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The struggles in response to the Con-
Dem tuition fee increase and aboli-
tion of the EMA have inspired us all.
Together, we’ve mobilised hundreds

of thousands of people, many of
whom have never been involved in
political action before.
School students and sixth-formers

have been at the forefront.
Many actions have been organised

and led by women.
Our protests have been ethnically

diverse.
We’ve dared to do more than just

polite A to B marches or lobbies of
councillors and MPs; we’ve organised
walk-outs, sit-downs and occupations.
We have, in short, sent a message to
the rest of our class; we do not have to
take the attacks from this government
lying down. And we won’t.
You might be reading bbaarrrriiccaaddee on

the next national day of  action. You
might be reading it on 11 December, a
day of  action called by the National
Campaign Against Fees and Cuts and
supported by a range of  other net-
works and campaigns. That is on a
weekend to allow more workers to par-
ticipate.
You might be reading it on the

demonstrations on the day of  the par-

liamentary vote on the tuition fee
increase.
The fact that you might have bought

this on any one of  a number of  actions
coming up in December shows that
we’re dealing with a pace of  political
activity unheard of  for the better part
of  a generation. But that pace will not
be maintained without organisation.
bbaarrrriiccaaddee thinks the ideas drawn up

by the National Campaign Against
Fees and cuts are really good... see
box!
bbaarrrriiccaaddee  also believes that a revo-

lutionary socialist politics of  class
struggle will be needed to defeat this
government. That doesn’t mean we
should wait for workers’ organisations
(trade unions, which can often be slug-
gish and bureaucratic) to wake up
before we act ourselves, but it does
mean understanding that the power to
defeat capitalism fundamentally lies
with the people who make it move –
workers. 
If  we base ourselves on workers’

struggles, and use our own energy and
direct action creativity to support them
and link them with our own, we can not
only resist immediate attacks but
launch an offensive of  our own that
can bring down the government. 

Organise!
In every college and every campus where action happens, we need ongoing organisation. Try and

get active students to meet every week and democratically decide how to take the campaign forward.
Where possible we should organise mass meetings in the college or uni, to make decisions about the
campaign.

Set up a campaign!
Set up a blog or a facebook group for your local campaign and link it to anticuts.com. Try to pull off

actions regularly, even if they are only small. Try making these demands –
•  Abolish Tuition Fees
• Save EMA
• No cuts to education
• Open the books – come clean about management salaries and money wasted on consultants

Coordinate!
Every city should have a city-wide general assembly every week that brings together representatives

of all the different college anti-cuts campaigns. These city-wide assemblies should make decisions
about joint actions. They should be run democratically – the chair should rotate and the meeting should
not be the ‘property’ of any one group or faction. Everyone should respect the decisions that get made
collectively.

Link up with trade unions!
Get in touch with trade unions in your school/college/university, and invite union representatives to

campaign meetings, and invite them to your city-wide coordination meetings. Students need to link up
with workers fighting cuts to other public services. This isn’t just about forming alliances with other
groups of people affected by the cuts; the working class is the force that makes society move, and
when the working class strikes, it can change the whole of society.

• Keep an eye on anticuts.com for the latest.
• Get in touch with the National Campaign Against Fees and Cuts

Students, workers
unite and fight!
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Are ye two vultures sick for battle,
Two scorpions under one wet stone,

Two bloodless wolves whose dry throats rattle,
Two crows perched on the murrained cattle,
Two vipers tangled into one. Percy Shelley

A lot of the press coverage of the student
struggles has focused on the “violent”
aspects of our actions (smashing a few
windows at Millbank, a few folk going a bit
nuts and kicking in a bus-stop or two, a
police van getting a little battered and
spray-painted, a few others bits and bobs
getting broken).

bbaarrrriiccaaddee reckons most of this was per-
fectly legitimate (especially the Millbank
stuff), and the stuff we wouldn’t condone
(whoever lobbed the fire-extinguisher off
the roof at Millbank should definitely have
stopped to think first) was hardly repre-
sentative of any significant proportion of
the movement.
The media has focused somewhat less

on the far greater levels of violence from
the other side. Particularly in London,
we’ve been confronted with police who
have literally gone out of their way to be
as violent as possible. And we’re not just
talking about the really obviously violent
stuff like clubbing us over the head with
batons or charging us on two-tonne hors-
es; we also reckon that keeping us
penned in on a freezing cold street with-
out access to food, water or toilets for
hours on end is a pretty violent act too.
So what are they up to? Did we just get

