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Inevitably the coalition govern-ment’s plans to deal with the
massive financial deficit the

country faces, and the repercus-
sions for the great bulk of the pop-
ulation, form the centre-piece of
this issue of Perspectives.
David Purdy examines the coali-

tion’s strategy in his substantial
analysis and argues that there is a
better way than the road of savage
fiscal austerity that we are told we
must suffer. But that better way
requires the popularising of an
understanding of the state we are
in and debate about the better state
that might be – a huge but neces-
sary challenge for the left.
With the Scottish Parliament

elections due in May next year,
Stuart Fairweather sketches how
we might “re-imagine” Scotland as
part of the process of building a
Scottish “coalition of resistance”
to the Lib-Cons’ fiscal plans.
One notable feature of the

Scottish Parliament since its incep-
tion in 1999 has been the presence
throughout of Scottish Green
Party representation – facilitated
by the proportional list topping-
up system.Westminster has proved
a harder nut to crack because of
first-past-the-post. Yet in May the
Green Party celebrated the elec-
tion of Caroline Lucas in Brighton
Pavilion. Peter McColl explains
how they did it.
In the wake of Jimmy Reid’s

death, Willie Thompson con-
tributes a short piece about the
novelty of the tactics employed at

the UCS, where Reid famously left
his mark on the political landscape.
Elsewhere, Evelyn Gillan exam-

ines Scotland’s long-standing rela-
tionship with alcohol, Sandy
Moffat reviews an exhibition that
marks a little-explored aspect of
Picasso’s life and Paul Henderson
Scott looks at the “tortuous histo-
ry” of the National Theatre of
Scotland. Isobel Lindsay reviews a
book about the left after the general
election and, on a lighter note, Tim
Haigh indulges in a bit of fantasy.
We are also delighted to print in

this issue Morganstern, a poem by
Alan MacGillivray dedicated to
the memory of the Scots Makar,
Edwin Morgan, who died in
August this year.
Finally, I would like to pay trib-

ute to Doug Bain, a contributor a
number of times to these pages and
a member of Democratic Left
Scotland’s national council. Indeed
he recently wrote a chapter for the
book reviewed in this issue by
Isobel Lindsay. He died in
September following a heart attack
while out training on his bike.
Douglas, known I suspect to

many Perspectives readers, was not
just a political colleague but a
friend too, someone I first got to
know on my arrival in Glasgow
some 30 years ago. He possessed
huge amounts of energy, both
politically and in terms of his
enthusiasm for cycling and hill
walking, and will be badly missed.
Sean Feeny
Editor
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August – the Edinburgh Festival: an exhibition of
photographs frommembers of the Shat’ha hill-
walking group based in Ramallah. The group

was the inspiration of Raja Shehadeh, Palestinian
human rights lawyer, campaigner and hill-walker, who
has documented the shrinking landscape of Palestine
as the Israelis have occupied, imposed settlements and
built a separation wall through the land. One of the
photographers, Bassam, came to Edinburgh to open
the exhibition and was taken on walks along coasts
and up hills in Scotland. He got the full highland
experience when an estate worker, having a fly beer in
the car park as we unloaded, told us we couldn’t camp
on the estate. When we informed him that we could,
due to the Right to Roam legislation, he seemed
delighted with the news, although that didn’t stop a
grumpy landowner later telling us to put out our camp
fire. We’ve still some way to go in Scotland – we’re not
quite free of the lairds’ power.
TheWorld Education Forummet in Palestine in

October. TheWEF is part of theWorld Social Forum
which was founded in Porto Alegre, Brazil, as a space
for social movements and community based
organisations to gather, discuss and mobilise under the
slogan “another world is possible”. Radical educators
from all over the world joined with Palestinians for
events in theWest Bank, Gaza, Israel and Lebanon –
places where Palestinians are constrained to following
the imposition of the Zionist state and the occupation.
For more information visit wef-palestine.org.
I went to the Big Tent environmental festival in

Falkland this year, dividing my time largely
between the Black Isle Brewery organic beer tent
and the “head space” tents where we could hear
talks, see films and discuss environmental action.
In the latter there were some excellent
presentations from amongst the best of
environmental thinkers, but generally a disappointing
timidity of politics. Policy makers are unwilling to take
on vested interests and lobbyists present ambitious
plans for technical solutions without shifts in
power. Some of the most radical
environmentalists seem to accept that
capitalism is here to stay and the best
they can do is to curtail its tendency to
trash the planet – or in the case of
Paul Kingsnorth’s dark mountain
project, prepare culturally for the
demise of western civilisation. In
fact I think the demise is in the
social class to which Kingsnorth
belongs – as do I and most other
participants in the Big Tent –

the knowledge class of educated professionals,
intellectuals and artists dependent on state investment
of economic surplus into collective benefits such as
higher education and social welfare. The Thatcherites
David Cameron and Nick Clegg are doing their
damnedest to accelerate the destruction of such public
goods and the class which provides them.
There was considerably more politics in the Camp

for Climate Action which took place in Edinburgh this
year – mostly anarchist politics although a good
smattering of socialists in various forms. In case you
missed it in the press, over the space of a few days,
around a thousand activists, a considerable number
aged under 30, invaded and occupied land adjacent to
the Royal Bank of Scotland headquarters in
Gogarburn. They set up tents, field kitchens, compost
toilets and marquees with solar powered PA systems
and used the camp as a base to conduct direct action
against the bank and the climate destroying companies
which it funds, before vacating the site and returning it
to the state in which it had been on arrival. Whilst on
site, vegan food was cooked and distributed,
educational workshops organised, medical and
psychological support given, musical entertainment
provided, internal security maintained and access
points protected against police encroachment. The
logical feat, all organised on non-hierarchical,
anarchist principles, impressed this socialist.
The police also, incidentally, behaved well as a rule:

arrests were minimal and there was no repeat of the
clumsy, aggressive and violent police actions which
have been seen at some recent protests in England.
In case readers suspect that I’m becoming
Pollyanna-ish in my widespread praise, I assure
you that I have some quibbles and criticisms. But I
think that the politics of protest has progressed

significantly. The Scottish police are recognising that
their role in a democratic society is to defend the right
of citizens to protest, which when challenging

powerful and corrupt corporations means
conscientious civil disobedience and

legitimate law breaking. No revolution
has ever happened without the
security forces joining the
revolutionaries. We’ve still a long
way to go but Scotland’s long
revolution just took a small
step forward.

