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VOTE YES:
• to save the NHS
• to protect benefits
• to scrap Trident
• to close the wealth gap
• for proper democracy
• for a fairer society
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EDITORIAL

by Ken Ferguson

AFTER DAYS of “Plan B”

pounding, with a crescendo of
unionist press criticism aiming
to paint the broad-based, mass
Yes campaign as simply being
about Alex Salmond, the latest
polls show yet another move towards Yes. For socialists, the notion that an ill-tempered finger
pointing debate between to besuited male politicians would be
that elusive “game changer”
was always a dubious proposition, and so it has proved.
The greatest achievement of
the Yes campaign has been the
creation of a Scotland-wide,
cross party/no party mass movement which has energised and
engaged tens of thousands of
people not just around independence but shaping a vision of a
different kind of Scotland.
It is this mass movement
knocking on doors, organising
packed public meetings and delivering leaflets across Scotland
which is either simply ignored by
the small band of commentators
and journalists in the ever-shrinking mainstream media, or simply
beyond their understanding.

Spin doctors

For them, the world is
bounded by the walls of Holyrood and Westminster, the spoon
feeding of party spin doctors and
equally spoon-fed “leaks” leading to the “Daily Blah Blah can
reveal” type tales pretending to
be real news.
Increasingly, this is leading to
two parallel worlds – one of “official” politics served up in preordained unionist dishes, and that
of the army activists interacting
day after day with their fellow
citizens who find growing support for the Yes message.
Important and also largely ignored by mainstream journalists
has been the alternative of highly
successful websites and blogs
which simply cut out the prounionist press barons and report
the reality, in unfiltered fashion,
of the Yes campaign.
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PARCEL OF ROGUES STEP UP LIE
CAMPAIGN AS INDYREF LOOMS

DARLING OF THE BANKERS: the No campaign’s Alistair Darling backs banker bonuses, war and austerity

The importance of this development is underscored in a report that the Newsnet Scotland
site has just reached a new peak
of 300,000 unique visitors in
the past month.
But perhaps the most significant aspect of the campaign has
been the contrasting approach
of the Yes and No sides of the
debate. Essentially, Yes has portrayed a vision of a dramatically
changed Scotland which puts the
needs of its people at the heart of
government, guarantees rights in
a range of issues from healthcare
to a nuclear-free Scotland, including basic human rights.
This vision has both bolstered
the case for independence and
taken it into new areas of discussion in a bid to ensure a society
shaped by the needs and demands of a multi cultural 21st
century Scotland.
Ranged against this, the three
party, pro-British alliance
grouped round Better Together
which has waged a relentlessly
negative campaign of fear and
smear and offered no alternative
to the current austerity dominated war-obsessed UK.
This lack of an alternative vision is no accident but rather
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serves to highlight the fact the
Westminster trio are all entirely
content that the current UK is, to
adapt their own slogan, “the best
of all worlds”.
So its ok to drive people to despair with the hated Bedroom
Tax so long as you keep nuclear
weapons and build aircraft carriers which have no planes.
Indeed, amidst the union jack
waving at the launch of the first
of these white elephants, the
quaintly titled First Sea Lord told
us that they would project British
power in the world. He appeared
blissfully unaware of the disastrous consequences of such examples of this doctrine in Iraq
and Afghanistan.

Reptilian contribution

It is perhaps then no great surprise then that such a world “vision” – firmly rooted in the
imperial past – should attract
backing from such soul mates as
Barack Obama and the Chinese
Communist Party.
But the gold medal for the
most reptilian contribution backing the No camp to date must go
to repulsive right wing Australian Prime Minster Tony
Abbot’s painting of Yes cam-
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paigners as “enemies of freedom”. This from a man who
runs one of the most right wing
governments in the self-described democratic world, with a
record of climate change denial
and brutal repression against
refugees fleeing tyranny.
Notably, not a cheep of reproach was levelled at this reactionary tirade from Westminster
MPs who regularly lambast the
EU for “sticking its nose” in
UK affairs. It is this pro-big
business, planet-trashing, warbacking vision which has now
been challenged by the progressive vision of the mass citizens’
movement backing Yes.
As flash of lightning illuminates
a stormy night, the pro-fat cat vision of No was revealed, as a hectoring Alistair Darling pressed his
“Plan B” fakery on Salmond in the
TV debate with the warning that
“the financial markets” were waiting on his reply.
So a former revolutionary
Marxist, now a fully paid-up
backer of banker bonuses, war
and greed sums up the No case.
Only a Yes vote can open a
different path which breaks with
this outdated vision and puts
people before profit.

JOHN McALLION

by John McAllion

THE TIMING of the inde-

pendence referendum was always going to cause major
problems for the No camp. For
more than four years Scotland
has suffered under a government it did not elect and from
policies for which there is no
popular support.
The bitter experience of a
British Cabinet stuffed with
millionaires waging class war
against working people inevitably makes Westminster
government a hard sell to the
vast majority of Scots.
Labour’s answer to this
problem was to argue that
Scots should vote No in 2014
and then Labour in 2015. Their
British leader, Ed Miliband,
came north to argue that under
a future Labour government
the UK would be very different.
He promised the Scottish
Labour conference a “British
race to the top”. A Labour government, he declared, would
deliver a fairer and more equal
Britain – a Britain in which the
flame of social justice would
again burn brightly. A No vote
was a vote for social justice.

Conference rhetoric

Predictably, this line of argument was warmly welcomed
by Labour activists and supporters. It got them off the
hook of appearing to be on the
same side as the Tories and
the Liberal Democrats. They
were now able to argue that
the austerity cuts, the welfare
reforms, the attacks on the
public sector were the result of
the wrong kind of UK government not of the UK itself.
It also allowed them to project
a British Labour government as
the socially just alternative to
the break-up of Britain.
Unfortunately, Labour’s real
policies fail to match Ed
Miliband’s conference rhetoric.
Far from re-igniting the
British flame of social justice,
the declared policies of a fu-

Never mind Salmond –
what’s Labour’s ‘Plan B’
to halt ConDem cuts?

LABOUR – DIFFICULT TO STOMACH: much like Miliband’s bacon sarnie

ture Labour government would
simply carry on where the
Coalition government leaves
off. While the unionist press
and media hunt down the
SNP’s plan B for a post-independence currency, no one
seems to have noticed that
Labour lacks its own plan B alternative to the core policies of
the Tory/Lib Dem government.
It is widely acknowledged
that the majority of the Coalition’s planned austerity cuts
have yet to be implemented.
£25billion worth of cuts to public spending are scheduled to
occur in the fiscal year 201516, conveniently after the UK
general election in May 2015.
It is a given that these cuts
will go ahead in the event of
another Tory or Tory-led government. What is less well understood is that they will also
go ahead in the event of a
Labour government. Both
Miliband and his shadow
chancellor Balls have promised to match the Coalition
cuts “pound for pound” as part
of their deficit reduction plan.

Labour in Westminster also
voted with the Tories and the
Lib Dems to place a cap on
welfare spending. We know
from the latest available figures that there are now
820,000 people in Scotland
who are officially classified as
living in poverty.
This represents an increase
of 110,000 over the year before.
When the cuts planned for
2015/16 are implemented the
number of Scots living in
poverty will crash through the
million mark. Labour’s support
for capping welfare spending
at a time of rising demand for
welfare support means that in
government they too would hit
the poorest and the most vulnerable workers.
Like the Tories and the Lib
Dems they have become
strangers to the very idea of
social justice.
With the sole exception of
the Bedroom Tax, Labour
backs the Coalition government’s wider welfare reform
package. The attacks on people with disabilities, the sanc-
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tioning of JobSeeker’s Allowance
claimants,
the
scourge of the “fitness for work
tests”, the £18billion package
of cuts to a range of welfare
benefits all carry “Labour” as
well as “Coalition” branding.
While the gap between rich
and poor widens and the number of working poor rises, the
one-time “People’s Party”
turns a blind eye and promises
to get tough on the welfare
scroungers in pursuit of a
friendly headline in the Daily
Mail.
At a recent independence
hustings two Labour politicians
tried to argue that Scotland
should remain part of the UK
as an “act of solidarity” with
workers elsewhere on these islands. A trade unionist in the
audience had to remind them
that during 13 years in government Labour had steadfastly
refused to repeal the Tory law
making solidarity acts between
workers in Britain illegal.
Indeed, it was a Labour
Prime Minister who boasted
that the UK had the toughest
anti-union laws in the European Union. Both Labour and
Tory governments want to
keep those laws in place.

