute and chronic 

bronchitis; (2) extensive microscopic abnormalities in the cells lining       
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Cannabis Legalisation - the 

by Harj Aujia 

the bronchial passages, some of which may be pre-malignant; (3) 

Over expression of molecular markers of progression to lung cancer in 

bronchial tissue; (4) abnormally increased accumulation of 

inflammatory cells in the lung; and (5) impairment in the function of 

these immune-effector cells (reduced ability to kill micro-organisms 

and tumour cells) and in their ability to produce protective 

inflammatory cytokines-a risk factor for the development of 

respiratory cancer, although there is no conclusive evidence from 

long-term epidemiological studies. The findings of studies similar to 

this may have evaded discovery until now as these types of studies 

tely heavily on new scientific procedures such as cloning techniques. 

Dumas et al (2002) further recognize that there is a potential link 

between cannabis use and schizophrenia in later life, but also point 

out that long-term studies must be performed before anyone can say 

for certain. 

But the medical community also provides powerful arguments in 

favour of legalization. For many years outspoken GPs have openly 

discussed their despair at being forbidden the power to prescribe 

cannabis for patients they feel would benefit specific patients. This is 

supported by Soderpaim etal (2001) who state that cannabis is a 

successful altemative to ondansetron (8 mg) as an anti-emetic, 

against nausea in cancer treatment, and also against moming 

sickness. Another study, backed by the Food and Drug 

Administration (FDA) in the United States, has identified potential 

benefits from the use of cannabis to alleviate chronic pain syndromes 

and other conditions. A small number of US states have legalized 

prescription cannabis but this is not a uniform change-the federal 

government feels that such a step would give out the impression that 

cannabis is being condoned or that it is medically safe. The British 

goverment has also been subjected to serious criticism for failing to 

legalize the use of cannabis for medical purposes-a step which was 

taken recently by Canada. 

Cannabis legalization also has the potential of providing 

developing equatorial countries with a much-needed source of export 

revenue. Under conditions of criminalization, peasant producers are 

at the mercy of transnational drugs traffickers-surely the most brutal 

of the transnational corporations. It is rare for primary producers to 

feceive anything approaching a fair value for their crop. Legalization 

would also deprive intemational organized crime of a significant 

section ofits funding, as well as channelling much of that revenue (via 

taxation) into potentially useful public projects. Britain could generate 

millions annually by legalizing, regulating and taxing the cannabis 

market. 

Several studies have demonstrated that there is a correlation 

between cannabis use and juvenile crime-although this does not 

necessarily prove that the former causes the latter. A 700-subject 

study (Siqueira et al 2001) has indicated that cannabis use is much 

higher among adolescents from abusive backgrounds, for whom it  



functions as a stress coping strategy and may deflect their attention 

away from more serious crime. 

Although a lot of scepticism has been expressed about the idea 

that soft drugs lead into harder ones, two recent studies tend to back 
it up. One (Conway et al 2002) has concluded that cannabis users 

were twice as likely as non-users to initiate hallucinogen use. But the 

other (DiNardo and Lemieux 2001) produced a finding which should 

be considered hard by those who use this argument to support a ban. 

In anine-year study itwas demonstrated that there is a strong positive 

correlation between habitual alcohol use and the use of cannabis. So 

should alcohol thus be banned on the grounds that it is a "gateway" 
into cannabis and from there into the world of hard drugs? Ukcia 2002 

has further argued that the criminalization of cannabis use itself 

establishes a link with hard drugs: "Prohibition of cannabis, and its 
inclusion under the category ‘drug’, in Law, has perpetuated an 

undesirable illegal market where cannabis and hard drugs are sold 

alongside each other, with no control of quality or protection of the 

consumer. This then increases the access to hard addictive and 

dangerous substances". 

In light of this evidence, it appears that the decriminalisation of 

cannabis will not open the gates for further drug abuse. indeed, the 

money saved could be spent on drug education, or even in tackling 

other drugs. 