� Eurig Scandrett is a
Green activist and
member of Democratic

Left Scotland.

EURIG SCANDRETT

The Scottish
police are
recognising
that their
role in a
democratic
society is to
defend the
right of
citizens to
protest.
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People and politics
In Scotland, as in the rest of Britain, there is widespread disillusionment with politics.
The mainstream parties have lost touch with ordinary people and issues are trivialised
and distorted by the media.

We are continually told that “there is no alternative” to global capitalism. Yet this is
doing untold damage to our environment, our communities and the quality of our
lives, while millions of people remain poor and powerless because the market
dominates our society and we do too little to protect and empower them.

Democratic Left Scotland is a non-party political organisation that works for
progressive social change through activity in civil society – in community groups,
social movements and single-issue campaigns – seeking at all times to promote
discussion and alliances across the lines of party, position and identity.

Political parties remain important, but they need to reconnect with the citizens they
claim to represent, reject the copycat politics that stifles genuine debate and recognise

that no single group or standpoint holds all the answers to
the problems facing our society.

We are trying to develop a new kind of politics, one that
starts from popular activity – in workplaces, localities and
voluntary associations – and builds bridges to the world of
parties and government, on the one hand, and the world
of ideas and culture, on the other.

What does Democratic Left add?
Our approach to politics is radical, feminist and green.

Radical because we are concerned with the underlying,
structural causes of problems such as poverty, inequality,
violence and pollution and aspire towards an inclusive,
more equal society in which everyone is supported and
encouraged to play a full part, within a more just and
sustainable world.

Feminist because we seek to abolish the unequal
division of wealth, work and power between men and
women and to promote a better understanding of the
intimate connections between personal life and politics.

Green because we believe that our present system of
economic organisation is socially and environmentally
destructive, and that a more balanced relationship
between human activity and nature will be better for us,
for our descendants and for the other animal species with
whom we share the planet.

Who can join Democratic Left
Scotland?
Membership is open to anyone who shares our general
outlook and commitments. Whilst many of our members
are involved in a range of political parties, others are not.

Democratic Left Scotland
na Deamocrataich Chli an Alba

Joining and supporting
Democratic Left Scotland
I support the aims and values of Democratic Left Scotland
and have decided to join and/or to support the
organisation. (Please tick as appropriate)

� I wish to join Democratic Left Scotland

Please indicate the level of annual membership you
wish to pay (from £5 unwaged to £60 high waged)

� £5 � £12 � £24 � £36 � £48 � £60

� I wish to support DLS’s campaigns

Please indicate the amount you wish to donate

� £5 � £10 � £15 � £20 � £25

� Other £____________

Please indicate if your donation is

� monthly � annual � one-off

Payment

Payment for membership and/or support for our
campaigning work can be made either by cheque,
payable to Democratic Left Scotland, or banker’s order. If
neither method is suitable, please let our office know and
another arrangement can be made.

� I enclose a cheque to the value of £____________

� Please send me a banker’s order form

Name ............................................................................

Address .........................................................................

.............................................. Postcode .........................

Telephone ......................................................................

E-mail ............................................................................

Please return this form to Democratic Left Scotland,
10 Constitution Road, Dundee DD1 1LL
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What are the prospects for a
Scottish “coalition of
resistance” to the domi-

nant political orthodoxy? I make
two presumptions here: that the
policies of the Westminster coali-
tion should be resisted and that a
Scottish response is required.
We live in a multi-layered

democracy and our multi-dimen-
sional society is increasingly seg-
mented by the market’s response
to difference and the need for flex-
ible labour. Many of us live hectic
and demanding lives, while others
are marginalised socially and eco-
nomically. How we act and the
communities we create can pro-
vide resistance to free-market fun-
damentalism. One of those
communities is Scotland. 2011 will
see election for the Holyrood
Parliament. The left needs to be
ready it. Alongside the vote in
Wales, it will be an important test
of our ability to halt the shift to the
right. This is not just a matter of
electoral policy. It asks a question
of all in Scotland: can we create a
better way?

TIME FOR BOLD ACTION
Given the depth of the crisis and
the London government’s
response to it, it is time for bold
thinking and action. We can’t
assume that any of the major
political parties will jettison the
neo-liberal ideas that have domi-
nated economic and social policy
for the last thirty years, widening
social inequality, unravelling
social cohesion and degrading the
environment. But things are
changing and whilst it is folly to
indulge in over-optimism, we do
need to find some resources for
hope. The launch of the Scottish
TUC’s “There is a Better Way”
campaign could spark something
new.1

The electoral system makes it
extremely unlikely that any party
will achieve an overall majority
next May. As things stand, the bet-
ting is on a minority Labour gov-
ernment, because it would be
difficult going or impossible to
have a Conservative-Liberal
Democrat coalition in London
alongside a Scottish Labour-

Liberal coalition in Edinburgh. Yet
a minority Labour government
would be a weak tool for resisting
the Westminster coalition, particu-
larly if it was seen to be imple-
menting similar policies. Happily,
Iain Gray’s recent statement on a
living wage appears to offer a glim-
mer of hope.
There are signs the trade union

movement and others are wise to
the possibilities. If Labour become
the largest party in the Scottish
Parliament and form a minority
government, they will need
friends. But this is only the begin-
ning of a strategy. Elections are
funny things and the result should
not be taken for granted.
Nationalist parties do better in
“sub-national” and “regional”
elections than they do in “nation-
al” elections. In spite of the mixed
record of the Salmond govern-
ment, the SNP is sure to remain a
major player. And the potential
strength of the other parties
should not be dismissed. So it is
not enough to pin your hopes on a
minority Labour government.

THERE IS A
BETTER WAY

A minority
Labour
government
would be a
weak tool for
resisting the
Westminster
coalition,
particularly if
it was seen
to be
implementing
similar
policies.