Southern electorate

Ultimately, all Westminster
parties are deeply influenced
by the political culture prevalent
in the south east of England.
Below a line drawn from The
Wash on the east coast of England to the Bristol Channel on
the west coast there are 302
Westminster
parliamentary
seats – almost half of all seats
in the House of Commons.
Winning a UK election
means pitching your appeal
and your policies at that southern electorate. That stark electoral reality has drawn all of
the Westminster parties on to
the same political terrain as
outlined above. We can only
break with their socially unjust
policies if we first break with
the British state itself.
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WHAT WILL AN INDY SCOTLAND
DO FOR OUR ENVIRONMENT?

ENVIRONMENT

by John Finnie MSP

SO, WHAT will an independ-

ent Scotland do for Scotland’s
precious environment?
Launching the Scottish Government’s new paper Scotland’s
Future and the Environment,
with six weeks to go to the referendum, the Minister for Environment and Climate Change, Paul
Wheelhouse was clear the
gains would be:
“Enshrining environmental
protection in a written constitution; Creating a nuclear-free
nation; A fairer share of EU
funding to target at environmental schemes; Direct representation in Europe, with the
opportunity to drive the policy
agenda and help Europe meet
its own challenges and secure
fairer funding to protect and enhance Scotland’s environment;
A seat at the global top table to
show international leadership
in tackling climate change and
championing climate justice”
So let’s examine those
claims. There is no doubt that
there is support to use a constitution to mark out the territory
citizens wish respected by their
government. Giving a welcome
to the announcement, Friends
of the Earth Scotland said:
“A constitutional guarantee
gives the highest possible legal
status for protecting and enhancing the environment and
acting on climate change.”

Slick advertising

However, you need only look
at the slick advertising of the
polluting multi-nationals to see
that they purport to place the
same priority on ‘environmental
protection’ as you or I.
As has been said many
times, the key to drafting a constitution is that it’s not left to the
politicians. The energy and
public engagement the independence debate has created
must be harnessed for this important task.
Let us use meetings in our
village halls, our community
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DOUNREAY: ‘exotic fuel’ is currently transported to Sellafield in Cumbria
centres and our workplaces to
write our constitution. Let’s not
use Holyrood and certainly not
tolerate any input from corporate headquarters, here or
elsewhere.
The nuclear-free goal must
be taken to refer not only to the
UK’s nuclear arsenal, stored 30
miles from Glasgow, but also
nuclear power stations.
The UK Government’s direction of travel, away from renewable to subsidising French and
Chinese Governments to provide nuclear power, adds to our
challenges.
We know that work has
begun on a major overhaul of
the nuclear power station at
Hunterston in Ayrshire, extending the station’s working life by
seven years. That means in
2023, both Scotland’s nuclear
power stations, Hunterston and
Torness, are due to be decommissioned. Let’s ensure they
are not replaced!
The money spent upgrading
Hunterston will create more
jobs if we invest it in energy efficiency, insulating people’s
homes, and in particular in renewables, and not create more
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nuclear waste, for which we
have no solution.
Of course, the perennial
issue of Dounreay’s exotic
fuel – ‘waste’ to you and I – and
its transportation to Sellafield in
Cumbria shows the obstacles
in the way of achieving meaningful nuclear-free status.
“EU funding” is an odd addition to the Government’s list
and is directly linked with “direct representation” in Europe.
The EU will welcome an independent Scotland.
The fact the UK sold Scotland short in negotiations is apparent for all to see, Scotland’s
fishing fleet famously seen as
being expendable.
What’s needed is a revitalised inshore fishing fleet
which enjoys the level of public
subsidy that our farmers enjoy.
I recently debated with a Tory
farmer who, in relation to my
challenge that those paying the
penalty for the national debt incurred were not those who incurred it, continually referred to
himself as a businessman - but
without significant public subsidies his business would have
gone bust a long time ago.
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Finally, the Minister commends an independent Scotland having “A seat at the
global top table to show international leadership in tackling
climate change and championing climate justice.”
Scotland is acknowledged as
being the country which set the
most ambitious climate change
targets and, in so doing, in our
own small way has been seen
in many quarters as showing
global leadership disproportionate to our size.
It is of course fair to report
that whilst the challenging targets are impressive, failure in
the last two years to achieve
those targets has been very
unimpressive, not least given
the further challenges ahead.

Land ownership

Only this week, under threat
from rising sea levels and
tsunamis, the authorities of a
provincial capital in the Solomon
Islands decided to relocate from
a small island, less than two metres above sea-level.
Global warming is a challenge
for all of humanity and isn’t going
away. That was a brief snap shot
of environmental issues.
Land ownership, who controls what and in whose interest, is another unresolved
issue. Energy is the key to our
future and an independent
Scotland must prioritise people
ahead of profit and that will be
done by facilitating more public
and community ownership.
So, yes an independent
Scotland will be good for our
environment, however, we
need a change of attitude from
the endless quest for ‘growth’
which too often means maximise profits at the expense of
the workforce and their environment.

With a month to go, Colin
Fox looks at the key issue
in the indy debate

WITH ONE month to go until
the independence referendum
the opinion polls give the No
side a lead of between 4 per cent
[Panelbase 17/8/14] and 14 per
cent [YouGov 18/8/14] depending on whom you believe. But
with the high level of ‘undecideds’ no one can say for certain
what the final result will be.
This remarkable position has
been achieved by thousands of
dedicated Yes activists who have
worked tirelessly these past two
years to ensure Scotland fully
debates the political
issues involved in this referendum. And they will continue to
work like giants until the polling
stations close on 18 September.
Whilst the referendum debate
is fundamentally about prosperity, fairness and democracy the
media coverage in recent weeks
has been fixated on ‘the currency
issue’ which they insist ‘refuses
to go away’.
They are wrong to do so for
the fact is the vote will be won
or lost in the housing schemes
of Scotland as working class
people weigh up whether or not
they will be better off with independence.

Living standards

Will they share in the prosperity of a newly independent country? Will the great wealth of
Scotland ever be used to eradicate poverty and deprivation?
Will the working class majority
get the opportunity to flourish
when Scotland is finally able to
take charge of our own decision
making processes?
The economic picture often
provides contradictory evidence
as for example when the employment figures were released
last week. On the one hand they
show that Scotland is out of the
worst recession in 80 years and
heading for growth of around 3.5
per cent this year. The No campaign claim this shows that the

Indy benefits not currency
decisive for working class
COLIN FOX

OPTIONS: keep the pound, join another currency or establish our own

UK and Scottish economies are
flourishing and that it would be
‘madness’ to ‘separate’.
‘Happy days are here again’
they insist, but the problem with
this narrative is that the living
standards of the majority of Scots
continues to fall. The employment
figures show record numbers of
people in work yet average wages
rose just 1 per cent.
Wages normally rise in periods of high employment as the
bosses bid against each other for
the available labour. Despite
record numbers in the labour
market however wages continue
to fall in real terms [inflation is
running at 2.5 per cent].
This puzzle is explained by
the fact that the overwhelming
majority of these new jobs are
poorly paid, casual, part-time,
insecure and service based.
The exploitation of Scottish
labour continues therefore at a
relentless pace and there are
more people living in poverty in
Scotland today who are in work
than ever before.
The closure of the Ferguson
shipyard in Port Glasgow this

week gives us another glimpse at
the Scottish labour market and
its deteriorating working conditions and living standards. The
170 employees of the Clyde’s
last remaining commercial shipyard [once the busiest river in
the world for building ships]
have lost their skilled, full time,
unionised and relatively well
paid jobs and now face the certainty of re-entering a labour
market where only part time, insecure, causal and non-union
jobs are available.
Yet the worsening conditions
of Scotland’s working class has
barely featured in ‘the leaders
debates’, the media coverage or
in the ‘pollsters’ questions. They
all miss its significance.
The currency issue on the
other hand has been talked about
ad infinitum as the No side seek
to frighten and confuse voters.
When the history of this referendum is finally written no issue
will have been discussed more
often and shown to have been a
bigger ‘red herring’.
There are, as the SSP has frequently pointed out, only four
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options in this debate; keep the
pound formally or informally,
join another currency [like the
Euro] or establish our own.
The Scottish Government has
said it would maintain the existing arrangements and keep Scotland within a Sterling zone. The
SSP has no problem with this as
a transitional arrangement to
take us from here through the
16-month independence negotiations to full independence.
Thereafter we believe it is in
Scotland’s best interests to have
our own currency. That way we
would set our own exchange
rates, interest rates and control
our own budget completely.
There is nothing anyone can
do to stop Scotland using the
pound if we want to. Several
countries in the world use the
US dollar for example or the old
German Deutchsmark when
that was around.
But Scotland’s economy
would be far stronger than the
RUK thanks to our oil reserves.
And there is the rub. We need to
have our own currency.