unlucky? Are London coppers just worse
than coppers in the rest of the country?
(Yes, actually, but that’s not the main rea-
son). 
If you’ve read up on your working-class

history you might recognise behaviour like
this. How about police horses charging
down pickets during the miners’ strike in
1984/5 (see picture) or at the Grunwick
strike in the late 1970s? Cops behave like
this because the police, as an institution,
is part of the armed machinery of the capi-
talist state — just like the military and the
prison system. It is that machinery that the
state uses to defend its interests at home
(from movements like ours which seek, in
the immediate term to shift the balance of
power away from capitalists and towards
the working-class) and extend its interests
abroad (invading countries like Iraq and
Afghanistan to salvage markets for profits
and patch up the fabric of world capital-
ism). 
That doesn’t mean every copper is a

bad person (although we can’t really
understand why anyone would ever get a
job in the police force), but it does mean
that when push comes to shove (literally),
the police will be mobilised to repress,
often using violence, movements that
challenge the interests of the rich and
powerful. 
A lot of people are learning difficult and

painful lessons about what the police are
really for, and they’re not for helping old
ladies cross the road. We don’t think they
can just be abolished overnight and some-
times we might even need to call on them
ourselves. But when we do that we should
do it with the knowledge of whose inter-
ests they really serve.
The violence that the capitalist state is

prepared to mete out even to a group of
schoolkids shows the lengths they’re pre-
pared to go to in order to defend their poli-
tics. It also shows that we’ve got them rat-
tled. On our next days of action, we need
to be prepared for a similar response from
the police and use effective tactics like sit-
downs and, if necessary, charges of our
own to break their kettles. Faced with
these levels of violence, a “non-violent”
response means rolling over.
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On 20 October, when t
he spending review wa

s announced, there wa
s a negative attitude in

 our Sixth

Form common room. P
eople were beginning t

o realise that the next 
five years weren't goin

g to be

easy. The scrapping of
 EMA, which helps ma

ny students at our Sixt
h Form, was not greete

d kindly,

especially after the Co
nservatives had previo

usly promised to keep 
it. However there was 

a much

greater sense of anger
 towards Liberal Demo

crats who were suppor
ting these ruthless cuts

 that they

had once so passionat
ely opposed. We felt majorly let down.

 Why did we deserve thes
e cuts? We

weren't the bankers wh
o got us into this mess

. I knew that this negat
ive attitude and anger 

could be

turned into something 
positive. It was clear th

at we had to do somet
hing. When I heard about the 

day

of action on 24 Novem
ber I knew we had to g

et involved. I decided t
o arrange a walkout at

 11am. The

idea was met with mas
sive support. All but a 

handful of the Sixth Fo
rm took part in the wal

kout.

Banners and Placards 
were made and the pre

ss were informed. Afte
r a brief rally in the com

mon room,

we left the school at el
even and walked down

 the main road near th
e school together. We were met by

the police and stopped
 but a small group gath

ered outside our local 
MP's office. After the e

vent there

was a huge sense of a
chievement, We had gained a lot of p

ublicity and most impo
rtantly had managed

to have our say and ta
ke part in a massively 

important nationwide e
vent. 

Harry Sinclair-Waugh
, North Leamington S

chool

It all started when a leaflet was handed around school. Somebody had heard from the National
Coalition Against Fees and Cuts about a National Day of Action. Most of the students didn’t know what
this meant. Why were we walking out? When told about the disgusting cuts and what would happen if
we didn’t fight for our futures, the entire school was bursting with conversations and general outrage at
the Conservative and Lib Dem Government. 
We held a few meetings to get the walkout organised. The first meeting we had was relatively small,
but many ideas were discussed. By the second meeting our campaign had grown much wider and
there were more people, but different people from those who were at the first meeting. By Tuesday
night we were all biting our fingers, wondering how many we’d actually get walking out, whether there’d
be enough of us to march into the city centre.

At 11 o’clock Wednesday morning, there was no doubt in our heads about this walkout, the school was
bustling with people walking about who should have been in lessons. Over 800 pupils walked out, virtu-
ally closing the school down. Following this we walked from our school to Roundhay High school to
meet with more students from their school. Our massive group of high-school students then walked the
two miles into the city centre to meet up with the university students and continue with the protest, and
to occupy Leeds university. Our march must have been an amazing sight to those we passed, many of
whom honked their horns or cheered at us as we passed. On Tuesday [30 Nov] we hope to, once
again, walk out and show our anger at these vicious cuts. In the future we believe that it would be a
good idea to do other things in protest, for example in school protests, strike-action or protests on the
weekends, as constantly walking out would run dry after a while. Know that whatever you, the people,
decide to do to fight these cuts, the students, be they high-school, college or university students, will
always back you! Look at the example us students have set. If we can do it, then why can’t you?

