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Banned Palestinian
journalist exhibits
photos in Scotland
ACCLAIMED PALESTINIAN photo-journalist
Hamde Abu Rahma said it was a “dream come true”
as he arrived in Edinburgh earlier this month, following
a two year battle to enter the UK after being twice
refused for a visa. 

“When I first saw the Palestinian flags,” he told the
Herald, “I thought it was a protest for Palestine. 

“Then I realised that these people have come to
meet me at the train station.” 

Mr Abu Rahma, an outspoken critic of Israeli state
brutality, has a published a book, Roots Run Deep,
which reveals what life is like in his homeland. 

He has recently been speaking at special events
around Scotland, and currently has photo exhibitions
in Glasgow and Edinburgh.

Hamde took up photography following the death of
his cousin, Baseem who was shot dead by the Israeli
Occupation Force during a peaceful demonstration in
his home village of Bil’in, near Ramallah in 2009. 

Two years later Hamde’s other cousin, Baseem's
sister Jawaher, was also killed.

• See exhibitions of Hamde’s photos at Govanhill
Baths in Glasgow and Tollcross Community Centre in
Edinburgh. Both exhibitions run until the end of August

HAMDE ABU RAHMA: in Edinburgh, photojournalist Hamde (centre) is
mobbed by supporters waving Palestinian flags (PHOTO: Craig Maclean)

PHOTOS: Hamde Abu Rahma
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by Ken Ferguson

IF HISTORY repeats itself as Marx
claimed first as tragedy and then farce no-
body seems to have told Labour deputy
leader Tom Watson. Right wing Watson
got into his time machine this week trav-
elling back 30 years to the era of party
purges of Militant members and boldly
pronounced it was all happening again as
the “hard left” flooded into Labour. 

Of course this is in reality simply recy-
cling the usual tired old response from the
Labour right to any leftward movement in
their party and—unless there have been
500,000 hidden Trotskyists nobody
knew—simply a desperate attempt to de-
rail the Corbyn leadership. 

However it appears that when Watson
boarded his Tardis he was not on his own
but was, perhaps predictably, joined by a
clutch of anti-union Tory journalists who
promptly not only spotlighted his dubious
claims but found some more. 

In a string of stories which had older
Voice readers revisiting their youth the
fevered scribblers focused on that other old
chestnut of hard hearted trade unionists
“holding the public to ransom” by daring to
refuse to roll over to bosses demands. 

Tory press
Firmly in the cross hairs of the Tory

press was the RMT which was guilty of
doing what unions are supposed to do—
defending their members at ScotRail,
Southern Rail, Eurostar and others after
ballot votes for action on a range of issues. 

The anti-union menu was reheated—
still rancid—and union officials were
shown on holiday, union funds pored over
and “neutral” Tory ministers read the RMT
lessons on their bad behaviour and a
general campaign to demonise rail work-
ers was set in motion. 

Only the terminally naive would not re-
alise that the Watson “revelation” and the
anti RMT guff are part of a piece aimed
both at weakening the Corbyn leadership
and more widely any attempts by workers
to resist bosses diktats. 

This simply adds to the earlier damage
done by the staged MP resignations, vote
of no confidence and an constant cam-

paign by Labour “moderates” to under-
mine Corbyn and it is increasingly hard to
see a resolution to this civil war that is of
any service to working class voters. 

Given that Labour has already been
trounced in Scotland the struggle for the
party’s direction is however only part of
the challenge facing socialists here.

As the Voice goes to press, the upsurge
of pressure for a second independence
referendum and the response of politi-
cians and policy makers to it remains at
the heart of Scotland’s politics. 

However that is not the same thing as
saying the choices are straightforward or
guaranteed to have a progressive outcome.
Initially we were led to believe that the Brexit
vote would be the detonator that would trig-
ger a second indy ref and a Yes outcome. 

The EU was equated, by both SNP and
Green politicians with a rejection of the
uglier right wing face of Brexit and this
morphed into the perception that the EU
was a wholly progressive body ignoring
its rabidly pro market neoliberal politics
such as those that crushed Greece. 

Now however the path ahead looks in-
creasingly more complex. 

First of all it grows clearer that finding any
deal to keep Scotland in the EU post a UK
exit is a best very complex and more prob-
ably impossible leaving only the option of an
application from an independent Scotland. 

And it is the hard reality which is increas-
ingly apparent that while the Brexit vote has
caused a wave of anger it is not of itself any-
thing like sufficient to deliver the opinion shift

needed to win a Yes vote. That was the
core, for example, of the remarks by former
SNP Health Minister Alex Neil in his Holy-
rood magazine warning of the formidable
obstacles that need to be overcome. 

The SSP has support for independence
in its DNA as a founding principle but that
is not the same as believing that inde-
pendence of itself answers the multiple
social, economic and ecological chal-
lenges we face. Any second referendum
must be fought around not just issues of
sovereignty but also the sharp issues of
poverty and inequality which were at the
centre of the pro independence left’s
2014 campaign and played a key role in
delivering working class Yes votes. 

Context
In this context, calls by leading SNP

politicians such as George Kerevan for
five years of cuts after independence to
placate the banks or SNP effectively sid-
ing with employers in the ScotRail dispute
are unlikely make much headway among
working class voters. 

The urgent need for progressive Yes
supporters is to address the key weakness
of the 2014 campaign based around a
Scottish Government White Paper which
basically offered a centrist “UK lite” vision. 

Independence is hugely radical de-
mand and winning it will require a vision
not just of independence but one which
convincingly demonstrates that it offers a
much better future than that posed by our
unionist opponents.