Interest in our cause

The political position the SSP
has taken on this and other issues
in this debate has lead to great
interest in our party and our
cause. We need to reach as many
people as we can over the next
month and explain the case for
an independent socialist Scotland. We want people in their
hundreds to join the SSP.
Whatever else may be said
about Scotland on 19 September,
the political situation has been
transformed. The referendum
debate has mobilised thousands
of Scots. The Scottish Socialist
Party has played a tremendous
part in that mobilisation and our
fortunes have been transformed
too over the past two years.
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CULTURE

Book review: The Story of
Sandy Bells: Edinburgh’s
World Famous Folk Bar by
Gillian Ferguson.
Published by Troubador

by Allan Armstrong

SANDY BELL’S on Forrest

Road is “Edinburgh’s World famous Folk Bar”, as the subtitle to
Gillian Ferguson’s informative and
entertaining new book, The Story
of Sandy Bells, tells us.
Gillian is not exaggerating. Traditional and folk music enthusiasts
do come from all over the world to
visit Sandy Bell’s: “The traditional
music department at Tokyo University recommends Sandy Bells
to students visiting Scotland.”
In 1977, Sandy Bell’s launched
the very influential fortnightly
Broadsheet covering Scotland’s
vibrant folk scene. “By the eighth
year, the international demand
saw copies being despatched as
far as Canada, USA, Sweden,
South Africa, Eire, Germany, Holland, Belgium, Switzerland, Denmark, Saudi Arabia, Norway,
Bermuda and France.”

‘A pub full of revolutionaries
who want nothing to change’

Henderson was always at the centre of Sandy Bell’s performers and
imbibers! In the late 1940s he
helped to launch the Edinburgh
People’s Festival, which included
performances the plays of Com-

munist folk singer and songwriter
Ewan MacColl. “Performers often
found their way to Sandy Bell’s.”
This when was when the bar first
became associated with traditional
and folk music.

Direct action

Hamish Henderson

Visitors have included performers from groups such as The
Chieftains, Clanaad, Clancy Brothers, De Danaan, the Furies and
Planxty from Ireland, whilst Emmylou Harris played in the bar in the
early 1990s. Those just coming in
to be entertained have included
Yehudi Menuhin and Eric Idle. Up
until his death 2002, in Hamish
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Hamish, inspired by Italian
Communist, Antonio Gramsci, understood the importance of popular culture. He founded the School
of Scottish Studies, with its official
premises in George Square. However, “he often referred to Sandy
Bells as his ‘office’”. He was frequently to be seen regaling the assembled company.
Many, at Hamish’s prompting,
went on to become very wellknown artists, including Jean Redpath. Others, who began
performing in Sandy Bells, went
on to greater public acclaim, including Aly Bain, Phil Cunningham, Barbara Dickson, Kris
Drever and Dick Gaughan.
Gillian’s fine book gives us many
more examples.

g £10 for 4 issues
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There are also many amusing
anecdotes in the book. As with so
many other howffs, owned by the
big brewing chains, there was
continuous pressure to ‘modernise’. Attempts to introduce “a
juke box, fruit machine and a television” were met by direct action.
They all ended up on the street!
As Dick Gaughan wrote, Sandy
Bell’s is “the only democratic pub
in town where the regulars, the
people who really count, dictate
the rules”. Or, as former manager,
Jimmy Cairnie, said, “This place is
full of revolutionaries who want
nothing to change!”
As someone who has been
going to Sandy Bell’s, off and on,
since the late 1960s, I found
Gillian’s book a delight. The best
place to buy it is over the bar at
Sandy Bell’s. What better excuse
do you need to listen in to one of
the lively music sessions, drink fine
ales or whisky, and enjoy the crack.

• Get the book from Sandy
Bell’s or troubador.co.uk – see
sandybellsedinburgh.co.uk

Book review: Restless Land – a
Radical Journey Through Scotland’s
History by Alan McCombes and Roz
Paterson. Published by Calton
Books, 2014

by Pam Currie

WELL, I thought when I agreed to write this
review that I’d be starting with an apology. I
got my hands on a copy at the Glasgow
launch in late July, but in full indyref campaign mode, and returning to work last week
as a lecturer in a chaotic post-merger college,
I was quite sure I would never read the whole
book in time to write a review.
After all, I’d tried to read plenty of books
on Scottish history before, usually ending in
dusty defeat around the third chapter – particularly if the book covered the period before
the interesting bits of suffrage and the emergence of the modern Labour movement.
My attempts to wriggle out were thwarted,
however, so I started to read with a little trepidation, despite the glowing reviews at the
launch, and despite knowing that both authors
are more than capable of telling a gripping
tale. I shouldn’t have worried – this is a history book like none that I’ve read before (and
of course, I finished it).
This is an incredibly readable book which
will grab you from the opening pages. Halfremembered stories and vague Scottish heroes leap to life, and the book resonates not
only with excitement but with anger, injustice
and above all, the struggles of the Scottish
working class.
Like many of my generation, attending
school in Scotland in the 1980s and early ’90s,
I learned virtually nothing of Scottish history
at school. I knew lots about the Romans and
the World Wars, and by the end of secondary
school, could give you chapter and verse on
the League of Nations and Manchuria (there
was also an unfortunate incident in which I
‘borrowed’ a photograph of my great-grandfather in full Lodge regalia for a project on the
Napoleonic Wars, but that’s another story).

Timed to perfection

But as far as Scottish history was concerned,
it was limited to a handful of classes – most of
those on local history, and at primary school.
Scottish history was an aside, an irrelevance –
something with which to fill a few hours when
a supply teacher had to be drafted in.
Instead, my limited knowledge of Scottish
history was mostly gained through our rich
tradition of oral history, in song, poetry and
storytelling, and in particular, through polit-

A radical history that needs to
be in every school and college
CULTURE

ical activism. At the age of 16, I joined the
Vigil for a Scottish Parliament, and there
learned from an older generation of Home
Rule activists – stories of the clearances, of
Red Clydeside, of the Covenanters and the
1820 rebellion. To my eternal shame, it was
only many years later that I understood the
contribution made to Scottish history of the
tall, frail gentleman who would emerge from
a taxi with a bottle of whisky to donate to the
vigil – it was Hamish Henderson.
The publication of Restless Land, therefore
– by the independent bookshop Calton Books
– is timed to perfection. I was one teenager, in
a small outburst of protest for Home Rule after
the 1992 General Election. In the current
movement for independence, that experience
is being repeated ten thousand-fold, not only
in Edinburgh but in every village, town and
city the length and breadth of Scotland. Nor is
it restricted to the young – Scots of all ages are
grappling with political ideas, debating our nation’s future – and learning of its history.
There are good reasons why the British
state has done its best to exclude Scottish history from the curriculum. As Restless Land
documents, it is not a happy tale, but one of
loss, denial and injustice – and of resistance.
The exploitation and bloodshed of ordinary
people for the gain of the wealthy and the
powerful, be those monarchs, faiths or political leaders, runs through the centuries.
The Treaty of Union in 1707 was a stitchup from start to finish, while Scotland as it
stands today – the vast majority of the popu-
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lation concentrated in the Central Belt; the
West Coast blighted by sectarianism, the depopulation and loss of language and culture
in the Gàidhealtachd – reflects a nation whose
modern development was warped and distorted by the demands of its southern neighbour, and of the British Empire.
It is difficult to teach this – any of it – in
schools and colleges without risking the
politicisation of the next generation; through
knowledge, in the words of the deposed Australian Prime Minister Gough Whitlam, we
‘maintain our rage’.
The current SNP government have gone
some way to redress this balance in history
qualifications and through the introduction of
Scottish Studies to the school curriculum, but
the mainstream telling of history, with its “objective” writers who are nothing of the sort, is
not enough. Restless Land needs to be in
every school and college library, made accessible to the next generation.