Finally, all other aspects aside, does the civilised world not have 

the right to choose whether they should have cannabis freely 

available to them? A strong argument put forward by the pro- 

legalisation groups is that maintaining cannabis use and possession 

as a criminal offence only serves to alienate an otherwise law-abiding 

population (Uckia 2002). The criminalisation of cannabis could be a 
argued to be a political smokescreen, rather than cannabis itself 5 
having any more significant health or social implications than alcohol ~ 
and/or tobacco. In fact, whilst alcohol is universally accepted as 

Provoking aggression, cannabis tends to lower aggression and 
increase passivity. Whichever way the debate goes itis important that s 

both pro- and antiegalization lobbies should aim to support their 
argument objectively. Atthis stage there is nothing more than an array 
of double standards, whereby the majority can have their drug, but a 

large minority cannot have theirs-even though its effects arerelatively 
benign. 

  

  

Letter to the Editor 

Comrade 

! would like to make a few points about t 

“repressive” nature of various descriptive ‘cmd 
Mind your Language, Ch7). The terms for parties o 

the ‘Left’, ‘Centre’ and ‘Right' actually derive from the 

positioning of classes in the French Estates-General| 

Here the nobles instinctively sat to the right of the 

King-something like being “at the right hand of God" 

hile the Third Estate (the revolutionary bourgeoisie   sat to his left. Thus the 'Right' became established a 

la sign of privilege and conservatism, while the ‘Le! 

was associated with groups which opposed th 

yuling classes-such as the Jacobins in the peri 

after 1789. The term ‘Centre‘ meanwhile came to 

applied to the parties which ruled in a “consensual' 

manner, with the help of moderates from both th 

Right and Left.   
  

Thus ‘Left’ parties and policies hav 

always been and will continue to 

associated with reform and progress, 

opposed to the reaction and regression o: 

the Right-so there is no shame in the la 

leftist’. ‘Centrism’ is not necessarily link 

to normative ideals; it is a compromise o 

conciliation between the representatives o1 

fundamentally opposed classes. Thi: 

cannot hold: itinevitably veers either Left o: 

Right in accordance with the balance of 

class forces. As Lenin so rightly stated; 

humanity will never create a non- 

ydeological “third way”. The essential class 

basis of politics is as true today as it wast 

during the French Revolution. 

Marc Boggett Bridgend       
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Back to baSICsS - part one: 

Materialism 

The philosophical underpinning of Mandsm-Leninism is often 

teferred to aS "dialectical materialism”. Parts 1 and 2 of this series will 

set out what that actually means-materialism in this issue and 

dialectics in Ch9. 

In Ludwig Feuerbach Engels describes the materialist method in 

the following way: "to comprehend the world-nature and history-just 

as it presents itself to everybody who approaches it free from pre- 

conceived idealist fancies". Lenin writes in Materialism and Empirio- 

Criticism that “the fundamental premise of materialism is the 

fecognition of the extemal world, of the existence of things outside 

and independent of our mind". This leads us to one of the oldest 

questions of philosophy-the question of the relationship between 

thinking and being. This question has divided ail philosophers, and 

indeed anyone who pauses to consider their view on life, into two 

camps. Those who assert that the mental (or spiritual) is primary and 

that the physical is primary comprise the materialists. 

Ever since this question was posed, people have attempted to 

blur the distinction between materialists and idealists, some by 

claiming to have “transcended” both philosophies or created a 

synthesis of the two. But in reality these "syntheses" tum out to be 

either idealism dressed up in new terminology, or else what Engels 

called "shamefaced materialism". A particular case of the latter is 

“agnosticism” (the name comes from the Greek from “don't know’), 

which operates like materialism in practice but in theory refuses on 

principle to answer the question. In some cases, rather than 

challenge materialist philosophy, attempts have been made to 

change the actual meaning of the word itself. "By the word 

materialism the philistine understands gluttony, drunkenness, lust of 

the eye, lust of the flesh, arrogance, cupidity, avarice, miserliness, 

profit-hunting and stock-exchange swindling-in short, all the filthy 

vices in which he himself indulges in private. By the word idealism he 

understands the belief in virtue, universal philanthropy and in a 

general way a ‘better world,' of which he boasts before others, but in 

which he himself at the utmost believes only so long as he is going 

through the depression or bankruptcy consequent upon his 

customary ‘materialist excesses" (Engels). 

But idealism in its correct philosophical usage means the belief 

that the mental (or spiritual) is the pre-cursor, and indeed the creator, 

of the physical world around us. In its most extreme form this 

becomes a refusal to acknowledge the existence of real, physical 

objects. It is held that the entire world exists only in our minds. 