Smoke and spin no answer to
real challenges facing people

TOM & JERRY: Tom Watson (left) is worried that socialists are joining the Labour Party
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by Colin Fox, SSP
national co-spokesperson

THE US journalist and broad-
caster Ed Murrow (1908-1965)
once quipped, “Anyone who
isn’t confused doesn’t really un-
derstand the situation.” His view
will surely resonate with anyone
trying to fathom recent twists
and turns in Scottish politics.
For a new Brexit-induced reality
has emerged, bringing wide-
spread confusion in its wake. 
There are socialists joining,

even re-joining, the Labour
Party to help Jeremy Corbyn
re-win the leadership contest
blind to his position on inde-
pendence. And there are so-
cialists who believe the place
to advance the cause is inside
a nationalist party. 
Nicola Sturgeon is a con-

tender for ‘confuser in chief’.
Over the past few weeks she
has promised to single-hand-
edly ensure Scotland remains
in the EU as the rest of the UK
leaves. Aping the deceit of her
colleagues in the British estab-
lishment, she blames Brexit
for everything from the immi-
nent recession and the dismal
summer weather, to England’s
failure to win the European
Championships! 

SNP weakness
Scotland’s First Minister tells

us the 24 June vote changed
everything. It changed the EU
into the world’s finest example of
human solidarity, philanthropy
and equality. And it put indyref 2
“back on the agenda” despite
her failure to defend the inde-
pendence case for two years. 
I debated with SNP Deputy

Leadership candidate Tommy
Shepherd recently at the Yes
Café in South Edinburgh. I like
Tommy. He has been very gen-
erous to the Scottish Socialist
Party and the Edinburgh Peo-
ple’s Festival over many years.
But he typifies the astounding
weakness of the SNP rank and

file in their refusal to speak out
against leadership stratagems
they know are nonsense. 
According to Tommy the

SNP intends to precipitate a
second referendum on inde-
pendence in 12 months time.
Following the conclusion of
the EU negotiations which
they expect to be completed
by Spring, they will organise a
Holyrood (i.e. non-binding) ref-
erendum next September. 
It is hard to know where to

begin with this proposition.
One thing is certain however,

the EU is not the issue upon
which to win a vote on Scottish
independence. The Brexit ne-
gotiations are more likely to take
years rather than weeks as for-
mer SNP Minister Alex Neil
(sacked by Nicola Sturgeon)
has conceded in a Holyrood
magazine article. And Westmin-
ster will not concede indyref 2 in
these, if any, circumstances. 
The wider Yes movement

has a responsibility to stop the
independence ship ending up
on the rocks. We agreed a sec-
ond vote would only be sought
when there was majority sup-
port for it. No such support ex-
ists. And no ‘summer initiative’
on independence exists either.
We now learn it was only ever a

rhetorical flourish by Nicola
Sturgeon to appease an SNP
Conference. Her announce-
ment was apparently never
meant to be taken seriously. 
The socialist case for inde-

pendence is serious however. 
Making the case for a sepa-

rate Scottish currency tied to
Sterling George Kerevan
meanwhile argues such a plan
would mean 5 years of post-in-
dependence austerity as re-
serves were built up. 
Angus Robertson, favourite

to win the Deputy Leadership
contest was quick to concur.
He insisted the Yes camp
needed to concede there were
‘downsides to independence’
and austerity was among them! 
Such revisionism is nothing

new in the SNP but it is the
wrong lesson for the Yes move-
ment to learn from our defeat
last time. The nationalists vision
of independence failed because
their ‘keep the pound, keep the
Queen, keep NATO, let the cor-
porations and laissez-faire
economists remain in control’
did not persuade Scotland’s
working class majority. 
We lost because the mes-

sage received was that the Yes
side were not going to chal-
lenge the status quo. The SNP

have no problem with the UK
economic system, no problem
with curtseying to the Queen,
no problem with NATO’s war-
mongering and no problem
with corporate neo-liberalism.
It is merely the location of the
decision making they resent.
The Scottish Socialist Party

does not agree. Yes did not
lose last time because our pro-
gramme was too radical and
frightened middle class, mid-
dle Scotland. We lost because
Scotland’s working class ma-
jority were not assured inde-
pendence would mean they
were materially better off. That
case is still not being won. 
Whilst the SNP have been

in power at Holyrood real
wages have fallen 10 per cent.
Only workers in the collapsed
economies of Greece and Por-
tugal have fared as badly out
of 35 OECD countries. 

Sunk initiatives
Repeated SNP ‘anti-poverty

initiatives’ have been launched
and sunk without trace. In the
week for example when Scot-
land’s first ‘fuel bank’ opened in
Castlemilk, I was reminded of
the SNP’s 2007 election prom-
ise to eradicate fuel poverty by
2015. Like ashes from a spent
coal fire it was unceremoni-
ously dumped just as fuel bills
doubled and the need for the
measure reached its peak.
There are those like the

columnist Iain McWhirter who
believe ‘independence is now
inevitable’. Well it is not in-
evitable. And the more the
SNP seek a mini-British state
with its financialised economy,
class ridden and ill-divided the
more our chances of inde-
pendence diminish. 
The case for an independ-

ent socialist Scotland is more
important than ever and the
Scottish Socialist Party will be
holding a series of public
meetings making that case in
the weeks to come.

The case for an independent socialist Scotland

A WORLD TO WIN: Scotland’s working class majority need to be
assured independence will mean being materially better off
(PHOTO: Craig Maclean)
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by Jenni Gunn

THE POLITICAL, economic and social
position of women in Scotland in 2016
looks markedly different from the way in
which it looked for my mother’s
generation. The political landscape, in
particular, demonstrates a marked departure
from what political power looked like when
my mum was growing up. 
The three main party leaders in the

Scottish Parliament are women; two of
whom are gay, a picture almost unthinkable
in my mum’s day. To look at this powerful
symbol of women’s power in the political
arena, you would be forgiven for thinking
that women’s participation in public life
and their general position within society
has completely changed for the better. 
The world of work has changed, too. My

mum joined the police at 18 years old. She
was one of the very few women, and one
of the very few working class Catholics, in
her station. I remember her telling me
stories of being determined to stick it out in
an atmosphere that was overwhelmingly
male and overwhelmingly misogynistic. 