Readable by non-academics

For me, reading Restless Land was like
having lots of little lights come on in my head.
Finally, a book which could tell me the meaning of many of the songs and poems I’ve
heard, of the half-remembered stories, of the
slogans and names which have drifted down
through the generations.
The chapters gave frustratingly brief
glimpses at times, although there is a bibliography of further reading at the end. This, of
course, is the price of having a book which
spans nearly 1500 years and which is actually
readable by anyone other than academics (and
which is small enough to read on the bus!).
We are promised a second edition near the
end which will cover the Red Clydeside period in more depth – and hopefully also other,
lesser told stories of WW1, like the Women’s
Peace Crusades and the food protests in
Dundee and other Scottish cities, written out
of the current mainstream commemorations
of the centenary of the war.
We should look forward to independence
and all of the possibilities and potential that
brings, but in the exhilaration of now, we
should not forget our past.
• Available in various formats at
restlessland.com and at Calton Books,
159 London Road, Glasgow
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NAIL LABOUR’S
LIES TO WORKERS!

WORKPLACE

by Richie Venton,
SSP national workplace
organiser

THE WORKING class hold

the key to the referendum vote.
And the outcome of the referendum is key to the prospects of better lives for the working class
majority population.
So as 18 September looms, all
of us who favour the democratic
right to self government for the
Scottish people, as opposed to
Tory dictatorship from Westminster governments effectively
elected by the middle class ‘swing
voters’ of so-called Middle England, need to demolish the mountain of lies pouring down from the
No camp and mainstream media.
And the most dangerous liars of
all are Labour politicians; who in
the Scottish working class listens
to the Tories and their Mini Me
Lib Dems, after all?
Their central lie is that we have
a choice between the stability and
security of the status quo by voting
No, and the scary insecurities – nay
Armageddon – of independence.
Leave the scaremongering to
Better Together, Alistair Darling,
Gordon Brown, Johann Lamont
and their likes: the harsh truth of
life under Westminster rule already for working class people
smashes their lies to smithereens.
And a glance of what a No vote
will lead to should be enough to
scare the living daylights out of
anyone who is not a banker, billionaire or over-paid Labour MP.

Yes pensions safe

They tell us workers’ pensions
are threatened by independence.
But a string of No politicians –
Labour’s Ian Davidson, Coalition
Pensions Minister Steven Webb
included – have previously
blurted out in parliament that state
pensions would be perfectly safe
and secure after independence. So
too has the DWP, as far back as
January 2013.
Many public sector workers are
in pension schemes totally unconnected to the UK anyway. And in
other countries, such as Ireland,
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private sector company pensions
have been protected by agreement
between governments.
So a Yes vote is absolutely no
threat to workers’ pensions. On the
contrary, a No vote is a dire threat
to us all: Westminster is rapidly
raising retirement age to 70 for
men and women, imposing increased contributions from workers, and slashing back the value of
the state pension for those who
manage to live long enough.
A No vote would leave a devolved government with absolutely no say over the criminal
poverty level of the UK state
pension.
On average across 25 European
countries, the state pension is
worth 57 per cent of the average
wage; the UK is the worst in the
EU, with a state pension only
worth 17 per cent of the average
UK wage!
A Yes vote would give powers
to Holyrood to banish that abominable treatment of older people,
and the SSP will be at the fore of
a battle to base state pensions on
the level of a decent living minimum wage (at least £9 an hour in
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current figures), with voluntary
retirement at 60.
The Labour liars tell us they
and their Tory allies will concede
more powers if we vote No to
winning all powers of government to Scotland! You couldn’t
make it up. Nor can you afford to
believe it.
These promises are from parties that have a track record of serial broken promises. On top of
which Boris Johnson, arch Tory
right wing reactionary masquerading as a lovable buffoon,
has entered the ring as future contender for Tory Prime Minister,
telling the press “we don’t need to
give extra powers to Scotland”.

No powers

But imagine these untrustworthy bunch did grant a few extra
powers in the wake of a No vote,
under threat of a growing clamour
for self-rule; what would these
powers amount to? In essence, the
power to choose which public
services in Scotland are slashed,
which privatised, which jobs cut,
which set of workers to suffer a
pay freeze, as Westminster still
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holds the purse strings and cuts
Scotland’s pocket money.
Take the case of the NHS. Devolution up to now has shielded
the Scottish health service from
the worst excesses of its demolition in England. But the wrecking
ball is swinging faster every day
down south. The last Labour government doubled the amount of
NHS privatisation in its last four
years in office.
The Tories’ 2012 Health and
Social Care Act has literally abolished government responsibility
for health provision!
It transferred £80billion of
NHS assets from public health
bodies to ‘Clinical Commissioning Groups’ who then advertise
services for privateers to take
over. Right now £5.8billion of
England’s NHS is being advertised to the private sector, on top
of the £10billion sold off last year.
As night follows day, a No vote
would mean the privatisations and
cutbacks in England’s NHS
spreading the same cancer to
Scotland’s devolved NHS. Why?
The Scottish budget from Westminster is calculated as a percent-

age of government spending in
England. Right now England’s
£100billion NHS budget triggers
£10.2billion payment to Scotland
through the Barnett Formula.
That’s £10.2billion compared
to a total Scottish NHS budget of
£12billion, and a total Scottish
government budget of £30billion.
These cold figures merely back
up the horrendous prospects of
cutbacks and NHS
privatisations, here in Scotland,
that a No vote would lead to. And
that hellish future is made more
sure after the deal struck between
the US and EU countries, the
Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership, whereby US
corporations can sue any government or health authority that
blocks their takeover of the NHS
(and other services) through privatisation!

No shipyard lies

A Yes vote would give Scotland
not only power over NHS decisions, but over the funding and
budgets that underpin those decisions. And the SSP will be at the
forefront of a battle to build and
invest in a modern, publicly
owned NHS – including integration of pharmaceutical supplies to
a public NHS – funded by taxation of big business and the stinking rich minority who today can
afford the private health care unavailable to the rest of us.
Another Labour lie is that independence equals job insecurity,
particularly for shipyard and defence industry workers. Just
glance at how secure these workers are under Westminster rule!
After 111 years in business,
Port Glasgow’s Ferguson shipyard has been shut. The last remaining commercial yard on
the Clyde has shed it’s 77 workers – under the glorious advantages of the UK!
One of the reasons is the
chronic dependency of Britain’s
remaining shipyards on warships,
aircraft carriers (with no aircrafts
affordable!) and the entire war
machine, rather than a well
planned commercial and socially

useful plan of production in areas
like new ferries to replace Scotland’s ageing fleet, or the potential
Klondike of research, development and construction of marine
engineering equipment for the
offshore energy industry.
A Yes vote would give us the
powers to implement – and the
SSP would have the political will
to demand – public ownership of
the shipyards, to secure and expand jobs, diversifying these
workers’ skills into such socially
useful, peaceful production.
Likewise with those dependent
on Trident weapons of mass destruction for an income: leaving
aside the £100billion cost of Trident replacement, just the upkeep
of the current monster will cost
Scotland £1billion for the next
decade, which independent research has shown could instead
pay for 2,700 teachers, or 3,300
nurses, or 40 community hospitals! And Trident only accounts
for 520 jobs anyway, which could
easily be protected doing other
work.

Stark choices

The choices are stark. The
horrible insecurities and cataclysmic assaults on the working
class that a No vote would usher
in. Or the unique opportunity for
radical and socialist change that
a Yes vote would empower the
working class with.
Life never offers guarantees.
But provided working people –
including those engaged in political campaigning for the first time
in their lives through the Yes campaign – get and stay organised to
battle for decent jobs, a living
minimum wage, increased pensions and benefits, expansion of
the NHS then Scotland can become a beacon, a model of equality that workers in other countries
will aspire to imitate.
That’s the real choices – not the
serialised lies of Labour and their
Tory allies.
And the SSP will continue to
build for an independent socialist
Scotland where these dreams become reality.