However, this philosophy, in refusing to recognise the existence ofthe 

physical body, leads to the postulate that these thought processes, 

with which we create the world we see around us, are carried out 

without the use of the brain (as this would mean accepting the 

existence ofa physical organ). This suggestion (mockingly referred to 

by Lenin as “brainless philosophy’) in its most extreme form leads to 

the claim that “only | exist", and everything and everyone else is a 

figment of my imagination. The less openty crazed variant still runs 

into serious trouble-since it argues that nothing exists exceptin so far 

as itis perceived by a human mind, itis forced to deny that the world 

(or the universe) existed before there were people to observe 

(‘create’) it. 

Other, more sophisticated forms of idealism are on the surface 

much more acceptable. These include the various world religions, 

which hold that the world owes its origins to some super-natural 

creator, and other philosophies, like that of GWF Hegel, which 

replace the god ofthe monotheistic religions with the “absolute idea”. 

This type of idealism recognises material objects, but asserts the 

existence ofa “higher”, “purely spiritual" world of which matter is only 

the "reflection". This is the opposite of the materialist view, which sees 

matter as primary and regards thoughts as images or reflections of 

matter, themselves created by a piece of matter-the brain. 

This view can be caricatured by claiming that materialists 

“reduce” human behaviour and society to the level of machines, 

leading to the argument that we need to hang onto the idea of the 

"soul" or else abandon compassion, morality and indeed political 

commitment. Nothing could be further from the truth. No materialist 

can argue, as some idealists do, that physical suffering is needed in 

order to "purify" the spirit; nor, as other idealists sometimes do, that it 

is a preparation for a perfect life after death in which justice will be 

restored. As communists, and materialists, we recognise this reality 

as the only reality. We can change the world. Butto do so, we need to 

understand it correctly. Materialism means that all aspects of reality 

are open to scientific investigation and analysis; nothing can be 

parcelled off into a separate "spiritual realm" in which science is 

helpless in the face of “the will of God”. This is an essential part ofthe 

world outlook of scientific socialism-which aims to understand the 

world in order to change it. 

Further reading 

The central concepts of materialism are set out by Friedrich Engels in his 

book Ludwig Feuerbach and the End of Classical German Philosophy, which 

is available on the Web at http/Awww.man2mao.org/M&E/LF86.himl in an 

edition which also includes some helpful material by the Russian theorist 

Plekhanov. (Plekhanov was a Menshevik, but these bits are basically sound.) 

You might also want to look at part 1 of Maurice Comforth’s Materialism and 

the Dialectical Method, the first volume of his textbook Dialectical Materialism. 

That's pages 5-54 if you're using the 1968 edition. Ifyou wantto getmore stuck 

into these questions, try Lenin's Materialism and Empirio-Criticism at 

hitpAwew.man2mao.org/Lenin/MECO8NB.himi-it's a lengthy (450 pages) 

and at times difficult book, butit can be well worth the effort.



Uncle Joe’s Book at Bedtime - 
ep! SOde 2. Socialism: Utopian and Scientific 

by Friedrich Engels 

The formula "Manism-Leninism" omits the name of Friedrich 

Engels-perhaps rather unfairly, as Engels's contribution to the 

development of Marxism was enormous. Friend and companion 

of Marx from 1844 until Marx's death in 1883, Engels was joint 

author with Marxof important works including The German 

Ideology and The Communist Manifesto, and prepared volumes 2 

and 3 of Capital for publication from drafts and notes after Man's 

death. Engels's independent contribution to the development of 

Manxism was also of great importance: for instance in pioneering 

the application of historical materialism to medieval history (in The 

Peasant War in Germany) and to primitive societies (in The Origin 

of the Family, Private Property and the State), and in elaborating 

the relationships between natural science and the philosophy of 

dialectical materialism. Engels's genius for giving clear 

explanations the most complex philosophical and economic 

theories also meant that his work was enormously influential in 

spreading Manxist thinking in working-class organisations in the 

later 19th century-many activists were converted to Manism 

through the work of Engels. 