Misogynist ‘banter’
For my mum, putting up with sexist

jokes, discriminatory bosses and misogyny
disguised as “banter” came with the
territory. “But that was while ago now,
mind. There are much more women in the
job now.” She’s right—about 40 per cent of
police officers in Scotland now are women. 
But despite being better represented in

political life and in the labour market,
women are still facing significant
challenges. Nicola Sturgeon, Kezia Dugdale
and Ruth Davidson have all experienced
misogynistic abuse for doing their jobs. 
All reasonable people would agree that

regardless of your politics, sexist slurs and
threats of sexual violence shouldn’t (but
sadly, are) still part of the everyday
experience of women in politics. 
As it turns out, this isn’t just a problem

for women in politics. A recent study by the
TUC has detailed that over half of all
women in work have not only experienced
sexism at work, but sexual harassment. 
52 per cent of women surveyed by the

TUC listed sexual harassment as a problem

in their place of work. A third had been on
the receiving end of “unwelcome jokes”
and a further 25 percent of women had
experienced unwelcome touching from
colleagues or managers. 
79 per cent of women who had suffered

sexual harassment didn’t inform their
employer, and cited reasons such as fear of
reporting affecting their career prospects,
their work relationships and 25 per cent
believing they wouldn’t be taken seriously. 
General Secretary of the TUC Frances

O’Grady said it has left women feeling
“ashamed and frightened.” Speaking on
BBC Radio 4, she said “it makes us
miserable at work where we just want to do
our job and be respected.” 
Worryingly, it is young women, those

most likely to be on zero-hour contracts, in
precarious and un-unionised work, that are
most likely to suffer harassment. In 2016,
women are still living and working in a
culture that engenders them with feelings
of shame and fear. 
What does this show us? It shows us that

women’s political representation is not
enough, that more women in the workplace
and in positions of increased responsibility
is not enough—having women at the head
of governments in both Edinburgh and
London remains merely symbolic. 
The lot of the majority of women in the

workplace is one where sexual harassment
is not an uncommon occurrence. Over half
of all women in the UK are suffering under

the same workplace discrimination and
abuse that my mother’s generation believed
would be a distant memory by the time
their daughters entered the world of work. 
So how do we fix it? It’s a problem that’s

roots go deep, in a culture that is still
instinctively unequal and not only along the
lines of gender. Women in work deserve
support when they report sexual harassment
and unwanted touching, and the trade union
movement will be at the forefront of
putting pressure on government to send a
clear message to employers that they must
take these issues seriously. 
However, I think that until there is a more

significant shift in the workplace and in
society as a whole, women will still suffer
discrimination, harassment and violence, at
work, in the home and on our streets. 
So we have to challenge this behaviour

whenever and wherever we see it in our
everyday life. For men in the workplace,
it might mean recognising your privilege
and using it to challenge sexist jokes
between your co-workers, your friends
and your family. 
For women, it might mean supporting a

pal in reporting the incidences of
harassment. But one thing is most
important above all—it’s not up to women
to struggle to change this; it requires a
concerted effort from all workers in all
workplaces. A show of solidarity, a
grassroots approach that will radically
change the working lives of women.

Real action is necessary to
challenge workplace sexism

POWERFUL: to look at this symbol of women’s power in the political arena, you’d be forgiven
for thinking that women’s participation in public life and their general position within society
has completely changed for the better. But women still face significant challenges
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by Richie Venton, SSP national
workplace organiser 

ALL THE worst enemies of working
class people and their organisations have
combined in a vitriolic onslaught against
the RMT union and its members—rail-
workers in particular. 
Tory Minister Chris Grayling arrogantly

accused the RMT of “looking for excuses
to be militant”. 
Filthy rags like the Sun (of Hillsborough

infamy) and Daily Mail (which supported
Hitler in the 1930s) hunted down RMT
leaders on their family holidays, and
branded strikes by RMT members “need-
less” and “over minor issues”. 
Back in January, senior Tory Transport

official Peter Wilkinson declared war un-
ambiguously, at a public meeting in Lon-
don: “union members on Southern GTR
can’t afford to spend too long on strike and
I will push them into that place. They will
have to decide if they want to give a good
service or get the hell out of my industry”! 
Not to be outdone by his Tory co-

thinkers, Labour’s John McTernan—for-
mer adviser and spin doctor to Tony Blair
and Jim Murphy—last week spewed out
the opinion that “The Tories should crush
the rail unions once and for all—voters
would thank them for it.” 
The vicious smear campaign against

RMT members who dare exercise their
democratic right to withdraw their labour—
paying the personal price in lost wages—
is one of the worst and most coordinated
since that against the miners and their

union during Maggie Thatcher’s 1980s
class warfare. 
Why this concerted demonisation? We

live in a society where it’s apparently al-
right for profiteering big businesses and
their hired politicians to consciously coor-
dinate their assaults on public safety, pub-
lic services, workers’ jobs and wages. But
if the same workers take collective action
to selflessly defend train passenger safety
they are denounced as—in the poisoned
phrase of Thatcher—”the enemy within”. 
The Tories privatised the railways in the

1990s. Labour did absolutely nothing to re-
verse that license to print money for a rich
cabal of train companies during 13 years
in government. 
Instead, they commissioned the McNulty

