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From the Editor 
 

This is the last issue of NewSouthendian in 
this academic year, and is also the last issue 
of the school magazine that I will be a part 
of. This has been my main extra-curricular 
pursuit for the last two years, and it has been 
worth every moment, for the experience and 
skills that I have gained, and also for the  
chance to work with such a great team - of 
volunteers, no less. 
 
There are things that I hope we have all 
gained from this year, like feeling part of a 
team, developing useful skills and creating a 
product that we are proud of. I am pleased to 
report that in our survey, there was an 
overwhelming consensus that we had 
achieved all of that and more. Interestingly, 
respondents spoke most highly of the contri-
bution the magazine has made to the school, 
with 91% strongly agreeing that our work has 
a positive impact on the SHSB community.  
 
NewSouthendian will be an aspect of my time 
at this school that I will always hold in high 
regard, and it is perhaps the part of the 
school that I will miss the most. This editorõs 
note marks the end of my year as editor-in-
chief and of my two years as designer of the 
magazine; the baton will pass in September 
to a current Year 12 student, supported by 
many new faces and some old ones, too. 
 
As I depart, the magazine leaves its infancy. I 
wish you all every success in your futures. 
However, one question remains, of what the 
future holds for our magazine. As to the 
answer, only time will tell. 
Jack Duffield 
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Once the Tsars were overthrown in 
1917, Lenin returned to Russia from 
exile in Switzerland. As the Bolsheviks 
had to operate underground, he had to 
enter Russia disguised as an industrial 
worker. He sneaked in unnoticed. 
 
In 1918, two attempts on Leninôs life 
were made in the space of seven 
months, but incredibly, both failed. The 
first attempt on his life came in January 
1918 in Petrograd (now St. Peters-
burg), outside the Finland train station.  
 
A Swiss communist called Fritz Platten 
took a bullet for him, and Lenin was 
unhurt. In the second attempt that 
August, he was shot by a Socialist 
Revolutionary (at the time, the rival anti
-Tsarist peasantsô party to the Bolshe-
viks in Russia) called Fanny Kaplan, 
after giving a speech in Moscow. This 
time the bullets found their target, 

Lenin being seriously injured both in 
his neck and his shoulder. One of his 
lungs was punctured. But he still 
survived. 
 
To think how the course of history 
couldôve been altered if he had not had 
this tremendous luck! Three run-ins 
with disaster, and he escaped them all. 
Lenin eventually died in 1924 ï though 
his health had been deteriorating since 
1922. Some say the lodged bullets 
partly caused his ill health. Neverthe-
less, Leninôs personal charisma, 
passion and leadership qualities were 
immense. Without him, it seems 
unlikely that communism as a govern-
ment form wouldôve ever got off the 
ground at all. 
 
So what wouldôve happened in his 
absence? Perhaps Trotsky couldôve 
solely led the Bolsheviks in the 

Vladimir Ilyich Lenin 
Would the world have been the same without him? 



October Revolution and the Civil War. 
But it seems unlikely ï their loyalty to 
Lenin as an individual was, at times, the 
only thing that held the Party leaders 
together. 
 
If Lenin had been arrested before the 
October Revolution, then the Provisional 
Government, put in place after the Tsar 
abdicated, would have remained in 
power. This meant that, unlike Lenin, 
Russia wouldôve probably stuck out the 
final stages of World War One, rather 
than withdraw at the start of 1918. 
 
And this means that, despite their 
horrendous performance throughout the 
war, Russia might just have been able to 
throttle Germany to defeat on the 
Eastern Front, simply by out-lasting 
them, and end the war sooner. Russia 
may have been able to retain its imperial 
possessions, and possibly gain territory 
from the Germans, improving Russiaôs 
position on the world stage significantly 
over what Lenin managed with the 
Treaty of Brest-Litovsk, which forced 
Russia to make huge concessions to 
Germany. 
 
The Provisional Government may have 
been able to avoid a civil war - without a 
strong communist party to rival it; it 
should have been able to crush the 
Social Revolutionary peasant party and 
begin economic recovery. But the big 
knock-on effect here would have been in 
Germany itself ï without Leninôs USSR, 
the fear of red revolution there would not 
have been anywhere near as great. 
Hitler won the 1933 general election in 
part because of fear of communism, and 
he was able to consolidate his power 
through the state of emergency he 
declared after the Reichstag Fire ï which 
was started by a Dutch communist. 
 