Socialism: Utopian and Scientific is an example of this last 

aspect of Engels's work. This short pamphlet consists of three 

chapters from the much larger work known as Anti-Dihring (full 

title: Herr Eugen Diihring's Revolution in Science), published in 

Germany in 1876-8. In 1875 the two major trends in the German 

working-class movement (the Social-Democratic Workers’ Party 

and the General Association of German Workers) had united to 

form the German Socialist Workers' Party (renamed the Social 

Democratic Party in 1890), the representative of perhaps the 

largest and most militant proletariat in the world. Although 

Manism was fully elaborated as a theory, it had as yet had 

relatively little impact on practical working-class politics. The 

creation of the new united German workers' party was a great 

Opportunity, and it was vital that Marxism, rather than misguided 

“socialist” theories, should be propagated within the party. Eugen 

Dihring was an academic convert to socialism, whose muddled 

petty-bourgeois thinking was gaining influence in the new party. In 

subjecting Dihring to an annihilatory critique, Engels's Anti- 

Dihring also constructed a brilliant, systematic exposition of 

Marxism. The three chapters which constitute Socialism: Utopian 

and Scientific (published in 1880) were selected and rewritten by 

Engels with the express purpose of providing workers with a short 

outline of Manism as an integral world outlook. It proved 

enormously popular, appearing in many translations and editions, 

and perhaps selling more copies at the time than any other work of 

Marx or Engels. The battle within the German SDP was also won: 

Joe Eagle 

in 1891 it formally adopted Marxism as its guiding theory, and built 

E
A
A
 

a massive membership and parliamentary representation (it was e 

Soon to succumb to the cancer of revisionism-but that's a story for 
another day). 

Thus Socialism Utopian and Scientific presents, withina short 
compass, brilliant brief discussions of many important subjects: 

the history of materialist philosophy (see page 28 ofthisissue);an 

analysis of British history; an exposition of the fundamental — 

  

    
contradiction of capitalism. The point | want to focus 6n is the 
distinction stated in the title between “utopian socialism" and 

“scientific socialism”. At various times throughout history people 

have developed-usually from moralistic and idealistic principles- 
the view that humanity can best live in a communistic society, 
characterised by common ownership and the abolition of private 

property. This type of thinking is what Engels calis “utopian 

socialism”: the understanding that a better world is possible (and 

indeed often the construction of elaborate plans for that future 
society), but without any conception of how we might get there. In 
contrast, “scientific socialism" as worked out by Marx and Engels 

  

demonstrates not only that a better worlds possible, but thatitisa — 
historical necessity, arising from the self-destroying logic of 

capitalism itself. Equipped with the tools of scientific socialist 

theory, communists are able to analyse developments and plan 

strategy and tactics within the framework of the road to socialism 
mapped out by Marx and Engels. 

The important utopian socialists Engels discusses (Fourier, 

     
Saint Simon, Owen), are now long confined to obscurity in the © 
dustbin of history. But the continuing importance of Engels's — 

discussion is stil evident today. Utopian ideas are all around us, 
for instance in much of the “anti-capitalist” movement, summed 

up by the slogan “overthrow capitalism and replace it with 

something nicer" (to quote a banner from recent May Day 

marches). The necessity of a rejuvenation of scientific socialist 

theory and analysis has perhaps never been greater. 

  

Socialism: Utopian and Scientific, in explaining the essential 4 

characteristics of scientific socialism, is itselfafundamentaltextof ~ 

Marxism-Leninism. Read it. 

You can read Socialism: Utopian and Scientific online at 
http/Avww.man2mao.org/M&E/SUS80.htm! 

 



  

Davis 
Reviewed by Ben Stevenson 

Mary Davis's book is well worth the attention of 
progressive young people. It tells the story of the co-op 
movement's youth wing, the Woodcraft Folk - and as a 
member of the Folk since childhood | found it 
enlightening. Founded in 1925, the Folk still exists as the 
largest left-wing youth movement in the country (with an 
adult membership of 2,800 and an estimated 20,000 
children and young people involved nationwide). The 
Folk has been seen as a non-racist, non-sexist 

alternative to the Scouts and has a grand record of anti- 
war activity. In its earliest years it was moulded by a 
sympathy for the primitive communism of the gengcidally 
reduced Native American peoples. For decades, the 
Folk had a stormy relationship with the Co-op, which 
ruthlessly sought to stifle its natural rebelliousness. 