Report on the industry, which was pub-
lished by the Westminster Tories in 2011—

in which Driver Only trains, savage job
losses, ticket office and station closures
were just part of the cost-cutting onslaught
advocated. 
Now the profit-crazed train operators

who’ve won privatised franchises are glee-
fully pursuing this agenda, backed up to
the hilt by the Tories as they unleash a
scorched earth policy which leaves sta-
tions unstaffed, ticket offices closed, track
maintenance slashed, passenger safety
endangered, and safety critical guards re-
moved from trains throughout the UK... as
passenger numbers rocket. 
The railway workers’ unions stand in the

path of this government-sponsored corpo-
rate vandalism. So the bosses of the pri-
vatised train companies bypass the
unions, bombard and bully staff via social
media and letters to their home addresses,
trying to intimidate workers into accepting
this slaughter of safety and staff. And when
this fails to cow workers, they deploy the
millionaire-owned media and thuggish
anti-union laws invented by the Tories and
retained by Labour in government. 
The government boasts that strikes are

at their lowest level for workers involved
and days on strike since records began in
1893. So when railworkers have the pas-
sion for safety and courage to take indus-
trial action, they are assaulted with all the
ferocity the employing class, their state
and media can muster. 
When train drivers union ASLEF fought

the safety slashing measures of French-
owned Govia on Southern railways, they
plundered the union’s funds under anti-

by Richie Venton

AS THEWestminster
government glories in 2015
strike figures being at their
lowest since records began in
1893, the courage of ScotRail,
VTEC and other railworkers
striking for safety is all the
more laudable and deserving
of solidarity action from the

wider trade union movement.
ScotRail guards have won a
big breakthrough after 13 days
of rock-solid strikes—with the
calls from ASLEF branches
for a ballot against DOO trains
adding power to their elbow. 
Abellio and the Scottish
government’s Transport
Scotland dug their heels in for
months, but then conceded the

guarantee of a guard on all the
electrified trains, with the
further guarantee of trains not
moving without a guard on
board. The Scottish
government pressurised
Abellio into this retreat in
panic that Queen Street tunnel
couldn’t reopen, nor would
they rake in the vast revenues
from the Edinburgh Festival, if

RMT members weren’t
listened to and strikes
continued. 
But the devil is in the detail
of ongoing discussions about
the exact duties of the guards,
specifically their safety critical
role at the Platform Train
Interface, control of the doors,
train dispatch procedures.
Since suspension of the RMT

Unite against war on
railworkers and safety

Strikes work! Breakthrough on ScotRail

CLASS FIGHTERS: the SSP stands for
people, not profit; for safety and decent
salaries, not slashing of both to enrich the
rich at the expense of the rest
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union legislation, seized the mobile
phones of union activists and removed
staff travel allowances. 
If workers doing the very same job in dif-

ferent train companies tried to coordinate
their industrial action to protect public
safety—to keep the guards, for instance—
they’d be legally and financially crucified
for so-called secondary action, under laws
designed to decimate workers’ solidarity
and ability to resist. 
But when ScotRail Abellio bosses pro-

voked strikes against unsafe Driver Only
Operated trains they tried to hire scabs
from Merseyrail. 
As Virgin Trains East Coast RMT mem-

bers decide by 84 per cent to strike in de-
fence of guards, safety, working conditions
and against 200 job losses, their capitalist,
financially incompetent bosses are ‘train-
ing’ a ramshackle army of scab managers
from East Midlands Railways, comman-
deering trains to ‘train’ them! 
It’s blatantly, starkly obvious the train

companies are coordinating their crusade
to scrap guards, slash safety, and boost
profits at the expense of passengers and
railworkers alike. But the same bosses
have the gall to accuse the unions—in the
case of ScotRail Abellio—of “wanting to
import a dispute from England”. 
As the hired liars of the capitalist media

demonise railworkers and their unions,
and train companies enlist untrained scab
managers alongside the most repressive
anti-union laws in the western world, per-
haps the most appalling aspect of this bat-
tle is that the profit-seeking train
companies are leeching off the public. 
Train fares are amongst the most cruci-

fyingly expensive in Europe. Public subsi-
dies to the privatised railways are a full four
times greater than the state investment in
railways prior to privatisation. 
And in a vicious twist of state ownership,

75 per cent of all the trains previously

owned by the UK government are now run
by companies wholly of mostly owned by
overseas governments! UK taxpayers are
subsiding the profits of companies owned
by the state in Germany, Hong Kong,
France—and in Scotland’s case, Holland. 
In 2014/15 taxpayers in this country

forked out a mind-boggling £3.5billion in
subsidies to these overseas outfits. 
The case for democratic public owner-

ship of our railways and transport in gen-
eral, with working class control, has never
been more compelling or urgent. That’s
one of many policies the SSP shares with
the railworkers’ unions. 
It’s one the Tories, Labour and SNP

have outright opposed in government, pre-
ferring to subsidise the profits of big busi-

ness and overseas state rail companies. 
And in the case of Scotland, both Labour

and SNP Holyrood governments have is-
sued franchises that allow these profiteers
to be compensated from public funds—’in-
demnified’ for losses incurred—when rail-
workers are driven to strike action in
defence of public safety and jobs. 
The RMT’s campaign for Safe Trains

screams out for public ownership and an
end to this criminal ripoff. The SSP stands
solidly alongside railworkers and their
unions in pursuit of this socialist aim, in
keeping with the RMT Rule Book, which
declares as an Object of the union: “to
work for the supercession of the capitalist
system by a socialistic order of society”.
Join us!