Liam Murphy, Seyamak Shaghouei, Alex Claxton-Mayer, Allerton
Grange, Leeds

Get that animal
off me

Why we walked out

copwatch
With the growing number of
demos against student cuts and
mounting concern about police
behaviour there should be inter-
esting times ahead for Copwatch,
a new organisation set up to doc-
ument and address unlawful
behaviour committed by the
police primarily in demo and
protest situations.
Copwatch feels it is time to cen-
trally record this behaviour and
make the information public.
Until now, reports of this nature
are spread across may organisa-
tions and the true scale of the
problem is not apparent.
By relying on photographic and
video evidence and statements
from members of the public, and
by gathering evidence itself,
Copwatch aims to call to account
each offending force and officer.
Complaints will be properly regis-
tered with the IPCC and relevant
information passed on to local
MPs and councillors.
If you have felt the unjust heavy
hand of the law and felt unable to
do anything about it or that a
complaint will go nowhere should
contact Copwatch for advice.
Copwatch also invites reports
and information from organisa-
tions regarding police behaviour
so it may consider whether a
class action lawsuit is necessary.
To add a report or to seek advice
visit www.copwatch.co.uk.

In the miners’ strike.....and today
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Around 50 students fro
m Queen Elizabeth Hig

h School in Hexham to
ok the train to Newcas

tle to join

protestors fighting aga
inst the scrapping of E

MA, the cuts to Higher
 Education and the nea

r-tripling of

university tuition fees o
n Wednesday 24 Novembe

r. At Hexham train stat
ion they were photogra

phed

and some students we
re interviewed by the lo

cal newspaper, the He
xham Courant. In the r

un-up to this

day of action the schoo
l stated to all parents t

hat it could not authori
se the walkout, but nei

ther could it

prevent students from 
protesting, and many o

f the teachers tacitly or
 explicitly expressed th

eir support.

However, they insisted
 that students could no

t gather at the front of 
school due to ‘health a

nd safety’

concerns. Another nati
onal day of action on t

he 30th will see more s
tudents along with sam

ba drum-

mers from QEHS joinin
g the demonstration. S

tudents are now plann
ing to start an anti-cuts

 group with

regular meetings in He
xham to discuss the cu

ts and how to take acti
on against them. A me

eting with

Conservative MP Guy 
Opperman is timetable

d.

Will Lloyd, Queen Eliza
beth High School 

The last protest [November 24] was a success. We had a presence in Whitehall, near Parliament and
near government buildings. MPs will have seen us on their way to work! We showed how passionate
and angry we are and we showed that we're not going to roll over or walk away. We made it clear that
we would organise more action, which is why we're here today [Tuesday November 30]. As for the vio-
lence, I think that smashing up a police van isn't really a terrible act of violence. It's not worse than ket-
tling, which is an absolute joke. I think if the movement carries on we're going to need regular meet-
ings, maybe in each college or across London-wide. The most important thing is that we keep the pres-
sure up.

Yusuf, Westminster Kingsway College

The end of an era...
BByy  DDaaiissyy

For many readers and film enthusiasts, it will be the end of an era when the much-
loved characters of the Harry Potter series grace the screen one last time in the sec-
ond part of Harry Potter and the Deathly Hallows. 
On a superficial level, the Harry Potter series might seem simply a story of good vs.

evil. Voldemort is a villain that everybody loves to hate, and that seems a good basis for
a story. However, J.K. Rowling goes deeper, using a fantasy setting to explore class
structures. She makes parallels to supremacist groups in the way the magical folk lord it
over the Muggles. When inside the Ministry, Harry, Ron, and Hermione see a monument
that features humans holding up a pillar that reads “Magic is Might”. Rather horrifyingly,
this is meant to show “humans in their rightful place”. 
There is also a second class division – pure-bloods vs. half-bloods and Muggle-borns