Simply opposing the coalition government’s cuts programme
will not be enough. Stuart Fairweather argues that effective
campaigning demands a vision of Scotland as it might be.
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COALITION OF RESISTANCE
An effective Scottish coalition of
resistance would benefit from a
party in the Scottish Parliament
that opposes the severity, speed
and composition of the Lib-Cons’
plans for reducing the budget
deficit. Better still would be the
construction of a majority for this
position. For historical reasons
even raising the prospect of
Labour and Scottish Nationalist
co-operation might sound like fan-
tasy politics. But we live in strange
times and the stakes are high. We
have seen some movement, albeit
in defence of jobs associated with
the military. We should at least
have the courage to ask why
Scotland’s two self-proclaimed
“social democratic parties” cannot
work together more consistently.
Cynics and party-loyalists will say
it is impossible. But is it? Wales is a
different country, but who would
have bet on Labour and Plaid
Cymru governing together? Across
Europe, parties of the centre-left
and post-nationalism have worked
together, notably in Spain. So why
not some sort of accommodation
in Scotland? One by-product
would be to deepen the misgivings
many Liberal Democrats have
about the Westminster coalition’s
policies.
Obviously this raises more ques-

tions than answers, but it would
mean our two major parties were
in a position to consider policies
that were popular with the
Scottish public. Whilst it would
not be socialism, it could at least
point to an alternative to manag-
ing the cuts in the way that local
government is gearing up to do.
But again none of this is automatic.

INSPIRING RESISTANCE
Elections alone are a weak tool to
inspire people to resist a phenome-
non that has become part of our
everyday lives. “There is no alter-
native to the market” is not just a
slogan: it is the basis on which
power has been exercised in
Britain for the last thirty years.
Indeed, what was once just an idea
now rules the world. It affects us
all. With Cameron and Clegg in

power the situation will worsen.
Yet some continue to resist in their
workplace or communities. This
needs to become a habit adopted
by more and we need institutions
to assist: trade unions, campaign
groups and political parties.
But we need more than this. A

broader discussion needs to take
place about our society. The left
needs to be a part of that discus-
sion and also needs to look at the
contradictions of real life to see
where new policy ideas might
emerge. Labour in Scotland has
failed to come up with a serious
alternative to neo-liberalism. The
SNP has failed to show how inde-
pendence or enhanced devolution
would help us tackle the econom-
ic, social and environmental legacy
of neo-liberalism, especially in the
aftermath of the financial crash.
An ongoing conversation is needed
about the appropriate levels of
decision-making for different
policy areas and about how public
services become more responsive
to the needs of communities and
more accountable to the public as a
whole, while promoting greater
equality through the redistribution
of resources and power. This also
means reconsidering what we
mean by well-being and growth.
Of course, this is easier said than
done. And connecting it with par-
liamentary politics will take monu-
mental effort. But if talk of “a
better way” is to be more than a
defensive slogan or a mere rallying
call, then that is what is required.
Equally if change is left solely to
our MSPs, particularly MSPs of
one party, then any move away
from a market-led approach will
be easily open to attack.
Perhaps there already exists a list

of policies that could assist in get-
ting people thinking: a shorter
working week, a national holiday
on St Andrew’s Day, and the above
mentioned Scottish living wage –
although we need to be aware that
there are dangers in presenting a
prescribed “shopping list”. And it
should not be assumed that the old
routes to getting things adopted by
parties are still in place or entirely
desirable.

POLICY AND PRACTICAL
ACTIVITY
So what do we do? Democratic
Left Scotland is small organisation
with a limited capacity. We will use
Perspectives and work with others
to develop a vision of a better way.
We will do this with the recogni-
tion that there is a need for a much
broader discussion throughout civil
society. Whilst policy is important
so is practical activity. The promo-
tion of transition towns, of effec-
tive community development,
co-ops and increased industrial
democracy is important. So is high-
lighting where services have been
re-designed or become more
responsive. We also need to discuss
what we want to see happen with
banking and credit, with manufac-
turing and with small business.
Developing a “manifesto” for

the “new Scotland” is important.
Any document needs to be inspira-
tional, illustrative and imple-
mentable.2 But a balance needs to
be struck. Creating a culture for
implementation and challenging
opposition to it is, at least, of equal
importance. It would be wrong to
assume that change will arrive pre-
written and can simply be handed-
over to Labour, or for that matter
the SNP, to implement.
As we approach the next elec-

tion, during the campaign and
after it, there is a need to push
whoever is elected to listen to and
work with the Scottish people and
our institutions. Progressive poli-
tics is not about management: it is
about participation. Our action
needs to be connected to some-
thing new that challenges inequali-
ty. To do this there is a need to free
up the channels for the creation of
ideas. This requires a culture of
involvement, respect and imagina-
tion. Our coalition of resistance
needs to be one that re-imagines
Scotland and work towards it.

� Stuart Fairweather is convener of
Democratic Left Scotland.

NOTES
1 See www.thereisabetterway.org
2 See Agenda 15 www.scottish
leftreview.org

THERE IS A BETTER WAY
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George Osborne’s emergency budget, unveiled on
22nd June, raised some urgent questions which
have not yet received satisfactory answers. Why

has the coalition embarked on a five-year plan for
fiscal retrenchment that is bound to put a brake on
recovery and could tip the economy back into reces-
sion, damaging our public services in the process? Can
the government achieve public spending cuts on the
scale envisaged? If Britain’s economy falters, does the
Chancellor have a plan B? Are the world’s rich coun-
tries facing a long depression comparable to those of
the late nineteenth century and the 1930s?
And what can be done to break the grip of
fiscal conservatism on the minds of the
political class and the general public?

REDUCING THE DEFICIT THE LIB-CON WAY
The UK budget deficit for 2009–10 turned
out to be £156 billion, some £7 billion less
than Alistair Darling forecast in March,
but at 11.1 per cent of GDP still a peace-
time record. The Office for Budget
Responsibility, hastily created by the incom-
ing government in a bid to restore public trust in
Treasury forecasts – “making a rod for my own back”,
boasted the Chancellor – predicted a deficit for the
current financial year at £155 billion on unchanged
policies. The Institute for Fiscal Studies (IFS), an inde-
pendent think-tank, puts the structural component of
the deficit (i.e. the shortfall likely to persist after full
recovery from recession unless either spending is cut
or more tax revenue raised) at just over £70 billion or
5 per cent of GDP. Annual interest payments on UK
government debt, currently running at 3 per cent of

GDP, are expected to rise to 4 per cent between now
and 2014–15. Thus, to eradicate the structural deficit
completely (assuming this to be desirable), the pri-
mary budget balance (excluding interest payments)
needs to improve by 6 per cent of GDP.
The emergency budget envisages fiscal “consolida-

tion” building up to 6.3 per cent of GDP by 2014–15.
Alistair Darling’s pledge to halve the deficit over the
same period implied an adjustment of 4 per cent. As
promised in the Conservative election manifesto, but
previously opposed by the Lib Dems, net spending
cuts of £5.7 billion (0.4 per cent of GDP) are being

carried out this year. Thus, on average over
the four years from 2011–12 to 2014–15,
the government aims to reduce the deficit

by 1.5 per cent of GDP per year. Compared
with previous episodes of deficit-reduction in
OECD countries since 1979 (including the UK in

the 1990s), the prospective scale and speed of
the plan look feasible, though past expe-
rience offers a poor guide to the present

crisis, which is global in scope and despite a
promising start when the G20 group of countries
responded with concerted fiscal expansion, has this
year taken a turn for the worse as European govern-
ments scramble to balance their budgets in an echo of
the 1930s. And those who seek salvation in export-led
growth need to be reminded that not every currency
can be devalued against every other.
Three quarters of the total adjustment is to be

achieved through spending cuts, including cuts in
social security spending, the remainder through
increased tax revenue. The Lib-Cons rescinded
Labour’s plan to raise employers’ National Insurance

CHALLENGING
FISCAL
CONSERVATISM

Three
quarters of
the total
adjustment is
to be
achieved
through
spending
cuts.