strikes, Abellio has to date
offered the RMT absolutely
nothing extra; they’ve
proposed to ASLEF that
drivers would fully control
doors and the entire dispatch
procedure at stations—the
dangerous imposition of duties
on drivers that is at the heart of
this battle for safety. 
ASLEF rightly, roundly
rejected this provocative
proposal. At time of writing,

ASLEF’s national executive is
meeting. Several branches are
demanding they urgently declare
a ballot for industrial action. 
Many RMT members are
fearful that unless new strike
dates are rapidly declared—
alongside a ballot by the
drivers’ union—Abellio will
get away with stalling tactics,
dragging out the talks for the
remainder of the peak travel
period of August, still robbing

guards of their key role in
train dispatch. Public support
is growing for the campaign to
Keep the Guards. People are
furious at the role of the
Scottish government and are
bombarding MSPs with the
RMT postcard campaign, plus
visits to MSPs’ surgeries. 
That political campaign is
urgent and essential to winning
further guarantees that drivers
aren’t dumped with additional

tasks that increase safety risks.
But the working class has
always had two arms: the
political and industrial. We
can’t afford to fight with one
arm tied behind our backs. 
Urgent preparations for
industrial action in both
ASLEF and the RMT would
bring these arrogant profiteers
to heel, as proven already in
the breakthrough by the RMT
strikes over two months.

WHOSE SIDE ARE THE SNP ON?: the SNP issued Abellio a ten-year franchise worth at least
£60billion in 2014, spurning the opportunity to take our railways back into public ownership,
despite whopping majority support for that amongst the Scottish people. One guard told public
meetings, “Nicola Sturgeon then pushed my button, and other highly trained guards' buttons,
when she told the parliament our strikes were just about who presses a button on the doors.”
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by Bill Bonnar

THE COUP in Turkey last month,
followed by the counter-coup by
President Erdogan, is the latest in a range
of dramatic developments in that part of
the world; further evidence of a region
being torn apart by political, regional,
tribal and religious conflicts. 

It is a process which has its origins in
the Anglo-American assault on Iraq, the
illegal overthrow of the Iraqi government
and the subsequent destruction and
collapse of the country. 

But back to Turkey. Whatever the
motivations and plans of the original coup,
it is clear that the counter coup has been
well prepared and waiting for such an
opportunity. Massive purges of the army,
civil service, education system and media
and mass terror and intimidation directed
at the almost 50 per cent of the population
which did not vote for the regime. 

Enemies of the state
It has transformed the Erdogan

government from a kind of elective
dictatorship into an all-out actual
dictatorship. It is a regime which now
regards all opponents; Kurds, liberals,
democrats and socialists, and all who
support them, as enemies of the state. 

While the Chilcott Inquiry has focused
the minds of many in Britain on the role
of Tony Blair, for millions in the regions
he is a pathetic and irrelevant footnote in
history compared to the firestorm raging
around them. 

The western attack on Iraq destroyed
the country. It destroyed the economy, the
social structure and swept away the
institutions of the state. When one looks
at a map of the region and focuses in on
Iraq one is looking at a fiction. Iraq
effectively does not exist. 

What you have instead is a few cities
which the government to a greater or
lesser extent controls and huge swathes of
territories controlled by armed regional,
tribal and religious forces operating to
their own agendas and interests. 

This collapse also affects the country’s
borders, none more so than its border
with Syria. This no longer exists,
allowing the many conflicts in Iraq to
flow into Syria. 

What happened in Iraq is not the cause
of the civil war in Syria but has been a
significant contributory factor. Conflicts
within Iraq have crossed the non-existent
border along with bountiful supplies of
arms and have fuelled and merged with
conflicts within Syria. This in turn has
destabilised Syria which also has
descended into a multi-layered civil war. 

The impact of that war on Turkey
cannot be under-estimated. As many as
two million mostly Syrian refugees live in
camps inside the country. Turkey is also
the main through route for refugees
coming to Europe. 

Kurdish forces are now fully involved
in the civil wars in both Iraq and Syria
drawing support for the Kurdish
population in Turkey. This population has
been angered by the role of the Turkish

government in actively supporting anti-
Kurdish forces in Syria sparking an
upsurge in Kurdish national aspirations in
Turkey and a fierce backlash from the
Erdugan regime.

This led to a more generalised rise in
opposition to the regime and no doubt
prompted the attempted military coup and
the regime’s counter coup. In Iraq the pro-
western regime is now fighting a group of
medieval religious fundamentalists in the
shape of ISIS by relying heavily on
another group of medieval religious
fundamentalists in the shape of Shia
militias who do much of its fighting. 

These militias have been responsible for
appalling sectarian violence against the
Sunni population including massacres and
ethnic cleansing. 

In Syria the main opposition to the
Assad regime are similar religious
fundamentalists who want to destroy the
Syrian state and replace it with something
lifted straight out the 14th century. All
have its roots in the disastrous western
interventions in the region. 

Disastrous intervention
When Tony Blair and George W Bush

met at the former’s ranch in Texas and
mused over their plans to invade Iraq
what was the discussion around the likely
consequences of their actions? 

For the Americans it probably did not
extend much beyond which oil companies
would be given the oil fields and the
future contracts for American companies
including many who financed the Bush
election campaign. For Tony Blair? His
place in history; which is now assured. 

100 years ago the Sykes-Picot
agreement came into being; the first
disastrous western intervention in the
region with the aim of carving it up for
the benefit of imperialist powers; in this
case France and Britain. 

It led to dictatorship, exploitation and
conflict which tyrannised the people of
the region for almost a century until the
western invasion of 2003. That invasion
was again about re-ordering the region to
serve Western interests. 

Lets hope the people there do not have
to wait another century for their liberation.