(so charmingly called “Mudbloods”). At Hogwarts, the Slytherin house is by far the snob-
biest and nastiest. Not surprising, given that the house’s symbol is a snake and that
Voldemort himself was sorted into Slytherin. 
Another theme parallel to class divisions is government. The Minister for Magic is

always in collaboration with his Muggle counterpart, the Prime Minister. As the books
become darker, we see more hostile government takeovers and corrupt politicians fight-
ing their way to power. 
With the new ‘evil’ Ministry, Voldemort is not the only bad guy. Dolores Umbridge man-

ages to make the colour pink, kittens, teacups, and even bows creepy. She is evil... in
pink. Another strong evil female character is Bellatrix Lestrange. She’s evil, unhinged,
and possessed of intense bloodlust. Those three are probably the cruellest characters,
who provide Harry, Hermione, and Ron with plenty of challenges.
However, that’s not to say that good vs. evil, class struggles, and corrupt governments

are all there is to Harry Potter. There’s close friendships, finding love, loyalty in adversity,
and family too. 
Harry accumulates a lot of allies along the way, but the focus is still on the threesome

of Harry, Hermione, and Ron. Rowling very neatly ties up loose ends in the epilogue of
the seventh book, showing them as married, happy, and parents to boot!
Speaking of parents, there is a strong theme of family running throughout all the

books. Harry lost his parents when he was very young and therefore lacked the essential
guidance and nurturing that all children need. After not getting love from his aunt and
uncle, Harry turned to external sources of comfort. The strongest of all his “surrogate
mothers” is Mrs Weasley, his best friend’s mother. In fact, Harry is pretty much an hon-
orary Weasley. 
It’s hard to pick the strongest father figure. Many have appeared throughout the books

— most notably: Mr Weasley, Sirius Black, Dumbledore, Hagrid, and Remus Lupin. 
By the start of the seventh book, that list is shortened to three, because, with love and

family, comes sacrifice. The previous sacrifices of both Dumbledore and Sirius continue
to haunt Harry, as well as the loss of his owl, Hedwig, who dies trying to save him.
Dobby, the brave and mischievous elf, dies helping Harry and his friends escape from the
clutches of Bellatrix Lestrange. In Harry Potter, as in life, good things must come to end,
and existence is fleeting.
There are many deeper themes to Harry Potter and in this first part of the epic finale

we see battles, evil governments, loyalty, love, and sacrifice.
The cast performed brilliantly, really drawing the audience into the story. A lot of peo-

ple, myself included, have grown up with Harry and his friends. Some people only really
got into reading because of Harry Potter. Now that it’s almost at the end, we’re reluctant
to let go. It’s like the loss of some good friends.
If at the end of reading this, you haven’t guessed that I’m recommending watching this

film, then you obviously haven’t read it closely enough! My major complaint is only that
we have wait until next year for the second half. It’s a fantastic film peppered with the
good, the bad, and the funny. So, treat yourself to a few hours with Harry, Ron, and
Hermione in Harry Potter and the Deathly Hallows: Part One.

Why we walked out

Stop locking up children!
By Dan

Despite the government’s
pledge to end the detention of
child migrants, no definite
plan has yet been proposed to
make sure that the powers
currently being used to detain
children are abolished.
Children are still being locked
up!
A recent report by the

Medical Justice Network pro-
vides details on dawn raids
used against families, issues
of  malnourishment in deten-
tion centres, reports of  vio-
lence and assault on
detainees and the develop-
ment of  severe psychological
trauma and physical health
problems amongst child
detainees.  
The statistics are a real horror story; 79% of  children were “particularly trauma-

tised during a dawn raid” with 10% witnessing or experiencing violence; parents
reported that 47% of  children would not eat the food provided in detention cen-
tres, with 8% being unable to eat the food without vomiting. 97% of  children
demonstrated “behavioural changes”, with 78% expressing fear, anxiety or dis-
tress. Six children had thoughts about suicide either during or after their deten-
tion and three girls attempted to commit suicide.
The detention of  children demonstrates the complete lack of  regard capitalist

governments have for human life. It should be abhorred by every person on the
planet and must be ended.

College and school stu-
dents talk about why they
walked out from their les-
sons on 24 November.