VOICES FOR YES

by Margaret, a UNISON member in the NHS

Having attended UNISON conferences over the years I realise how
lucky we are in Scotland that the NHS is not being centralised and
privatised the way it is in England. It is being slowly dismantled. At
conferences I’ve listened to horror stories, with the closure of hospitals
and A&Es, forcing people to drive for miles after an accident or
emergency. NHS workers in England have been robbed of their terms
and conditions through ‘Agenda for Change’. Scotland’s NHS is
devolved. We take the pittance handed to us by Westminster and we
then budget it. If instead we had all the resources of Scotland it could be
used for Scotland’s citizens – if we had the money without having to use
the begging bowl. Not to pay for the extra £4million in MPs’ expenses,
their 11 per cent rise, when we have had no rise in years, apart from this
year’s 1 per cent – which England didn’t even pay out to its NHS staff!
If there’s a No vote, I don’t believe for a minute we will get extra
powers. They’d think ‘how dare you, Scotland’, and when it comes to
spending cuts by Westminster they’d say ‘sorry Scotland, there you go’.
This would lead to NHS cuts, mergers in community care, throwing
people out of hospital without the backup and staffing to support them.
It’s been a hard won fight to keep the NHS, and well done to the trade
unions who have fought for it – and to be fair, the Scottish government,
who have recognised its value.
I want the wealth, knowledge and experience used for the good of the
people in Scotland, including women, who make up 52 per cent of the
population but are often least thought of when policies are decided.
We make up the vast majority of carers for the very young and very old.
Under independence women could tell the Scottish Government they
have to listen to us or we will remove them in the next election.

by a 24-year-old time-served electrician

Why a Yes vote will bring work and can improve the rights of workers in the
building game – let’s face it, there is a lot of work to be done in an
independent Scotland, from what we need in social housing now, to the
potential we can utilise with the vast natural resources and other potential
we have in other industries such as renewables and shipbuilding. Certainly
there will be a demand for skilled workers such as ground workers,
electricians, for young workers to gain apprenticeships and of course
everything else that will come as a result of the work that needs to be done.
This is great, and will hopefully give many of our working class brothers
and sisters a chance to sell their labour. However, instead of continuing
the eroding of skilled workers’ pay and rights within the building game,
improvement needs to be made. Take for example the temporary
employment agencies who very often pay below the industry rate, on
effectively a zero hour contract, despite making a killing from “finding” the
labour for the employer. Not to mention umbrella companies that “pays
your wage”, who can charge up to £25 for doing so. Modern age scabs, it
can be argued. Why should we let this form of vulture capitalism continue
and steal from the pockets of workers?
We, the working class have again became politically empowered as a
result of this indyref debate. Just imagine what we can do for ourselves
as a whole with a Yes vote. For example, we could campaign to rid the
anti-union laws, set up by the Tories and carried on by New Labour –
something that will never be scrapped under the current Westminster
system. We could combat the unfair conditions set out by these agencies
and umbrella companies and promote firms to employ workers. It is
certainly food for thought when you look at what we have now, what we
can do with independence and what we will lose with the further austerity
measures in place, no matter who wins the next UK general election.
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GET ARMED POLICE
OFF OUR STREETS

JOHN FINNIE MSP

by John Finnie MSP

THERE ARE those who

argue that the police service in
Scotland is subjected to more
scrutiny than ever. There are the
local committees, the Scottish
Police Authority (SPA), the Parliament’s Justice Committee
and its Police Sub Committee.
How on earth therefore can
there have been such a dramatic
change in the arrangements for
deploying officers from the
country’s Armed Response Vehicles (ARVs)?
ARV officers, meantime
small in number and high on
fire-power, are now sent to
‘support’ officers at all sorts of
incidents from monitoring clubs
at closing time, domestic violence, road accidents, to simply
patrolling on foot at family
charity events.
I am the ‘guilty’ party who
highlighted this practice in May
of this year. I used a national
broadsheet to carry the story for
a few reasons: I knew I would
get balance and my efforts to
secure replies to routine matters
on constituents’ behalf from Police Scotland were taking longer
and longer.

Heavy-handed

I had hoped they’d take the
hint when I asked if the new
service operated a ‘correspondence protocol’ however the
dismissive reply received was
typical of others.
Given my background as a
full-time official of the Scottish
Police Federation, ‘the union
man’, I was used to the highhanded manner of chief officers.
I make no apology for raising
the issue and, as a previous story
in the Voice highlighted, unchallenged, this heavy-handed approach to policy and policing
could lead to Scotland having an
armed service, something the
public do not want and which no
meaningful risk assessment
would evidence as being required.
One outcome already achieved
by my raising the issue is that
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STATE CONTROL: people feel less safe with armed police on our streets

there has been a debate as to
what constitutes an operational
police matter and when, if ever,
politicians should intervene.
Pressure was heaped on the
Cabinet Secretary for Justice to
intervene and cause a return to
the situation where ARV officers had access to weapons,
stored in the boot of their car,
rather than be given standing
authority to carry at all times.
His Ministerial Statement
pleased few, however, it’s fair to
record that at least there was
some, long over-due for some,
discussion in the Chamber.
The issue revolves around
whether past police authorities
were advised of a possible
change. If they were it came in
the form of a few lines, buried in
a very large report, talking about
standardising arrangements for
ARVs with no discussion.
Now, the present Chief Constable, the now knighted
Stephen House, doesn’t appear
to like having to answer to
politicians and, on a personal
level, seems irked at having to
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answer in public to a former
lowly constable.
The scrutiny will continue
not least because of the announcement of a complimentary programme of review and
inquiry into the matter involving HM Inspectorate of Constabulary in Scotland (HMCIS)
and the SPA.
In a joint press release on the
matter, HMCIS states he will
independently assess the current
arrangements and make it public in a few months.
A reasonable question may be
how independent is the
HMCIS? The post holder is a
recently retired former chief officer in Scotland who had been
subordinate to the Chief Constable, however, it’s important
that we accept he will act in
good faith and provide an evidenced response and the same
applies to the SPA.
The press release is full of fine
words and talks of public reassurance, community impact and
the extent to which, if at all, there
has been public engagement.
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The real test will be how the
Chief Constable, who thus far
has appeared indifferent to public opinion, indeed referred to
those who have raised the issue
as mischievous, will respond to
the findings.
It’s well known, and apparent
to anyone who has watched the
Chief Constable’s performance
when questioned by the Parliament’s Police Committee, that he
does not respond to criticism well.
I supported the creation of the
single service because I supported Council Ward Policing
Plans and the new level of community engagement that could
have delivered.
Sadly, whether from elected
Members, Community Councils, the Trade Unions or serving
officers, the message I get is that
‘it’s the chief’s way, no debate’.

Policing by consent

I’m reliably informed that the
very few who ever questioned
anything have moved from
have responsibility for a large
division to charge of paper-clip
dispensing.
Regardless of the constitutional settlement, we need
policing by consent.
The public put the Chief Constable in office and his/her job
is to protect the public. The recurring message that I get from
constituents, grateful that I have
raised and continued to press on
this issue, is that quite the reverse of feeling safer by having
armed police on our streets,
they feel unsafe.
We have a few months to
wait to see if the Chief Constable has the humility to admit he
was wrong and get these guns
off our streets.

by Sandra Webster

DAVID CAMERON recently

announced that future policies
churned out for the ConDems
will be family-friendly – £10billion will be provided to support
vulnerable ones.
No doubt somewhere in the
Shires, such news will be accompanied by great outpouring of joy. But for those of us
living in “North Britain” we see
it for what it is.
The ConDems have already
decided the result of the referendum and have began campaigning for next year’s
general election. And £10billion is an especially poignant
figure to unpaid carers as that
is the figure estimated that we
save the taxpayer every year.
This is just another example
of the doublespeak of the ConDems who have slashed the
living standards of the majority
of families and this is only the
beginning the misery they will
continue with the rollout of universal credit and the tea-partying of the welfare state.
These family friendly policies will be designed to benefit
particular families and they will
not include my own or those of
my friends and comrades.