The new coalition government set out their stall of fiscal
retrenchment promptly after May’s general election.
David Purdy argues that while there is a better way to reduce
the deficit, it is going to demand some imaginative
campaigning to build the necessary broad alliance.
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Contributions – the so-called “tax on jobs” – but
retained all the other tax hikes announced in the
March budget, including a rise in employees’ contri-
butions from 11 to 12 per cent of earnings from next
April. In addition, it intends to raise the rate of VAT
from 17.5 to 20 per cent in January. If all goes accord-
ing to plan, total public spending will fall from 47 per
cent of GDP in 2009–10 to under 41 per cent.
The impact of higher taxes on basic rate (20 per

cent) taxpayers will be mitigated by an increase of
£1,000 in the personal income tax allowance, taking it
to £7,475 for the under 65s next April. In
the longer term, the coalition aspires to
raise the tax threshold to £10,000.
The over 65s will be insulated against
the squeeze on real disposable incomes
experienced by most other sections of
the population. The government has
pledged to raise the basic state retirement
pension each year in line with the high-
est of earnings, prices or 2.5 per cent.
Taken as a whole, however, the tax
and benefit changes in the budget are
regressive, thanks mainly to a less gener-
ous arrangement for uprating social securi-
ty benefits, which will henceforth be linked to the
Consumer Price Index (CPI) rather than the Retail
Price Index (RPI).1 By 2014–15, this “stroke-of-a-
pen” cut is expected to save the government £11 bil-
lion a year. More generally, since the benefits and
services most at risk are of most importance to the
poorest and most vulnerable groups in society –
women, children, members of ethnic minorities and
the disabled – a strategy which relies mainly on cutting
spending rather than raising taxes is bound to hit these
groups disproportionately, quite apart from its wider
economic impact.2

WHY ARE THEY DOING IT?
Why has the coalition opted for savage fiscal austerity
at a time when the UK’s recovery from a long and
deep recession remains fragile, unemployment stands
at just under 8 per cent of the workforce, business
firms are operating with spare capacity, and other
European governments – though not (yet) the US – are
pursuing similarly deflationary policies? The rationale
offered by its spokesmen comes in two parts: the first
seeks to explain why budget deficits on the scale wit-
nessed since the onset of recession in 2008 are unsus-
tainable; the second is bound up with the Tory
ambition, apparently now shared by the Lib Dems, to
downsize the state so as to make way for the “big soci-
ety”. Here I concentrate on the central economic
argument, postponing until later some (necessarily
brief) comments on arguments about the future of the
welfare state.
Coalition supporters contend that without a firm

demonstration of resolve to tackle the budget deficit,
Britain would have experienced a Greek-style sover-
eign debt crisis, the consequences of which would

have been even worse than those we are about to
suffer. Falling bond prices and rising rates of interest
would have raised the cost of servicing public debt and
increased the risk of debt default, forcing the govern-
ment to introduce even tougher austerity measures in
circumstances over which it had lost control. And
since the rate of interest on government bonds deter-
mines long-term interest rates generally, the resulting
spike in private sector borrowing costs would have
killed off any prospect of economic recovery. As it is,
prompt action to reduce the deficit has protected the
government’s triple-A credit rating and secured the

confidence of bondholders, so that monetary
policy can be kept as loose as possible for
as long as possible. Cheap money, it is
claimed, together with the depreciation

of the pound relative to other currencies,
will facilitate an export-led recovery, helping to
revive business investment and rebalance the econ-

omy, with manufacturing industry and the
private sector generally expanding rela-
tive to financial services and the public

sector.
Would Britain have suffered the fate of

Greece had the coalition not saved it? There is no evi-
dence that the scale of public borrowing was alarming
UK government bondholders before the general elec-
tion. In the week ending September 20th 2008, the
week that the US government allowed Lehman
Brothers to collapse, the rate of interest on 10-year
UK government bonds stood at 4.40 per cent. The
rate dipped below 3 per cent in March 2009, when
the Bank of England reduced its base rate (the rate of
interest at which it stands ready to lend to the com-
mercial banks) to 0.5 per cent and set about support-
ing bond prices by means of “quantitative easing”
(creating new money to buy bonds from the private
sector). By 7th May 2010, the 10-year rate was 3.81
per cent, well within the range of recent fluctuation
and hardly suggestive of a looming loss of confidence.
For comparison, the rate of interest on 10-year bonds
issued by the Greek government then stood at 10.33
per cent.
Thus, the coalition case rests on counterfactual

speculation about what would have happened if the
Conservatives and Lib Dems had not settled (or set
aside) their differences and agreed a strategy for
reducing the deficit. Is this plausible conjecture, com-
forting delusion or convenient fiction? In reaching a
verdict, it is important to recall that the denouement
of the Greek bond crisis, which had preoccupied euro-
zone officials and finance ministers since January,
coincided with the inter-party negotiations that fol-
lowed Britain’s inconclusive general election. Against
this dramatic backdrop and knowing that a minority
government – at the mercy of parliamentary ambushes
and market jitters – would not last long enough to
make inroads into the deficit, Lib-Dem negotiators
found it easy to persuade themselves that the dangers
of which Tory propagandists had been warning for
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months were now imminent and to cast themselves as
saviours of the nation.