    

In the 1930s, WF groups in East London battled with 
fascists. The Folk was active in aiding the 
"kindertransport" movement, which saved many Czech 
Jews from Nazi extermination. It campaigned in support 
of Republican Spain and maintained links with tchildren 
and teenagers of similar organisations in central Europe 
who were battling for survival against the likes of the 
Hitler Youth. Always taking seriously its motto-"Span the 
world with friendship"'-the Folk resisted attacks against it 
from assorted Cold Warriors, keeping and building links 
with youth organisations in the socialist countries after 
the Second World War. 

  

For such “sins” it was expelled from the Co-op union in 
1945. In this experience, the Folk shows itself to have 

suffered from the perennial weakness of the reformist 
British labour movement-neglect of its youth structures 
out of fear of their inevitable radicalism. The Labour Party 
resisted the idea of forming a youth organization for 
years. When eventually they had one it grew so close to 
the YCL that it seriously considered merging. So the 
Labour hierarchy closed it down! Labour was left without 
a youth body from 1939 to 1951. The Co-op formed and 

closed no less than three rivals to the Folk, before giving 
up and readmitting it in 1969. In modem times a better 
relationship has existed. 

The rise of the peace movement in the 1960s and again 
in the 1980s seems to have influenced successive 
generations of new parents to encourage their children 
into the folk (I have found many Woodies with parents 
who were once YCLers!). Its pioneering use of child- 
centred education methods, now adopted by the State, is 
highly valued by modem parents and their kids alike. At 

the same time its weekly local groups, annual national 
and four-yearly international camps provide "leaming by 
doing" in a humanitarian and democratic spirit. 

  

Recent times have seen the growth of 

' Woodies - A Rebel’s Tale 
“Fashioning a New World: A History of the Woodcraft Folk” by Mary 

environmentalism, chiming well with the Folk's central 
message of “oneness” with nature-evidenced perhaps 

even in the use of the green shirt as its uniform! In the 
words of its founder, Leslie Paul, the Folk has "something 
native and indigenous [to Britain-B.S.] about it’. It 
sidesteps U.S. cultural dominance in the lives of children 

and teenagers in its strong sense of locality. 

Possibly under the influence of some dodgy ideas 
imported from the revisionist leadership of the YCL in the 
1970s, aconscious attempt was made to depoliticize the 

WF from the early 1980s. Its socialist message was 
diluted for a period, while the Folk was (maybe in 
consequence) then slow to pick up the needs of modem 
anti-racist and non-sexist practices. But since 
overcoming these difficulties it has not only grown non 
stop but has also evolved with the times. Perhaps the 
absence of an effective labour or communist youth 
movement inthe late 1980s and ‘90s added to the growth 

of the WF? Certainly, its progressive aspect is still quite 
strong. 

The most positive feature of the Folk-providing a 
retreat from the aggressive selfishness of capitalist 

society as one grows up-could also be its weakness, if it 
is allowed to become merely escapism. After all, its 
earliest activists were much inspired by the sometimes 
nostalgic medievalism of early British Socialists, 
including William Morris and John Ruskin. But this need 
not be so, if the Folk's activists are given new direction 
from their mid to late teens-maybe by organisations like 
the YCL. 

Mary Davis rescues progressive youth politics from the 
neglect of historians and of the official labour movement 
alike. Through much of its history the WF was accused of 
being a “front” for the YCL, when it was rarely so in fact; 
the close relationship that sometimes existed between 
the two says more about the natural tendency of youth 
towards radical politics than about sinister Red plotting. It 
says even more for the unique structure of the Folk, the 
uninhibited democratic structure of its camps enabling 
young people to learn for themselves the heart of the 
communistic outlook-‘from each according to their 
ability, to each according to their needs". 

The Woodcraft Folk cater for 6-9 year olds (Elfins), 10- 
12 year olds (Pioneers), 13-15 year olds (Venturers) and 
teenagers and young adults (District Fellows). It has 
groups in most towns and cities and positively welcomes 
new members. They can be contacted by phone on 020 
8672 6031, by email at info@woodcraft.org.uk or by post 
at Folk House, 13 Ritherdon Rd, London SW17 8QE.  



_A forceful and timely 
argument 

“No to the Euro!” communist Party Pamphlet by Rob Griffiths 

Reviewed by Ed Griffiths (no relation!) 