‘Project Fear’

We have throughout the independence campaign been
keen to present the positive
case. It was left to Project Fear
to frighten people into a No
vote. However, as we move
into the last few weeks of the
campaign we have to inform
folk of the impact a No vote
will have on our communities
and Scotland.
A No vote will mean the continuation of Westminster rule
and the existing party system.
There is little difference between any of the political parties who are there. All the
political parties are keen to emphasise that they will continue
with benefit cuts or reform as
they choose to name them.

A No vote will bring more cuts
WELFARE

The misery of universal
credit will be rolled out UK
wide. Despite their promises
to support vulnerable families
the payment of UC to one family member may mean women
and their children lose out.
Iain Duncan Smith this week
said that benefit cuts were
necessary to save the economy. A No vote will deliver further
austerity
and
a
justification to punish the poor
both in and out of work.
Choose No and people with
disabilities will continue to be
forced to endure the humiliation of work capability assessments. ATOS may have given
up the contract but other companies such as Capita will
continue to deliver them in
centres like Cadogan Street in
Glasgow. DLA will be replaced
by Personal Independent Payments or PIP.
Already people with disabilities and the organisations that
represent them have began to
raise the alarm that many people will find their benefits cuts.
The Scottish government’s
own figures estimate that
100,000 Scots currently in receipt of DLA may lose over
£1000 a year in the
changeover to PIP payments.
How ironic that due to lack of

enough money people will find
their personal independence
greatly affected.
Choose No and vote for the
end of our NHS, where care is
free to all at the point of need.
Expect a charge to see your
GP and Richard Branson providing not only your broadband but your healthcare.
Some argue that our system
is devolved and thus protected
but the cuts down south will
impact on healthcare here.
A No vote means Trident will
remain in Scotland. Enough of
a nuclear arsenal a few miles
from the most densely inhabited area of Scotland. A nuclear accident waiting to
happen. It will mean more economic conscripts will be part of
illegal wars of a fading empire

when we instead should be offering the hand of friendship.
Only a Yes vote will secure
the kind of Scotland we want
to live in. None of us are naive
to believe the morning after a
successful referendum we will
wake up to blue skies and
rainbows.
It will be time to roll up our
sleeves and fight for an independent socialist Scotland –
the only way we can have a
kinder fairer society for all of us.
Sadly though, we have to remind people of the harsh realities of voting No. It will not mean
devolution and more powers.

Ample opportunity

‘No Thanks’ taunt the existing
Scottish Government to make
changes now but the current
Westminster government has
had ample opportunity to give
Scotland more powers and has
shown no interest. Why would
a No vote change this?
The truth is, it will not.
We have only a few weeks
left and I invite you comrades
to continue to win the campaign in our homes, workplaces, colleges.
A Yes vote is the only vote
that will benefit working class
people and their families. Families like mine and yours. Let’s
take the message to those we
care about. The prospect of a
No vote is too frightening.

Join the SSP

Fill in this form and send it to: Scottish Socialist Party, Suite 370,
4th Floor, Central Chambers, 93 Hope St, Glasgow G2 6LD. Or phone:
07810205747. Or join the SSP online: scottishsocialistparty.org/join-us

g I would like to join the Scottish Socialist Party
g I would like more info on the Scottish Socialist Party
Name........................................................................................
Address.......................................................................................
....................................................................................................
Phone.........................................................................................
Email...........................................................................................
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VOICES FOR YES

Balance of forces will shift towards our ground

by Stephen Smellie, deputeconvener, UNISON Scotland
(personal capacity)

AS A Unison activist, I have no
illusions that the SNP are the
ideal government for working
people. Their record on sticking to
the Westminster line on pay
freezes and restraint in recent
years is nothing to boast about.
Their centralisation of police and fire
services has cost many Unison jobs
and reduced local accountability.
Their Council Tax freeze has
benefited people in big houses far
more than those in council flats. Their
commitment to cutting Corporation
Tax suggests that they envisage an
economy which is ordered in favour
of the rich. So if the referendum was
a vote of confidence in the SNP
government it would be unlikely to
pass. On the other hand, if it was a
by Gerry McMahon,
PCS Scotland Committee

I’m voting Yes because I’m fed up
with public sector workers being
attacked and shamefully treated
by Labour and Tory governments.
Regardless of who has been in
power, they have cut jobs and
attacked conditions of service.
Civil servants have seen a
national pay system ripped up by
the Tories and hundreds of
different rates of pay across
different departments. New Labour
had 13 years in power and did
nothing about this scandal. Blair
and Brown intensified the attacks
on the civil service in power by
announcing and implementing
80,000 job cuts in 2004.
What is clear is that New Labour
and the Tories have nothing to offer
but more poverty and austerity.
That is not good enough for me or
my members. I want a fresh start.
Voting Yes can give us the chance
to build up public services and pay
workers properly. Stop wasting
money on Trident, bullets and
bombs and start spending it on the
poor and the vulnerable. That is
why a Yes vote is so vital.
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test as to the respective merits of the
Scottish versus the Coalition
government’s, the SNP would win
hands down. The Tory/Lib Dem
coalition is a brutal anti-worker
government slashing public services,
attacking welfare benefits and, in
England, swiftly privatising the NHS.
However, the referendum is
neither of these things. For me it
is an opportunity to decide within
which constitutional arrangement
Unison members and other trade
unionists will be able to get the
best deal for our members.
In an independent Scotland, big
business and financial markets will still
have the upper hand. The SNP, with
all its faults, will more than likely form
the government, keep us in Europe,
NATO and with the royal family. But
the balance of forces within Scottish
society will shift towards our ground.
Trade unions will have greater

by Steven Nimmo,
Aslef member

I’m voting Yes to
independence, not because I
believe the nationalists or their
white paper can significantly
change Scotland for the better.
I’m voting Yes because only
independence will give us full
power over the type of
government we have in
Scotland.
Only independence will allow
us to prioritise the NHS over
Trident, peace over war, people
over profit and equality over
inequality. I’m voting Yes to
give us a real chance to be part
of forging a democratic and
egalitarian society.
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influence than is at all possible in the
UK. The thousands of people who
have been energised during the past
couple of years to look for and
demand a fairer Scotland will provide
an impetus to create just that. The
promotion of policies for greater public
ownership, more progressive taxation
and greater rights for workers will
receive an enthusiastic response from
those people and politicians will find
themselves needing to respond to a
more active and organised electorate
than ever before.
Within that context, humble trade
unionists like myself will find that
the context within which we seek
to negotiate better deals for our
members will have changed. We
will be able to be more ambitious
in our aspirations. All that means
that I will vote Yes.
Some will argue that I have forgotten
that the choice is not independence
by Stephanie, a student nurse

I believe an socialist independent
Scotland is the way forward to
protect our NHS. Scotland will
have more finances to provide
more nurses’ jobs which will help
hospitals cut the costs by using
less agency bank staff. A socialist
independent Scotland will also be
able to provide free nursing care
which won’t be means tested. As
a student nurse, money is tight
and because of this I am often
having to work 37.5 hours a week
on placement as well a part time
job. I believe nursing students

by a McDonald’s worker

I’m a full time McDonald’s employee
and I’m voting Yes. One of the main
reasons is Westminster’s attack on
the working class and its endless
support of big business. This is the
second time I have worked for
McDonald’s – the first was down
under which if I’m honest wasn’t that
bad of a job. I believe that was
because they had a trade union
affiliation. You really could earn a
living from McDonald’s. Now, most
weeks I don’t even earn enough to
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or coalition government, that a
Labour victory in the 2015 general
election will open the road to a
transformed UK. That is a non
starter. Labour remains committed to
austerity, nuclear weapons and only
modest reforms to improve housing
supply. More importantly it poses no
threat to the UK establishment and
therefore accepts the neoliberal
consensus of low wages and
reduced public services. It merely
promises a softer status quo and no
prospect of radical change.
A Yes vote does not guarantee a
fairer Scotland but it opens up an
opportunity, more favourable
circumstances and a mobilised
electorate that makes it more
likely to be achieved than at a UK
level. Who knows? We might
even be able to talk about
socialist policies as credible and
popular options once again.