Turkish counter coup latest
disaster in war torn Middle East

Scottish Venezuela Solidarity Campaign

PUBLIC MEETING: VENEZUELA EMERGENCY BRIEFING
Antidemocratic destabilisation & US intervention in Venezuela

Wednesday 31 August 7pm
John Smith House, UNITE the Union, 145 West Regent Street, Glasgow
This emergency briefing is called to highlight the situation in Venezuela,

especially the destabilisation and anti-democratic U.S. tactics of intervention

SPEAKERS: Paul Dobson, UK journalist based in Venezuela
Marcos Garcia, the First Secretary of the Venezuelan Embassy 

Chaired by Vicky Grandon

P U B L I C  M E E T I N G
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by Colin Turbett, author of ‘Doing
Radical Social Work’

IF WE are going to judge the SNP’s per-
formance in government in Scotland let’s
do so on issues that really affect working
people and not on peripheral areas of bu-
reaucracy that are of importance to only
a few. 

The controversy over the government’s
proposals to consolidate existing practice
in relation to responsibility for the welfare
of children is an example of a far right lib-
ertarian and Christian bandwagon being
jumped on by many who should know
better—including some on the left. 

As a social worker in the front line of
child protection practice for almost forty
years I saw at first-hand what forces really
impact on the lives of vulnerable chil-
dren—poverty, inequality, unemployment
and marginalisation for starters. 

As local government functionaries with
responsibility for ensuring that abused and
neglected children got the help and sup-
port they needed, we were constantly frus-
trated by the tendency of large sections of
society to hold us responsible for issues
way beyond our remit and capacity—vilify-
ing and punishing us if things went wrong. 

Characterisation
At the same time we were regarded as

a threat to recalcitrant families and a last
resort—with little faith that we actually did
anything useful. Workers who entered the
profession after years of gaining experi-
ence, training and sacrifice, would hesi-
tate before telling people they met socially
what they did for a living.

One of the poorly scripted aspects of
the current debate is the willingness of
some progressive left voices to join with
the Christian far right in characterising so-
cial workers as interfering, child snatching
and heartless—with calls for dumping any
model that might bring more children into
the radar of Social Services because of
the damage that might ensue. 

That is not the way I and colleagues
saw it: I could tell many stories of children
who passed into adulthood with no one
realising how damaged and awful their
lives at home were—attention often only

going to children who transgress society’s
rules about school attendance and be-
haviour. 

If you go to school, sit at the back of the
class, hand in your homework and say lit-
tle, the chances are you will be left alone
to get on with it and no one will particularly
care about anything else. 

In contrast The Named Person (NP)
proposals are an attempt to ensure that
those who encounter most children—
health and education professionals—take
responsibility for ensuring that children’s
basic needs are being met and if they are
not, for doing something about it. 

That is happening already in many lo-
calities and the legislation is designed to
spread such practice. Most children will
require little attention but those who do will
hopefully get the help and support they
need. In a sense it is mischievous to either
praise or condemn the SNP for NP—it
was something coming anyway and it is
likely that any government would have en-
acted similar legislation in Scotland.

Alarmists on the political right and left
have suggested that NP will increase the
numbers of children being removed from
their families and placed in local authority
care. That is quite insulting to those whose
task is to support the most vulnerable chil-
dren and not too far from the tabloid press
characterisation of social workers. 

During my years in social work, what I
generally experienced was workers who

went far beyond the procedural and bu-
reaucratic demands of their employers to
ensure that children were happy and their
vulnerable parents supported and not pun-
ished. That was never easy and involved
careful use of available discretion and ad-
vocacy for resources in a shrinking finan-
cial environment—especially with austerity. 

The best teams who developed this
type of culture were those who took a
broad perspective on the world and re-
fused to blame the victims of societal in-
equality and injustice. Inevitably these
were groups of workers who were well
unionised and willing to support others in
struggle i.e. those influenced by activists
from the socialist left—the SSP. 

Westminster austerity
The real issue is one of resources—

government cuts in funding, stemming
from Westminster austerity policy but
passed on by the SNP in Scotland, have
placed enormous pressures on services. 

In Edinburgh for instance this has had
very drastic consequences for the organ-
isation and delivery of child protection. 

Sadly, capitalist society is so sick by na-
ture that it will continue to throw up vic-
tims, some of whom will require robust
state interventions into their ‘private’ fam-
ily lives. The NP ‘controversy’ is a com-
plete distraction from the story about
services for children and families that we
should be talking about.

The SNP’s named person
initiative: storm in a teacup?

CUTS: the real issue is one of resources – government cuts in funding,
stemming from Westminster austerity policy but passed on by the SNP
in Scotland, have placed enormous pressures on services



CULTURE

Book review: Roch Winds – 
A Treacherous Guide to the
State of Scotland by Cailean
Gallagher, Rory Scolthorpe
and Amy Westwell (Luath
Press 2016)

by Colin Turbett

A BOOK by three highly
educated Corbynite-leaning
young Labour Party members
who were all involved in the
pro-indyref campaign (one
quite prominently) deserves
to be taken seriously—and
the fact that it is being put out
by a major Scottish publishing
house means that it is
designed for a wide audience. 
The book’s aim is to look at

the present SNP
establishment and its Labour
opposition, and show just
how far both are from the
socialist aspirations of the left
in Scotland. Its analysis of
the limitations of the social
justice claims of the SNP led
Yes campaign is excellent
and worthy of consideration
as we possibly head towards
indyref 2. 
Capitalism in Scotland will

not be replaced through
either independence per se,
or voting SNP—a party
whose core are ideologically
pro-capitalist and free market,
whatever its periodic left and
right fluctuations. 
Despite its humorous,

searing and accurate critique
of both the SNP and Scottish
Labour, the book turns out to
be a disappointment and
certainly fails in its mission to
be the thrust of an alternative. 
The authors’ ill-founded

desire to produce some type
of manifesto was summed up
for me by their run through of
historical What is to be Done-
type literature of significance
to them (if no one else). 
Correctly it identifies

Lenin’s work of that name as
brilliant in its task of focusing
the socialists of his time on
what was needed from them
and from the Party. 