Get in touch with the
National Coalition Against
Fees and Cuts:
07775 763 750, facebook,
twitter and
www.anticuts.com



BByy  AAlleexx

The question of how to respond to reli-
gion, and the fact that a lot of working-
class people (particularly in the so-called
“developing world”) hold religious beliefs,
has been a tricky issue for revolutionaries
for... well, forever really.
Karl Marx famously described religion

as an “opiate”, comparing it to a drug that
people take to make themselves feel bet-
ter rather than actually dealing with the
root causes of their problems. He said
that it promised people a “heart in a heart-
less world” but only provided an “illusory
happiness”. We think that was pretty
much spot-on then and remains pretty
much spot-on now. Plus the actual drugs
are better these days anyway, so why
would we need ones that come with back-
wards moral codes and dietary laws
attached to them?
The overwhelming weight of scientific

discovery has edged out any real possibil-
ity whatsoever that some realm — spiritu-
al, supernatural, call it what you want –
might exist beyond the material universe.
It’s true that, because of the omnipresent
yet intangible nature that religious believ-
ers claim their deities have, it’s not possi-
bly to conclusively “prove” that god does-
n’t exist. 
But the “chocolate teapot” analogy is

useful here; we can’t “prove” that their
isn’t a chocolate teapot orbiting the sun
because we’ll never get close enough to
find out. But everything we know about a)
chocolate, b) teapots, c) sun and d) the
nature of celestial orbits tells us that this is
impossible. It’s the same with god. 
We also have to look at the social role

that religion plays. It’s true that it can help
people with tough lives make it through
the day. It can be a source of comfort and
hope. It can offer an escape from the mis-
ery of everyday life. But all of that is also
true of crack cocaine. And while I can
understand why people might get hooked
on crack I wouldn’t necessarily recom-
mend it as a good idea.
But religion’s actually worse than this.

Whenever religion enters the political
sphere it reveals itself as a thoroughly
barbaric force. Whether that’s Islamist
governments in Iran or Saudi Arabia using
religion to justify the stoning of women,
whether it’s jihadi terrorists flying planes
into buildings, whether it’s Christian funda-
mentalists attacking gay people or abor-
tion clinics, whether it’s Jewish zealots in
Israel building settlements on Palestinian
land, whether it’s Hindu sectarians attack-
ing Muslims in India, the role of religion in

politics has been, throughout history, cate-
gorically very bad indeed.
Unfortunately, organised religion is cur-

rently on the offensive. It wants more and
more of public life to be subordinated to
its narrow views. In the past few years
we’ve seen bigots from Christianity, Islam
and Sikhism protest against various forms
of artistic expression in Britain and else-
where against Europe. In one instance,
Sikh fundamentalists were able to get a
play, ‘Bezhti’, effectively banned because
it depicted a rape in a gudwara and was
mildly critical of the Sikh clergy.
I haven’t seen the play. I don’t know

whether its content was “offensive” as the
protesters claimed. Frankly I don’t care;
no-one should have the right not to be
offended! Religious beliefs are beliefs like
any other; they should not be entitled to
any special protection from criticism (even
“offensive” criticism).
People should be free to believe what-

ever they like, and if they choose to
believe that the moon is made out of
cheese or that it’s evil to be gay or that
women should cover their hair or even
their faces if they want to go outside, then
the rest of us should be free to tell them
that they’re wrong. 
As opponents of the system that makes

people’s lives so miserable that they need
to turn to “opiates” in the first place, we
should focus our main fire on the root
causes rather than the symptoms. 
We should also defend anyone who is

subject to racism or state persecution
because of their religion. But we also
need to understand the role religion plays
when it becomes an organised political
force, and fight against it.

This is barricade
Welcome to barricade, a new socialist publication for young people. barricade is a space where young people can learn about socialist ideas and the history of  working-
class struggle, but this isn't a political theory textbook or a history book. It's a place where young people who're involved in activist politics — or who want to
become involved in activist politics — can share, discuss and debate ideas. Every issue will feature reports of  ongoing campaigns, activist news from the UK and
around the world, and more. barricade belongs to the people who read it; if  you've got something to say, write for barricade and make it your own.

barricade was launched by young members of  Workers’ Liberty, a revolutionary socialist organisation active in working-class struggle in the UK, but you don’t have to
be a Workers’ Liberty member to support us. No prior knowledge or political experience is required to get involved with barricade; just a healthy contempt for
bosses, bureaucrats, Tories, New Labour types, smug Lib Dems, middle-class moralisers, homophobes, racists, sexists, bigots of  all varieties, the Royal Family and
other parasites, and the rich in general. So if  you...