“CHOPPY WATERS”
The Greek tragedy does, indeed, show the price paid
by nations when their governments lose credibility in
bond markets. But the UK is not Greece. At just under
70 per cent, the ratio of public debt to GDP in the UK
is less than half that of Greece. In both countries, for-
eign investors hold a sizeable proportion of the debt –
unlike Japan, which is also heavily indebted, but had
little trouble in restoring its credit-rating when some
of the agencies briefly downgraded it. (Why, indeed,
would anyone trust the judgment of financial
“experts” who failed to foresee the crash and gave
their seal of approval to the very asset-backed securi-
ties that helped to bring it about?) However, the aver-
age UK government bond has fourteen years to run to
maturity, limiting the scale of refinancing required
over the years ahead. The corresponding figure for
Greece is only two years and, prior to the euro-zone
rescue package, its government really was sliding
towards insolvency.3 Indeed, default has been a fre-
quent occurrence since Greece finally threw off the
Ottoman yoke in 1830. The British gov-
ernment, by contrast, has never failed
to meet its financial obligations since
the Bank of England was founded in
1694. It is also pertinent to note that
the size of the unofficial economy
and the extent of tax evasion in Greece
are estimated to be twice as great as in the
UK.4 And being locked into the euro
zone, Greece cannot devalue its cur-
rency and hence, in the absence of
some miraculous spurt in productivi-
ty growth, can only regain competi-
tiveness and trade its way out of
recession through a protracted and
painful process of price deflation.
What of the claim that if the state steps back,

exports will expand and business will start investing
again, sparking a sustained recovery in output and
employment? Like the decision to go for full coalition
rather than minority government (with or without a
parliamentary “confidence and supply” agreement),
this is a huge gamble. While public spending is being
cut and taxes raised, consumer spending will be held
back by falling real wages, high unemployment, the
ongoing need to pay off debt acquired during the
boom years and the continued, precautionary rise in
household saving. Thus, the only potential sources of
increased spending on newly produced goods and
services are net exports and business investment.
Thanks to the depreciation of sterling by almost a

quarter since the summer of 2007, net exports could,
in theory, expand from now on, but whether this hap-
pens depends critically on growth in the euro zone,
the UK’s main trading partner. By dint of selling
luxury cars and machinery to China and India,

Germany has managed to grow fast enough in the past
twelve months to reduce unemployment from 8 to 7
per cent of the workforce. But elsewhere in Europe,
prospects are bleak. Growth is anaemic, unemploy-
ment averages 10 per cent and governments wrestling
with budget deficits, especially in the south, have
bowed to pressure to introduce tough austerity pack-
ages. Across the Atlantic, the US economy, which
emerged from recession last summer on the back of a
strong fiscal stimulus, is also faltering. In July, the
administration’s plan for a second, “mini-stimulus”
was thwarted in Congress. Noting that the political
class seemed to be taking its policy cues from the col-
lected works of Herbert Hoover, the economist Paul
Krugman warned of an impending “third depression”.
Not surprisingly, amidst such uncertainty about
demand British exporters have chosen to widen their
profit margins rather than attempt to boost sales by
lowering prices.

BIG BAD BANKS OR WEAK DEMAND?
That leaves the UK dependent on a rise in private
investment with sufficient strength and durability to
overcome the deflationary drag of prolonged fiscal
retrenchment. This is a tall order. In normal times (i.e.

when we are not trying to escape from a
recession induced by a financial crash),
the share of GDP devoted to public
spending (excluding transfer pay-

ments) is about two and half times that
of private investment.5 Suppose that over the

next four to five years, net exports grow by
enough to eliminate Britain’s trade deficit (cur-

rently 1.4 per cent of GDP) and that con-
sumer spending grows by 1.0 per cent
a year, both very optimistic assump-

tions in the current climate. Then with
fiscal tightening of 1.5 per cent of GDP per

year, three quarters of it from public spending cuts, in
order for GDP to regain its long-term trend rate of
growth of 2.5 per cent a year, private investment
would have to grow by more than 20 per cent a year.
But why would rational, profit-seeking firms

commit their own or borrowed funds to launching
new products, installing new equipment or expanding
capacity when they have ample capacity to spare and
little reason to be cheerful about future growth
prospects? Cheap money stops things getting worse –
notably, by reducing households’ monthly repayments
on variable interest mortgage loans – but it does noth-
ing to stimulate business investment. This is not
because the banks are taking advantage of low interest
rates, special liquidity schemes and the rest to rebuild
their balance sheets rather than lending to credit-
worthy customers (though all these measures are, in
effect, a public subsidy designed to nurse the banks
back to health). Bank lending has fallen relative to its
pre-recession peak because loan repayments exceed
new lending and business confidence is stalling. Small
and medium sized enterprises may have been starved
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of credit, but the non-financial corporate sector as a
whole is currently spending less than its income and
big companies have been able to bypass the banks and
raise funds directly from the financial markets by issu-
ing bonds or shares.
In a crisis, the two prime duties of central banks – to

safeguard the internal value of the currency and to act
as lender of last resort – come into conflict. Sensibly,
the Bank of England has allowed the latter to out-
weigh the former by turning on the monetary taps.
The problem we face is that in a situation where pri-
vate spending is too weak to bring about a sustained
recovery, the government refuses to act as spender of
last resort and insists on preparing a human hecatomb
to propitiate the gods of the bond
market who, it would have us believe,
will otherwise punish us for our col-
lective profligacy.

REDUCING THE DEFICIT: A BETTER
WAY
What can be done to halt the coalition in
its tracks and get it to change course?
Understandably, public sector work-
ers will take protest action over jobs,
pay and pensions. But while section-
al-defensive struggles highlight the
harsh and divisive consequences of
government policy, in the absence of a
credible and popular alternative, they invite
the coalition to respond by closing ranks and rallying
public opinion behind it. Articulating and winning
support for an alternative programme is not just a
matter of slogans and marches. From hard left to soft
centre, we need to develop a better understanding of
the state we are in, to promote the widest possible
debate about what a better state would look like and
how it can be achieved, and to build a broad alliance
across party lines that speaks to the anger, fear and
hopes of millions of people from all walks of life. With
coalitions, as with theories, it takes one to kill one.
But first we must learn to walk. We can also learn

from history. In August 1931, with unemployment
heading towards three million, Ramsay Macdonald’s
minority Labour government faced a fiscal crisis and a
run on the pound.When the Cabinet balked at cutting
government expenditure, including a 10 per cent cut
in unemployment relief – “waste” as it was usually
called – Macdonald resigned and with a handful of
supporters formed a Conservative-dominated coali-
tion. The National Government promptly ordered
across-the-board spending cuts, quit the gold standard
(allowing the pound to depreciate against other cur-
rencies) and ditched free trade in favour of tariff pro-
tection. It then called a general election, appealing for
a “doctor’s mandate” on the slogan “safety first”, and
won a landslide victory, reducing both Labour and the
Lloyd George Liberals to parliamentary rumps.
Thereafter, it took nine long years, the rise of the
Third Reich and the debacle of Dunkirk before the