Inability
The authors praise Lenin’s

simplicity of argument ‘in terms
everyone could understand,
from the labourers in the town
to the peasant in the field’ but
throughout the book show their
own total inability to express
themselves in such terms. 
Instead the reader is put

through the mill of very
obscure historical and
personal analogy—some of
which does not even prove
the points they are trying to
make, but does demonstrate
how clever and literary (or
not) they are. 
The book is also history-lite

despite its pretensions: any
account of the past thirty
years that totally ignores the

(at times problematic but very
real) rise of a distinctly
Scottish left in the shape of
the SSP can only be
regarded as revisionist. 
Our own vision is based

not on winning bourgeois
parliamentary elections until
we somehow gain a majority,
but on building an alternative
in communities and

workplaces. That is why we
place significance on
struggles such as those that
have recently involved the
RMT trade union in Scotland. 
Not that these authors are

alone—such tendencies can
also be found with other
comrades on the pro-indy
left: for instance amongst
those who regard trade union
work not as a workplace

based activity aimed at
building change and
confidence through struggle,
but as something to be
achieved through committees
and elected positions. 
All are characteristic of a

departure from working class
based politics that have not,
as some would have us
believe, died with the so
called rise of middle Britain,
home ownership and foreign
holidays—proved of course in
Richie Venton’s Break the
Chains—a much better read
altogether if you are looking
for a way forward.

Vague calls
Somewhat desperately the

authors conclude the book
with vague calls for a return
to a radical politics that will
truly challenge the
establishment. 
The final sentences ask us

not to go ‘digging trenches’ in
our ‘leftward-shifting parties’
(presumably Labour and the
SNP) which will only lead to
us getting ‘shelled’, but to ‘…
go over the top.’ A strange
analogy on the hundredth
anniversary of the disastrous
WW1 Battle of the Somme—
not that I am accusing these
authors of being like Field
Marshall Hague—but a more
appropriate call to arms might
have seemed less hopeless,
despairing and suicidal!
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Roz Paterson looks at a trade union-
based plan

IT’S NOT often you read a booklet about
climate change and actually feel like whoop-
ing with excitement at its vision of the future,
but here it is, some uplifting reading at last. 

One Million Climate Jobs, published by
the Campaign Against Climate Change Trade
Union group—a group including the FBU,
CWS and PCS—rubbishes the idea that re-
sponsible environmentalism means spiralling
unemployment, crashing economies and
gloomy hand-wringing unto eternity. 
Instead it insists: “Dangerous climate

change is a consequence of the work of the
hands and brains of many men and women.
It will take the hands and brains of many
men and women to undo the damage.” 
In other words, there is work to be done,

and if we do it right, and soon, we could
create around 1.5million jobs and cut CO2

emissions by 86 per cent in 20 years. What
did I say about whooping? 
Climate change jobs should not be con-

fused with Green jobs, which can include
wind turbine-makers, but also park rangers
and other good, important things that actu-
ally have no bearing on climate change itself. 
Climate change jobs impact directly on the

issue at hand, either tackling its effects or help-
ing to slow it down. Furthermore, this is a
whole new 1.5million, not a hazy figure tacked
onto already existing jobs to make 1.5million. 

Sustainable power goal
The proposal is that the government will

do the hiring, training and employing, as
the current patchwork approach of subsi-
dies and tax cuts, designed to tempt private
enterprise into the climate change arena
clearly isn’t working. 
Instead, they envisage an army of retro-

fitters tackling the housing stock, public
and private, on a street by street basis. No
loft will be left uninsulated! 
Other lines of work include on and off-

shore wind energy; building turbines, trans-
porting and installing them, and finally
maintaining them. Tidal, solar and hydro-
electric energy will also generate jobs, and
help us to reach the goal that Scotland
reached, for 24 hours this week, of running
entirely on sustainable power. 
This should be coupled with a lowering

of demand, or energy usage, through more
stringent regulation of appliances, so that

manufacturers who achieve greater energy
efficiency in, for instance, fridges, don’t
just blow it by making bigger fridges. 
People would be more likely to work to-

wards energy efficiency goals if the govern-
ment and society at large were doing it too;
the example of CFCs, the chemicals used in
fridges and aerosols that were found to be
damaging the ozone layer, is telling, in that
people, worldwide, took action and CFCs
were banned. The ozone layer is now recov-
ering nicely, thank you. 
Public transport would also provide

many jobs, especially if the bus network
was doubled. To tempt people onto buses,
how about ensuring that they are punctual,
plentiful, cheap and fast? 
This could be achieved through schemes

such as fast tracks on motorways, bus-only
lanes, and subsidised routes, creating a pos-
itive feedback loop, whereby congestion is
eased by people eschewing cars for buses,
which can then move faster, encouraging
more people to eschew cars, allowing buses
to move even faster. 
Even air travel can be mitigated to some

extent, through offering high-speed rail
transport across continental Europe—how
about 1000 miles in seven hours? All the
way to Spain?—and slower air speed,
which is much more fuel-efficient. 
As for those who lost their jobs, say in

mining or the oil industry, work will be

found for them by the ‘National Climate
Service’ (NCS), the government body over-
seeing this revolution in employment and
visionary planning—so no one should be
left high and dry. 
Meaning no one should be in the invidi-

ous position of trying to defend an environ-
mentally-damaging industry because it is
their only means of making a living. 
How much will it all cost? A lot less than

our current crash-landing the wrong side of
the EU, that’s for sure. 
The current costing is £66billion, which

is rather modest compared to the £500bil-
lion the British government coughed up to
bail out the banks. 
And anyway, the NCS will claw back

£25.5million in public transport fares, electric-
ity bills, that sort of thing, and anyway, there
will be a further £21.6billion coming back as
taxes, from all these newly-employed people. 
Not only that, but there will money com-

ing back into the economy as the marginal
propensity to spend kicks in. It’s Keayn-
sian, clever, and concise. 
The government that lead us to Brexit

will never buy it, of course. But a newly in-
dependent Scotland, one that is already en-
ergy self-sufficient and heading in a
sustainable direction, and maintains posi-
tive links with Europe, very well might. 