...have ever worked in a shitty job for crap wages and been pushed around by your boss

...think that there's something wrong with a society in which a tiny minority controls all the wealth

...think that racism and fascism and those, like the BNP, who peddle them can fuck off

...resent the fact that education is mostly training for the workplace and, if  we make it to university, we have to pay through the nose for the privilege of  getting it
…know which side you're on when any group of  workers, anywhere in the world, take on their bosses

...then barricade is for you. barricade isn't just words on a page; if  you agree with the revolutionary socialist politics barricade fights for, then get involved. Take
copies to sell or distribute at your school, college or workplace and discuss the ideas. Happy troublemaking....

Write to us: barricade@workersliberty.org Find us: www.workersliberty.org/barricade Talk to us: 02072074673

By Rosie

The national conflict in Israel/Palestine has been
one of the most consistently high-profile conflicts in
world politics for many years. It inspires enormous
passion and controversy on all sides; anyone who’s
ever attended a meeting about the issue may have
experienced some of that first hand. But not every-
one — including some of the people who’re most
passionate! — have a genuine understanding of the
roots of the conflict. 

While the issues are undoubtedly complex, one
immediate dynamic is simple. One state, Israel,
which has a first-world economy and one of the
most powerful militaries on the planet, is occupying
the land where the Palestinian Arab people live and
has been doing so since 1967.  

The establishment of the state of Israel in 1948
was a rather botched attempt to deal with the reali-
ty that a large number of Jews, most of whom were
refugees from Nazi genocide, were now living in
historic Palestine. Most of these Jews had nowhere
else to go. The UN proposed a plan that created
two states, one for the Jews and one for the
Palestinian Arabs. But in the war that followed the
creation of the Israeli-Jewish state (which also
included the effective forced exile of nearly 800,000
Palestinians), the Palestinian state was snuffed out.
Egypt and Jordan grabbed most of its territory. 

In 1967, the Israeli state extended its borders by
occupying the two territories in which most
Palestinians now live, Gaza and the West Bank.
That occupation includes a massive range of daily
brutalisations and humiliations of Palestinians, from
the checkpoint network that inhibits their movement
right through to full-scale military incursions. Israel
is a highly militarised society, with compulsory
national service in the army. Its media helps main-
tain support for the occupation by promoting a
siege mentality amongst Israeli people. 

In terms of the basic power dynamic underlying
the conflict, Israel is the oppressor state and the
Palestinians are the oppressed people. There is a
struggle for Palestinian national liberation.  

But this does not mean that the situation is sim-
ply one of good vs bad. Politics is not a football
match, and it’s not a case of “bad Israelis against

good Palestinians”. Most socialists have historically
fought for the right of national groups (people who
share a language, culture and history and who
inhabit a distinct geographical territory) to have
“self-determination”, that is, the right to govern
themselves within that territory including by setting
up a separate nation-state (country) if they wish. 

The Palestinians’ right to self-determination is
clearly being stamped on and blocked by the Israeli
occupation. But what about the Israeli-Jews (who
also represent a national group by any reasonable
definition of the term)? Shouldn’t they have the right
to self-determination too?

Workers’ Liberty, the socialist organisation which
sponsors bbaarrrriiccaaddee, believes they should, though
their expression of that self-determination shouldn’t
prevent the Palestinians from claiming their rights.
We believe that a mutual recognition of national
rights is possible within a two-state framework. That
means an immediate end to the occupation, the
unconditional withdrawal of all Israeli troops from
the West Bank and Gaza, the dismantlement of
Israeli settlements in Palestinian territory, and the
immediate establishment of a fully independent,
secure Palestinian state whose economy should be
helped toward levelling up with Israel’s through
massive reparations. 

The pre-1967 borders are a model for how that
settlement might look geographically.

That’s not a perfect solution to the conflict. It
does not in itself represent justice for the 800,000
Palestinians forced from their homes in 1948. But it
is a framework that guarantees some basic rights
for both peoples and ends the immediate dynamic
of the national-military oppression of one over the
other. 

Ultimately, we believe that the working-class of
both nations — Israeli-Jewish and Palestinian-Arab
— have more in common with each other than they
do with “their” bosses. To really change the world
around them they need to unite across borders,
and against borders, in a struggle for socialism. But
that unity is impossible without a settlement that
allows mutual national rights. That’s why ending the
occupation and winning an independent Palestine
alongside Israel is the first step to building a move-
ment that can destroy national oppression forever.
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Here’s god?

Bigotry is bigotry

A younger person’s guide to:
The Israel-Palestine conflict