There were some chuckles when a leaked memo from a 

Tory advisor tumed out be a plea to lain “Duncan" Smith's 

cohorts to take a back seat in the campaign against joining the 

single currency. Apparently “the only thing which is less 

popular than the euro is the Conservative Party"-and if that 

isn't a proof that Britain's political climate is healthier than it 

looks, then | don't know what is. In fact the link between 

opposition to the euro and reactionary “little England" 

nationalism is almost thoroughly spurious. In most European 

countries the arguments for democratic sovereignty are put 

most visibly by the Left, including communists, while right- 

wingers play the réle of cheerleaders for the European Central 

Bank. And even in this country the party with the most 

consistent record of opposing European Union is the 

Communist Party, which fought against joining what was then 

called the "Common Market" back when a Conservative 

govemment was taking us in (a rare case of Tories 

subsequently stealing communists’ policies?). 

The CP's analysis has never been based on backward- 

looking nostalgia. Most communists would be very glad to see 

the Queen's head off the notes-or, indeed, the Queen's head 

just off. It arises from a recognition that the whole project of 

European integration has been driven by corporate, 

bureaucratic and military interests. The democracy we've got 

in Britain might not be up to much-but it beats hands down a 

system where bankers run the economy, generals run the 

army anda “European Round Table" of firms like Nestlé, Royal 

Dutch Shell, British American Tobacco and ThyssenKrupp 

runs the lot. 

Rob Griffiths’s new pamphlet No to the Euro!, published by 

the Communist Party to co-incide with its 46th Congress this 

summer, analyses the development of European Union and 

demonstrates that communist wamings about a bureaucratic 

superstate serving monopoly capital have been proved right. 

The reader won't find any appeals to sentimental or 

chauvinistic nationalism-just a clear and impressively 

researched criticism of “a European Commission which [is] 

promoting Thatcher-style monetarism on a European scale". 

Griffiths does not treat the euro in isolation. He argues that 

progressive opposition to the single currency must be built in 

the context of a broader campaign for popular sovereignty, 

democratic rights and an altemative economic strategy. 

Importantly, he emphasizes the need for trade unions to play a 

pivotal réle in forming and leading an anti-euro coalition. The 

unions can and must be mobilized to defeat the euro-and then 

to make sure the Tories don't exploit that victory to push Britain 

even closer to the North American Free Trade Association 

(Nafta). According to Griffiths, Britain doesn't have to choose 
between “sado-monetarism" in the EU and life as “the 51st 

state of the USA". He sketches out an altemative course, 

envisioning Britain developing better diplomatic and trading 

links with countries around the world-including the "third 
world"-while strengthening its democracy and pursuing 

independent economic policies in the interests of the majority 

of its people. 

The pamphiet also investigates the rdle of the EU in the 
wider world. Its conclusions are inescapable: big business 

Europe is an imperialist bloc vying with the US to expioit the 

restof the planet. The nature of imperialism, identified by Lenin 
at another time of inter-imperialist rivalry (WWI), doesn't 
change just because you change the label. Eastern Europe 

and Africa have both become spheres in which the EU 

behaves as a classic imperialist power, exporting capital and 

asset-stripping whole national economies. And, just as in 

Lenin's lifetime, the gunboat is there as a last resort wherever 

the missionary and the merchant adventurer fai-witness the 

war against Yugoslavia, the invasion of Sierra Leone, and 

plenty of other instances. The growing rivalry between the US 

and EU represents a particularly frightening threat to world 

peace. A showdown between two nuclear-armed imperialist 

superpowers, probably fought out in the “third world", could 

have cataclysmic results for the planet as a whole. 

Too many trade unionists and progressive people have 

swallowed “the honeyed words" of pro-euro politicians and 

journalists. This pamphlet is a forceful and timely contribution 

to building a progressive front against the euro. if the left is to 

be successful in resisting what the author dubs an attempted 

“counter-revolution against 150 years of democratic 

advance", then YCL members and other progressive young 

people must familiarize themselves with the arguments and 

work much harder to take them to a mass audience. This 

pamphiet will prove an important tool in doing so. 

No to the Euro! can be ordered for £2.50 (including p&p) 

from the YCL at the usual address. 
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