old, discredited regime was finally replaced by a pro-
gressive wartime coalition committed to fighting a
“people’s war”. And it took five more years of “blood,
sweat, toil and tears” to travel the road to 1945.
The Lib-Con coalition is not invulnerable. There

are chinks in its armour, which can be opened up. But
its opponents need to be clear about what they would
do, especially in the key area of fiscal policy, where
five questions demand answers. Howmuch tightening
is necessary? When should it start? How quickly
should it be completed? What balance should be
struck between cutting spending and raising taxes?
And if, as the left argues, the bulk of adjustment
should come from higher taxation, how should we set
about reversing the effects of thirty years of neo-liber-

alism and persuading the general public
that tax-financed public spending
offers good value for money?
To take these issues one at a

time, there is a structural budget
deficit, which will have to be tackled once

recovery is assured. Its precise magnitude is hard
to gauge, but the IFS estimate (5 per cent of

GDP) will not be far out. This is the
legacy of New Labour’s Faustian
pact with the City. As long as rev-
enues from Britain’s deregulated

and overgrown financial sector kept
pouring into the Exchequer, the party’s leaders saw no
need to disturb the Thatcherite consensus and risk
political unpopularity by arguing openly for higher
taxation to pay for increased public spending. In this
sense, there is some truth in the Lib-Con charge that
Britain entered recession with its public finances in
poor shape.
However, this is not the time to start tackling the

structural deficit. And if the economy shows signs of
relapse, it will be even more risky to impose major
cuts and tax hikes next year. In a tight corner, the best
or least bad expedient would be to put back the
timetable of retrenchment by at least twelve months
or, if that is a step too far, to postpone the planned rise
in VAT and to reinstate public investment projects
which have been shelved or cancelled. Mrs Thatcher
would not approve, but when you find yourself trav-
elling in the wrong direction, a U-turn is a good idea.
More generally, at a time of great uncertainty, it is
foolish and dangerous to insist on strict targets and
schedules. In the short run, pragmatism and flexibility
should rule.
The idea that the structural deficit must be com-

pletely eliminated by the end of this parliament has
everything to do with political calculation and owes
nothing to sound economic management. In a com-
plex and changing world, bondholders, like the rest of
us, are more interested in signs of progress towards
some desired goal than in the precise date of arrival.
As long as annual public borrowing (a flow) divided
by GDP (a flow) is less than the rate of growth of GDP
(a pure number), outstanding public debt (a stock) will

CHALLENGING FISCAL CONSERVATISM

How should
we set
about …
persuading
the general
public that
tax-financed
public
spending
offers good
value for
money?



PERSPECTIVES 27 / AUTUMN 2010 / 11

be falling as a percentage of GDP. Notice that since
borrowing and debt are denominated in money terms,
what matters is nominalGDP, i.e. real GDPmultiplied
by some index of the general price level. If real GDP
grows by 2.5 per cent a year and the prices of goods
and services rise, on average, by 2.5 per cent a year,
then as long as the budget deficit is less than 5 per cent
of (nominal) GDP, the debt ratio will be falling. This
simple arithmetic explains what happened after the
Second World War. In 1945, the ratio of UK govern-
ment debt to GDP stood at 250 per cent. As the post-
war boom got into its stride, the ratio fell steadily,
finally dropping below 100 per cent in 1963. So
forget about public debt becoming a burden on future
generations. As Marie Lloyd might have said, a little
inflation does you good.
In advocating as much (internationally co-ordinat-

ed) deficit-finance as bondholders feel safe with, we
should not be indifferent to other policy goals and the
pattern of economic activity. If your only concern is to
avoid or escape from recession, one kind of spending
is as good as another and it matters not a jot whether
recovery is based, say, on tax cuts and “military
Keynesianism”, the favourite tipple of the US
Republicans, or on a Green New Deal.
But in the real world, voters need to
be convinced that public borrow-
ing will yield lasting benefits over
and above success in staying or
climbing out of recession. To cel-
ebrate Roosevelt’s New Deal,
Woody Guthrie sang about “The
Grand Coolie Dam”. Nowadays the
media obsess over the latest quarter-
ly growth figures (which invariably
have to be revised) and big public
construction projects have lost
their lustre: imagine Amy
Winehouse hymning the praises of
the high-speed rail link. The chal-
lenge we face is to win public support
for efforts to combat global warming. Ultimately, this
means equipping ourselves, one and all, with the moti-
vation, time, experience, know-how and forms of
social organisation required to forsake the perilous
pleasures of consumerist capitalism in favour of an
economic system which offers prosperity without
growth.6

RE-INVENTING SOCIAL CITIZENSHIP
At this point, we pass from the timescales that preoc-
cupy the political class – the next week, month, year
or at most the next election – to the long run. How
can we tackle the pressing problems of the present
while laying the foundations or sowing the seeds of a
new civilisation? The general issue is too big to tackle
here, but in the specific context of what to do about
Britain’s structural budget deficit, if the left wants to
start shaping the political agenda instead of continual-
ly chasing the game, we have to grasp the tax nettle

that New Labour avoided, while engaging with the
Tory vision of the “big society”. The case for raising
taxes rather than cutting public spending calls for a
double critique: of New Labour’s “second-wave” neo-
liberalism; and of Tory plans, following in New
Labour’s footsteps, to turn public services over to pri-
vate agencies of various kinds – commercial firms,
social enterprises, workers’ co-operatives, charities
and volunteers – paying them out of public funds, per-
haps in conjunction with US-style “philanthrocapital-
ism”, as practised by the likes of Bill Gates andWarren
Buffet.
There are big problems with the “big society” proj-

ect. Most obviously, it risks being overwhelmed by the
consequences of the coalition’s macroeconomic poli-
cies, which are squeezing the voluntary sector no less
than the household and business sectors at the very
time when the social problems caused by poverty and
unemployment are mounting. The project is, in any
case, half-baked. Even if ordinary citizens would like
to spend more time doing unpaid voluntary work –
which, after all, can be more gratifying than humdrum
low-paid work – most people simply cannot afford the
luxury, for access to income is still closely tied to the
labour market. (Exactly the same constraint confronts
parents who would like to spend more time on the