should have a living wage so we
can focus on our training.
The NHS staff are full of care and
compassion because it’s not run
for profit yet. A No vote will see
cuts in staffing and more
hospital closures which in my
opinion is very dangerous as an
expanding country. We need to
keep our NHS in public hands
before it’s sold and built for
profit. It’s well known that
poverty impinges on health.
With so many children relying
on food banks more nurses will
be required in the future.
Please vote Yes!

be taxed. This is caused by a
mixture of a zero hour contract and
minimum wage. Even when I do, I’m
very aware that it could possibly go
to supplement a co-worker’s
wage in the form of family tax
credits because billion pound
companies don’t need to pay a
living wage in the UK. A Yes vote
can change that in a way the UK
never could. For the first time in
my life the workers will have the
power – purely because with a
Yes vote, the government would
answer to the Scottish people.

by Jonathon Shafi,
Radical Independence
Campaign

BENEATH THE headlines,

unknown to formal politics and
certainly to Better Together, a
quiet revolution is taking place.
For decades people have put up
with the failed politics of
Westminster. They have borne the
brunt of the UK’s unbalanced
economy, and the worst of the
massive austerity and
privatisation agenda of the Tories.
This can only hold for so long.
The referendum has opened a
door through which people can
register their dissent, and their
opposition to the Westminster
parties. Class is central to the
debate and the outcome, because
Britain has been run by a
millionaire clique in the interests
of a tiny minority at the very top.
It is in this context that the
Radical Independence Campaign
have revealed a massive canvass
sample of over 18,000 people in
communities all over Scotland.
Focused on areas of low turnout
and socio-economic deprivation
brought about by the neoliberal
consensus, the results show that
working people are ditching

Working class reject
fat cat rule for Yes vote
RADICAL INDEPENDENCE

Labour spin and voting Yes in
their droves. Of the 18,000
returns, when undecideds are
removed, Yes is at 63.4 per cent
and No at 36.6 per cent.
The geographical diversity
and the sheer scale of the
sample, show that finding
overwhelming support for
independence in communities
left behind by Westminster is not

an anomaly. Rather, it is a
generalised response to being
taken for granted for decades.
There is a peaceful, democratic
uprising of opposition to the
Westminster elite, that realises
the potential for change through a
Yes vote taking place.
What’s important about these
findings is that Labour are clearly
failing to connect with people.

They have relied on a corporate
argument which just isn’t being
bought. Teaming up with
Cameron, Osborne and the Lib
Dem sell-outs has not helped
either. Traditional Labour support
is increasingly moving to Yes. And
most moved many months ago.
With just weeks to go until polling
day one thing is guaranteed: the
British State will not have
salvaged itself ideologically, or in
terms of legitimacy amongst
working people. They already
know it acts in the interests of the
super-rich, and now have the
chance to break from the stale
Westminster consensus. Labour
either doesn’t understand this, or is
refusing to look at what is staring
them in the face.
In doing so, they risk not only
losing the referendum, but great
swathes of their ‘heartland’ for
ever more, as people look for
alternatives to privatisation, war
and permanent austerity.

SSP re-launches branch on tide of pro-Yes optimism
by Voice Reporter

THE SSP has re-launched its Falkirk
branch as the countdown continues to next
month’s referendum. Speaking at a meeting
in Falkirk on 12 August, Colin Fox said the
party was now “unrecognisable” from this
time two years ago, having launched (or relaunched) branches all over Scotland.
He also downplayed the significance of
the opinion polls, pointing out that a significant section of the electorate did not respond
to pollsters, but were more likely to vote on
18 September than at any other election.
And as the gap continues to narrow between
the core Yes and No vote, there is clearly all
to play for – whatever the eventual outcome.
The Falkirk branch will of course focus
most of its energies on the Yes campaign
between now and 18 September and continue to work with other parties and organisations in the Yes campaign.

Branch secretary Stephanie Pride said:
“We are all too aware of the tensions that can
creep in when so many people are working
round the clock to secure a historic victory.
“Some of our supporters in Falkirk have decided not to participate in branch activities until
after the referendum for precisely this reason
and we support anyone who is working to
achieve the same outcome that we are.”
As well as choosing a secretary, the
branch elected Graeme McCaffery to the position of chair and will be opening a bank account as soon as possible, with more
fundraising and activities planned.
Both Graeme and Stephanie highlighted
local campaigns that had been and could be
successful and urged anyone interested in
getting involved to visit the Falkirk branch’s
weekly stall. Mr McCaffery, of Stenhousemuir, added that the support the party had
already received through working with the
Yes campaign and promoting the socialist
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case for independence was extremely encouraging and suggested there were many
people in the town who could be won over
to the SSP’s views.
The Falkirk district, which includes
Grangemouth, is currently a hot-spot for the
Yes campaign, with many disaffected Labour
supporters and trade unionists who despair
at their own leadership’s role in shoring up
and funding the No campaign. With this
week’s announcement by Ineos, the focus is
likely to shift to fracking, with a large and
vocal opposition already firmly against plans
for coalbed methane extraction in Airth.
The Falkirk branch recently held a successful public meeting headlined by ex-SNP
deputy leader and former Labour MP Jim Sillars and will have a presence at other public
meetings in the run-up to the referendum.
A weekly stall will also be held every Saturday from 12 noon until 2pm in Falkirk High
Street.
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How to win the Labour vote

LABOUR FOR INDY

by Allan Grogan,
Labour for Independence

SINCE THE start of this ref-

erendum campaign, anyone
with a rudimentary understanding of maths would understand
that in order to gain a Yes vote,
then a large majority of Labour
supporters must be persuaded to
the benefits of independence for
Scotland.
From the onset the No campaign have been aware of this
and have successfully, aided expertly by the mainstream media
in permeating the notion that a
Yes vote is a vote for Alex
Salmond or the SNP.
I have been talking to Labour
voters when out campaigning
almost every day and the one
prevailing reason for voting No
is that they wont vote ‘for that
Alex Salmond.’ Once we get
past this Labour voters become
very open to the benefits independence will bring and the
possibilities of a return of a real
Labour Party in Scotland.

Tribalism

On the flip side of this, Yes
Scotland have been somewhat
naive in their understanding of
the tribalism between Labour
and the SNP. Labour voters do
not respond well to SNP strategists telling them why they
should vote Yes. They have also
failed to realise the reality that
Yes Scotland is often seen to
represent the SNP. Hardly surprising when they embrace the
White Paper as the main arguments in terms of the referendum debate.
In contrast Labour for Independence has in the case of
Labour voters (and SSP, Greens
and RIC have done the same for
their own in less Labour specific areas) highlighted the different vision we have for an
independent Scotland.
We have focussed on areas
such as removal of Trident, a return to universal public services, using our finite resources
to invest in social housing, cre-
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MR POPULAR: Labour/Better Together’s Jim Murphy takes to the streets

ating thousands of jobs and apprenticeships, increasing manufacturing and industry and
providing low cost housing to
the 157,000 on waiting lists in
Scotland.
With a flurry of recent polls
suggesting that Labour support
for Yes is now between 28-35
per cent, a dramatic rise from
the 9 per cent when Labour for
Independence was founded,
shows that our campaign is
working and we will endeavour
to continue to get our message
across throughout the remaining
weeks of this campaign.
There is of course a debate
which should be occurring and
can be heard within the No
campaign away from the leaders of the group soundbites.
The notion that we would be
abandoning our brothers and
sisters in Northern England and
beyond. This is of course not
true. We will continue to campaign for the rights of our comrades in the rest of the UK.
This is not about removing
ourselves from others plight,
rather a genuine opportunity to
create a fairer, more equal more
socially just society, seeking
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real answers and action to the
issues that effect us, some of
these problems are intrinsically
Scottish and require a Scottish
solution.
The very notion that we as
socialists and democratic socialists are voting Yes to become an inward isolationist
nation is ludicrous. as I have
said many times my solidarity
does not end at Dover so why
would it suddenly end at the
Scottish Borders following independence?
One example of this is
Labour for Independence’s call
that the first foreign policy act
of an independent Scotland is to
recognise the state of Palestine.
By doing so, we are not seeking
the removal of the nation of Israel, rather an acknowledgement that in the pursuit of real
peace within the area, both nations must be recognised as
equals to ensure a fair and lasting peace.
Until that time comes we will
continue to condemn the actions
of the oppressive military
regime of Israel and support our
comrades in Palestine of their
rights to not only live within
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their rightful land, but gain access to the natural resources required to properly take care of
their people. This hardly sounds
like the actions of an isolationist
nature and we will continue to
campaign and fight for injustices against our comrades
throughout the world.
So after combating the socialist arguments for voting to stay in
the Union, how do we continue
to win over the Labour vote? We
have to accept that they will not
be wooed by the SNP or Alex
Salmond, that it requires Labour
voices talking to them. This is
what we at Labour for Independence have been doing for the last
two years and we will continue
with all our efforts until 10pm on
18 September.
But we also need your help to
spread our message. Got a
Labour friend voting No or undecided?
Send them our way, we can
win their vote, we can convince
them of the opportunity to have
a real Labour Party in Scotland,
one which we can be proud to
vote for and be a part of. We can
win this referendum, but we
need to unite as the left.