• See campaigncc.org

Tackling climate change can create jobs
CHANGE IS KEY: Scotland reached the goal – for 24 hours
in early August – of running entirely on sustainable power
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SO, THE Rio Olympics have come and
gone, yet the controversies stay with us and
will continue all the way to Tokyo in 2020.
The main point s of contention have been
the sheer cost of the games and the way de-
cisions are made. 
It starts with the bidding process. This is hi-
jacked by private interests. Construction com-
panies, small businesses, architectural firms
and investment bankers work with politicians
to bid for the games. The general public are
never consulted although huge amounts of
public money are involved. 
This is always an economic gamble. There
have been instances in which hosting the
Games has benefited a city, as was the case
with the Barcelona Olympics. Barcelona al-
ready had most of the infrastructure required
and managed to capitalise over increased
tourism, ticket sales, licensing and sponsor-
ships. However, this is a rare.
Most cities fail to show a profit. The games
are estimated to bring in between $5-$6billion
which is a massive shortfall compared to the
cost of hosting. The Athens Olympics cost
$16billion which was comparatively low
compared to the Beijing Olympics at $40bil-
lion and the London Olympics at $20billion.

Are the Games worth it?
The question has to be asked. At these costs
are the Games actually worth it even allowing
for a proportion of this money going towards
infrastructure projects like transport? 
Most of the money goes toward building
stadiums. These structures cost a lot, take
up a lot of room and have to be maintained
after the games. It is unsurprising that many
of these stadiums become ‘white elephants’
and fall into disrepair. 
One of the main selling points for hosting
the Olympics is that it promotes tourism. On
the contrary, tourism fell in London and Bei-
jing during the years they hosted the games.
Tourists decided to avoid the crowds and in-
creased prices. There is no evidence that
tourism increased in the years after. 
In the past, host cities could make money
through television rights. Between 1960
and 1980, the International Olympic Com-
mittee only took 4 per cent of the overall
television revenue which meant that the
host country got the rest. Now the IOC
takes 70 per cent of the profit. 

They defend this by stating that they con-
tribute to cost of staging and operation.
However, these are small compared to the
overall costs shouldered by the host city. 
That host city become like a police state
during the games . The IOC insist on certain
measures during the period in which the
Games take place. For example, all billboards
have to be rented by the city and can only dis-
play advertisements by the official sponsors. 
The police are allowed to enter any home
displaying an anti-Olympic or controversial
sign and rip it down. This led to a wave of
protest art during the London Olympics. 
Alongside this is a huge increase of surveil-
lance. In London, something called ‘defen-
sive architecture’ was implemented which
aimed to restrict the access and activities of
those deemed undesirable such as protestors,
homeless and even poor people. All host cities
go through this process of securitisation. 
Instead of being inclusive and diverse,
the Olympic Games become oppressive and
exclusive. 
To make way for all the new infrastructure,
local populations and communities are dis-
persed and displaced. During the Beijing
Olympics, 1.5 million people were forcibly
evicted and given limited compensation.
Their neighbourhoods were destroyed and
they were moved miles from their friends and
family. In the run up to the Rio games, a mil-
itarised ethos was promoted. Police Pacifica-
tion Units were implemented to take control
of the Favelas resulting in demolitions or the
displacement of large numbers of people. 
Host countries dread unwanted attention or
bad press during the games. The Olympics
and other large sporting events have helped to
shed lights on some of the more repressive

regimes. The lack of LGBT rights was high-
lighted in the run up to the Winter Olympics
in Russia. Although these issues are brought
to the forefront, there was no mass outcry or
boycott of the Games. It could be argued that
highlighting these issues made no difference. 
On the issue of human rights, there have
been many horror stories about the lack of
worker’s rights during the construction
process of the Olympics. Many workers
were reported to have been killed during
the building of stadiums in Rio even more
so in the building of football stadiums in
Qatar for the World Cup in 2022. With all
of these negative consequences is it worth
it and if so for whom? 

Propaganda exercise
For more developed countries with decent
infrastructure, there is an argument to say
that it can pay off. If planned properly, there
could be an economic benefit but in fact, the
likelihood is that the country as a whole will
not benefit. Rather it is private companies
and individuals who gain. Recently, there
has been a reduction in developed countries
bidding at all. In 2004, twelve countries,
considered developed, put in bids. For the
2020 Games, only six did so. Many are now
put off by the cost. The countries left bidding
now tend to be autocratic regimes, often see-
ing the Games as a propaganda exercise. 
With all of the economic, political and
human costs, it is fair to say that the Olympics
has become unethical. It has always been an
event that has encouraged the worse types of
human behaviour, individualism, competi-
tiveness and nationalism. The Rio Olympics
just past was no different. Perhaps now is time
to draw a line under this sporting monster.

Are the Olympics unethical?Are the Olympics unethical?

ROAD TO RIO: 
‘Police Pacification

Units’ were deployed
to take control of the
Favelas, resulting in
demolitions and the
displacement of large
numbers of people
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