personally rewarding and socially
indispensable work of bringing
up children.) There is, to be
sure, much wrong with the “big

state” and much to be said for the idea
that many contemporary social problems –

obesity, drug and alcohol abuse, truancy, youth
offending, prisoner rehabilitation, long-term

unemployment, social isolation, anxiety
and depression – are best tackled by

harnessing the enthusiasm of
volunteers within the frame-

work of decentralised, human-scale
initiatives. But equally, if volunteers are

to do any good, they need to be properly trained and
supervised. It is quite wrong to pose public and pri-
vate provision as alternatives to each other. We need
to reconfigure the public sector and develop new
forms of partnership between state and civil society.
This can hardly be achieved by taking an axe to

public expenditure. Swingeing cuts may encourage
pockets of collective self-help and innovation. Mrs
Thatcher deserves credit for giving an unintended
boost to aspiring musicians, just as Tsar Nicholas II
was awarded a posthumous medal for services to the
Bolshevik revolution. But drastic, large-scale, forcible
social change generally does more harm than good
and rarely realises the dreams of its architects. This
proposition was once part of the Conservatives’ creed.
Are they about to forget it a second time?
The left, for its part, needs to be more willing to

consider alternative ways of organising social security
and the public services. As long as capitalism is with us
– that is to say for a long time to come, though not, one
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hopes, forever – the ethical case for a welfare state of
some kind is overwhelming. No individual and no soci-
ety can live by commodities alone. Certain spheres or
aspects of social life always need to be protected from
market relations and norms in order to safeguard non-
market values. Over the past two centuries, inWestern
Europe and its offshoots in North America and the
Antipodes, the norms and institutions of citizenship
have provided a major focus for efforts to tamemarket
forces, strengthen democracy, build solidarity and
create a fair and cohesive society. Even today, despite
the flaws of actually existing welfare states and despite
the ravages of neo-liberalism, the idea that the best
kind of society is one in which all denizens are citizens
and all citizens share certain legal, political and social
rights and responsibilities in common retains its capac-
ity to inspire, offering a breadth of vision that helps to
transcend sectional politics.
In searching for ways to recast the welfare state and

nudge society gently, but firmly, towards a post-mate-
rialist future, we should learn from the debate which
has been going on for the past twenty years over pro-
posals to replace all or most existing social security
benefits by some form of Citizen’s Income (CI).
Defined in the most general terms, CI is a recurrent,
tax-financed money transfer payable on a lifelong
basis to every individual member of the community,
each in his or her own right, with no means test or
work test. For CI to replace the existing social security
system and to make a real difference to people’s work-
life options, the scale of payment, graduated accord-
ing to age and disability, must enable people to meet
their basic subsistence needs, defined according to
prevailing norms, without having to participate in the
labour market. This critical threshold is generally
known as Basic Income.
Is Basic Income viable? How would people use the

enhanced freedom it brings? And would they be will-
ing to pay the requisite costs? The short answer is: no
one knows.7 It depends on the answers to four further
questions: Is the idea ethically defensible? Is it socially
acceptable? Is it economically sustainable? And could
it attract enough political support for a government to
introduce it – if not all at once, then one step at a
time? Of course, social security is only one pillar of
what is normally understood by the “welfare state”
and we need similarly radical ideas for transforming
public services. But in a bleak political landscape, the
possibility of putting social citizenship back on the
political map offers a faint ray of hope.8

� David Purdy is a member of Democratic Left
Scotland and a regular contributor to Perspectives.

NOTES
1 The CPI, which excludes the cost of housing, is
used to specify the Bank of England’s inflation
target; the RPI forms a conventional reference
point for wage negotiators (though nowadays the
wages of more than half the workforce are not

negotiated at all, but set unilaterally by employers).
Normally, the latter outpaces the former: in June,
for example, the RPI was rising at an annual rate
5.0 per cent, the CPI at 3.2 per cent and average
earnings at 1.5 per cent. These relative, if not
absolute, speeds are likely to be maintained over
the next eighteen months, implying a further size-
able fall in average real wages.

2 The fiscal tightening package proposed by Labour
before the election came to £40 billion less than
that announced by the coalition on 22nd June,
and the ratio of spending cuts to tax increases was
about two to one, not three to one.

3 The joint euro zone-IMF rescue plan envisages
lending more to the Greek government, as if its
problem were illiquidity, not insolvency, though
seen from a wider perspective, the aim is to defend
the euro by crucifying Greece.

4 See the Economist, 14th August 2010, p. 62.
5 Public spending on transfer payments, such as
state retirement pensions, subsidies to private
firms and interest on the National Debt, does not
per se add to aggregate demand for newly pro-
duced goods and services, but merely transfers
purchasing power from one section of society to
another, though of course, all spending has to be
financed somehow.

6. The term “growth” tends nowadays to be used
indiscriminately to refer to any increase in output.
It is, however, important to distinguish an increase
in output achieved by bringing currently unem-
ployed human and material resources into use
(recovering from recession), from the continual
expansion of productive capacity to which we have
become accustomed since the Industrial
Revolution and around which our whole way of life
revolves.

7. In this respect, the task facing Basic Income sup-
porters resembles that faced by advocates of uni-
versal suffrage back in 1832 when trying to calm
the fears of the propertied classes – unfounded as
it turned out – that democracy would ruin them.

8. For a review of the debate on Citizen’s Income, see
David Purdy (2007) “Citizen’s Income: Sowing the
Seeds of Change,” Soundings, Issue 35 (Spring):
54–65. For a more technical discussion, see David
Purdy (2007) “Is Basic Income Viable?” Basic
Income Studies (Berkeley Electronic Press), down-
loadable from http://www.bepress.com/bis/vol2/
iss2/art4.
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The UK became the last country
in Western Europe to have a
Green member of their pri-

mary national legislature. This is
not because the UK has come late
to Green politics, but because of
the uniquely difficult electoral
system faced by small parties in the
UK. The victory in Brighton
Pavilion is only the third con-
stituency in the world where
Greens have won a first past the
post election. In one of the others,
Coromandel in New Zealand, the
Labour Party stood aside to let
Jeanette Fitzsimmons win for the
Greens. So only the succinctly
named constituency of Berlin
Friedrichshain-Kreuzberg –
Prenzlauer Berg East has elected a
Green in a first past the post con-
stituency against a full range of
political opponents.
Other smaller political parties

failed to make the breakthroughs
they had aimed for in the 2010
general election. And historically it
is rare for smaller parties to make a
lasting mark on Westminster.
Whether the Greens can is still to
be determined, but Caroline Lucas
gives every indication that she can
go further than making an impact
and lead a movement in British
politics.