Opportunity

Recently I read a very apt
quotation from South American
revolutionary Simón Bolívar; to
paraphrase he said; “Political
gangrene cannot be cured with
palliatives and Britain is totally
and utterly infected with gangrene. A green mango will
ripen, but a rotten mango never
ripens; the seeds of a rotten
mango must be saved and
planted so that a new plant may
grow. That is happening in
Scotland today.”
We have a tremendous opportunity to create a fairer, more
equal, more prosperous and socially just Scotland.
That is something all Labour
voters can get behind.

by Bill Bonnar

OVER THE past decade the

United States and its allies have
completely destroyed Iraq to the
point where it no longer functions as a recognisable state.
This may sound blunt but consider the evidence.
Upwards of a million Iraqis
killed or seriously wounded, millions more turned into internal or
external refugees. The economy
of one of the most advanced
Arab countries turned to ruin. An
equally advanced infrastructure
in terms of health, education and
transport largely destroyed and
the country in the grip of a religious and territorial civil war.
Therefore the decision by the
United States to launch an
emergency humanitarian effort
to help those who have fallen
victim of the campaign by the
Islamic State will be treated
with a large pinch of salt particularly from the Iraqi people.
With good reason.
The concern by Washington to
defend the Kurdish town of Erbil
and to take back other strategic
towns has a lot more to do with
the fact that these towns are at
the heart of the now American
controlled Iraqi oil industry.

Unfolding disaster

Erbil is the regional base of
Exxon Mobil and Chevron and
it will come as no surprise that
these companies have been lobbying extensively for an American intervention to defend their
interests. For them humanitarian
aid has provided a useful cover.
Interestingly, in other parts of
Iraq where the Islamic State has
made advances there has been
no such call for humanitarian
assistance even though the need
is as great.
The attempt by ISIS to create
a Sunni-based Islamic state
straddling parts of Syria and
Iraq is the latest fallout from the
Arab Spring. Having started out
with such hope what we are
now witnessing is an unfolding
disaster across the Arab world.

Rise of ISIS: blame Bush and Blair
INTERNATIONAL

BLAIR AND BUSH: the blame for
the current crisis lies squarely with
the American and British invasion
which destroyed Iraq’s secular state,
creating the vacuum which ISIS
have now filled

To better understand this requires an understanding of the
forces at work. As in most
countries the political spectrum
can best be divided between
progressive, conservative and
reactionary forces. In Arab
countries the conservative
forces were the autocratic dictatorships that ruled countries like
Egypt and Tunisia and the current Assad regime in Syria.
Their main agenda was to defend the status quo and the interests of their own ruling classes
and international supporters.
The progressive forces are a
broad alliance of secular, left
and liberal movements whose
aim is to transform society in a
progressive direction. Opposing
them are reactionary forces
aiming to take their societies
down a very different road.
Overwhelmingly these are the
forces of Islamic fundamentalism such as the Muslim Brotherhood in Egypt and ISIS.
The problem is that in country
after country the progressive
forces have proved weak and divided; the result of decades of
oppression. The main opposition
has been provided by Islamic
fundamentalist movements bolstered by their often principles
opposition to the dictatorships
and their ability to articulate the
concerns and aspirations of the

poor and oppressed. Therefore
what we are now witnessing
across the Arab world are conflicts between conservative and
reactionary forces with the progressive alternative increasingly
marginalised.
Egypt is a case in point where
the main struggle is between a
military led government seeking the re-establishment of the
Mubarak dictatorship without
Mubarak and what is left of the
Muslim Brotherhood.
In Syria the struggle is between the brutal and conservative Assad dictatorship and an
array of reactionary regional
and Islamic forces.
ISIS are the latest and worse
manifestation of a reactionary
Islamic movement. From their
bases in Syria, where they were
partially armed by the United
States, they have swept across
Iraq filling the vacuum created
by the collapse of any kind of
central authority in Baghdad.
Responding to the demands of
an increasingly embittered Sunni
population they have created a
de-facto Islamic state which will
prove difficult to oppose.
Like the Taliban in Afghanistan
they offer a nightmare vision of
the future; an attempt to create a
medieval type state ruled by dictatorship, cleansed of all religious
and politic opposition and in
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which women revert to being
mere chattel.
The blame for the current crisis lies squarely with the American and British invasion which
destroyed Iraq’s secular state
creating the vacuum which ISIS
have now filled. The solution is
to attempt to undo some of the
damage done by the AngloAmerican intervention.
This includes moving towards a more broad based government in Baghdad and the
rebuilding of the country along
secular lines.

Reactionary agenda

More than ever, what the Arab
world needs is the emergence of
united and coherent progressive
and secular forces to challenge
both the conservative and reactionary agendas and provide a
vision for the future which embraces a society which is secular,
democratic, inclusive, tackles
poverty and inequality and promotes the rights of women.
At the heart of this must be
the establishment of strong socialist movements which link
these struggles to the overall
struggle against capitalism.
In the modern history of countries such as Iraq and Syria such
forces have existed. Their re-establishment is central in order to
take these societies forward.
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AS THE referendum campaign

enters its final four weeks, the
SSP has broken through the
£30,000 mark in their indyref
appeal fund. We have received
support from all over Scotland
and from all walks of life – from
former mineworkers, postal
workers and local council
workers, from single parents,
pensioners and young first-time
voters, who all have supported
our campaign and helped build
the Scottish Socialist Party a
positive campaign for a Yes vote
on 18 September.
The SSP campaign, in
conjunction with national and

local Yes and RIC campaigns,
have organised and taken part
in over 50 public meetings the
length and breadth of Scotland,
taking our vision of an
independent socialist Scotland
into working class communities
in every part of Scotland.
The public meetings, along
with street stalls and street work
and the regular door to door
canvassing either on our own as
the SSP or part of the wider
independence movement have
made a significant contribution
towards a Yes vote.
With just weeks to go, our
financial appeal needs one big

final push if we are to reach our
target of £50,000 which will
enable us to produce the
leaflets, posters and other
material we need.
That is why I am appealing
directly to you as a Voice reader,
member, supporter or friend of
the SSP to make a donation to
our independence appeal fund
and make your pledge or
donation today.
If you have already made a
donation to the appeal fund, on
behalf of the SSP thank you, it is
much appreciated by us.
If you have yet to donate,
please make your donation today.

HOW TO PLEDGE AND DONATE MONEY

• Donate via your local SSP branch
• Send a cheque to ‘SSP Independence Appeal
Fund’ and return to Jim McVicar, SSP National
Treasurer, Suite 307, 93 Hope St, Glasgow G2 6LD
• Text 07810205747 with your pledge amount and
email address if you have one
• Bank transfer: SSP Appeal Fund Account, Co-op
Bank, Sort Code 08-92-99 / Account No. 65094637

• Paypal: jim.sspfinance@gmail.com
If you want to help with the appeal fund, or if
you need any more details, contact Jim McVicar
on 07810205747 or email:
jimmcvicar.scottishsocialistparty@hotmail.com

However you choose to pledge, please text Jim
the details so we can keep track of all donations.
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