Without a USSR, Hitlerôs regime would 
not have been able to secure itself, and 
even if it did, he would not have likely 
invaded an economically stronger and 
more modern capitalist Russia, than as 
was historically the case. After all, the 

Nazis liked to pretend their Soviet 
invasion was a crusade against com-
munism, and Hitler genuinely believed 
that, with the communist society, ñYou 
only have to kick in the door and the 
whole rotten structure will come crashing 
down!ò  The Chinese Communist Party 
wouldôve also been massively disadvan-
taged ï there is a good chance they 
would not have won their civil war, or 
rebuilt their country, without Soviet help 
either. A Communist China wouldnôt 
have lasted. 
 
The chances are, then, that there 
wouldnôt have been a World War Two. 
Germany wouldôve regained its interna-
tional standing, as it was gradually doing 
in the 1920s, with or without Hitler. It 
would have remained unified after 1945. 
With Russia on equal footing with the 
West, the great tensions of the Cold War 
would probably have also been avoided. 
That would have meant no divided 
Germany, no Berlin wall, no Eastern Bloc 
(as it would likely have been under direct 
Russian control, rather than USSR 
influence) ï and no Cuban Missile Crisis. 
 
Through to today ï what would the 
situation be? A lack of extreme ideology 
in Europe would have made it much 
more peaceful, but nationalist move-
ments in Russia would have probably 
reclaimed their countriesô independence.  
 
The wealth inequalities from east to west 
would not be so great as today, but 
equally, socialism may not have had as 
much progress as it did ï without 
communism raising the issue of class 
conflict, maybe the socialist branch of UK 
politics, Labour, would not have imple-
mented the welfare state. 
 
So, there you have it. We have Lenin to 
thank for a lot of things, ranging from the 
Holocaust to your local walk-in GPé 
Luke Mitchell 
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Saving the Planet 

New York City, Las Vegas, Tokyo: the 
bright lights and booming streets of 
these colossal cities attract thousands 
of people from across the world. Itôs 
easy to get caught up in the exciting 
bustle of city life, but itôs just as easy to 
forget how these astonishing places 
can have such a drastic effect on our 
environment. 
 
There are many contenders for the title 
of óthe most wasteful city in the worldô. 
Dubbed as megacities, highly populat-
ed places like Los Angeles, Cairo and 
Mexico City are renowned for their 
catastrophic contribution to our environ-
ment. 
 
Have you ever walked through Times 
Square, or seen the vibrant Vegas 
strip? While all those dazzling lights are 
impressive, they are monumental 
contributors to our Earthôs issue of 
climate change. New York Cityôs lights 
burn bright 24 hours a day ï hence why 
we call her óthe city that never sleepsô ï 
but the rest of the world pays a price. 
 
Other, not so sensational, cities and 
towns in all corners of the world are 
having to dim their streetlights and cut 
back on their usage of electricity, in 
order to keep cities like New York so 
bright. 
 
Arguably, these megacities do need to 
use up a lot of resources so that they 
can keep their vast population running 
seamlessly on a day to day basis. Yet 
there must be a more environmentally 
friendly way to ensure the smooth 
running of city life. For example, in 
Iceland, an impressive 100% of their 
electricity comes from renewable 
sources, like wind and hydro-power. 

Countries like Iceland have shown us 
that it is possible to keep a country ï let 
alone a city ï running on environmen-
tally friendly methods. 
 
So, what do these megacities actually 
do to cause so much damage? Tokyo, 
the capital city of Japan, generated 
11.9 million metric tons of solid waste 
in just 2011 alone, whilst Mexico City 
generated 12.2 million metric tons in 
the same year, not to mention the 
damages of other megacities such as 
Istanbul, Mumbai, Cairo and Los 
Angeles. 
 
New York City often tops the list of 
most wasteful cities in the world, in 
terms of its damaging contributions to 
pollution, rubbish and electrical waste. 
The city is the largest consumer of 
energy and water in the world, whilst it 
generated a staggering 33.2 million 
metric tons of waste in the year 2011. It 
generates nearly three times as much 
waste as Mexico City. 
According to CBC, 76% of New York 
Cityôs residential garbage is sent to 
landfill sites, whilst only a mere 14% is 
recycled and the final 10% is converted 
into energy. 
 
It seems that all the statistics point to 
New York City as the most wasteful city 
in the world. Our Earth harbours too 
many of these destructive megacities.  
 
New methods need to be devised and 
implicated into these cities so that their 
damage to the rest of the world can be 
reduced. So, where would be a good 
place to start this clean-up process? 
The most wasteful place in the world: 
New York City. 
Camille Meehan 

What is the most wasteful city in the world? 


