A TRULY RADICAL MP
This is all the more marked
because Caroline Lucas is a gen-
uinely radical politician. Greens

are always under pressure to focus
on environmental regulation,
rather than the breadth of Green
politics. Lucas is a feminist, an
anti-militarist and a campaigner
against inequality. These positions
make her clearly the most left-
wing English MP outside the
Labour Party for decades. She rep-
resents a political tradition that,
while popular, has been margin-
alised by New Labour.
A Green win in Brighton has

given voice to radical and progres-
sive politics that has not existed
since the New Labour clique’s
takeover of the Labour Party.
Brighton Pavilion had been held

since 1997 by Labour. The two
neighbouring seats, Brighton
Kemptown and Hove were also
Labour seats. The sitting MP,
David Lepper, chose to stand
down, and in recognition of the
strength of the Green challenge,
Labour chose a left-environmen-
talist candidate. Nancy Platts
would have made an excellent MP
– similar to Lucas she was anti-war,
anti-Trident and a living wage cam-
paigner.
The importance of stopping a

Green win meant Labour focused
their efforts in Pavilion, rather
than their other two Sussex seats.
In doing so they lost all three. In
Hove and Kemptown the margins
were such that by spreading the
campaign to these seats at least one
could have been won. However,

the aim was obviously to stop a
Green win at all costs.
Meanwhile the Conservative

candidate Charlotte Vere conduct-
ed a shrill campaign warning of the
danger of Greens, who she
deemed to be both Marxists and
Fascists. Her use of social media,
particularly Twitter, provided
hours of entertainment for Greens
across the UK, as she made absurd
claims about the risks of public
spending. At one point she even
claimed that Roosevelt’s New Deal
had in fact caused the Great
Depression, showing not only a
lack of economic literacy, but also
a basic misunderstanding of histor-
ical causation, the New Deal being
a response to the Depression.

NEW DIMENSION
This shows the importance of a
Green MP in creating a new
dimension in British politics. The
Greens are the first political tradi-
tion to enter British politics since
the Nationalist parties meaningful-
ly broke through in the 1960s. The
reason for Labour to be afraid and
the Conservatives to make over-
stated attacks is that a radical
Green party is a serious threat to
the status quo of British politics.
A range of other seats, including

Hackney North and Stoke
Newington, Lancaster and
Fleetwood, and Cambridge may
well go Green over the next couple
of elections. Lack of representation
in Westminster was an essential
barrier to electing Greens. Now
that is gone, there is the chance
that Greens will expand their elec-
toral base substantially in both
Westminster and local government.
And this Green politics, led by

Lucas, will not be the pale Green
that has led to the near demise of
the Irish Greens. It is a politics that
stands with the vulnerable, that
puts people as well as planets at
the centre of politics. It is a politics
that can threaten the hegemony of
the three largest parties. It is a par-
ticular threat to Labour because of
the potential appeal to many aban-
doned Labour voters. The recent
Labour leadership election was a
rather unlovely spectacle of one

HOWTHE
GREENS BROKE
THROUGH
TO PARLIAMENT
The election of Caroline Lucas to Westminster
means the Greens have jumped a significant
political hurdle, argues Peter McColl.

Lucas is a
feminist,
an anti-
militarist
and a
campaigner
against
inequality.
These
positions
make her
clearly the
most
left-wing
English MP
outside the
Labour Party
for decades.



14 / AUTUMN 2010 / PERSPECTIVES 27

sidelined left-winger and four
inheritors of Blair. A Lucas-led
Green party can appeal to the very
substantial number of the voters
alienated by Labour’s failure to
stand up to corporate greed. It
may provide the political space for
Labour to reassert its support for
civil liberties.
In Brighton the Labour response

to a growing Green party was to
select a green candidate. Across the
country Labour’s triangulation
will have to take into account the
danger of losing radical votes to
the Greens. This will create a truly
progressive majority in British pol-
itics for the first time.

SERIOUS ELECTORALISM
The win in Brighton came in diffi-
cult circumstances. The Green
vote fell back in all but two other
constituencies in Britain. Many
Green voters supported Labour or,
less explicably, the Liberal
Democrats, in an attempt to keep
the Conservatives out. The Green
determination to win meant
Brighton Pavilion had been the top
national target since the 2001 elec-
tion. By focusing the efforts of the
party on Brighton in particular,
but also Lewisham Deptford and
Norwich South, Greens were able
to avoid the disparate support that
bedevils small parties in a first past
the post system.
This approach relied on the pol-

itics being right, though. While the
radical approach of Lucas and
Adrian Ramsay in Norwich pro-
duced very substantial increases in
vote share, Darren Johnson’s vote
in Lewisham Deptford reduced by
a third. This meant the loss of five
of the six Green council seats on
Lewisham Council. Broadly the
Lewisham campaign demonstrated
that soft Green campaigns on recy-
cling and wildlife are less resonant
than the radical campaigns in
Norwich and Brighton.
The electoral infrastructure

required to win a Westminster seat
is formidable. Greens were able to
put this in place after the record
performance in 2005. A compre-
hensive canvassing system, regular
newsletter delivery, newmedia and

broader campaigning were organ-
ised to precision. Hundreds of
campaigner hours were used
making Caroline Lucas the main
challenger for the seat. And this
was vital to the final victory. This
area was what cost Adrian Ramsay
the Norwich South seat.
The Green win in Pavilion stands

in stark contrast to the very much
better funded small parties of the
right. Both UKIP and the BNP
could have expected to gain from
the recession and people’s dissatis-
faction at a right-wing Labour
Party and a Conservative Party soft
on rhetoric. But even given the
opportunity to fight a relatively
uncontested campaign against the
Speaker John Bercow, UKIP were
unable to beat an independent and
never threatened to win. Finishing
third in Buckingham was in indict-
ment of the UKIP record.
This is significant because

Bercow, even though he was a
Conservative MP, was a social lib-
eral who regularly rebelled on
issues likely to inflame convention-
al Conservative opinion. Given the
chance to break through UKIP
blew it.
Similarly, the BNP could have

expected real success in Barking,
where they had won 13 council-
lors in 2006, and received over
15% of the vote in 2005. But a
concerted campaign against them,
similar to that run by Labour in
Brighton, resulted in Nick Griffin
being forced into claiming they’d
only been aiming for second.
Again they were beaten, not into
second but third place.
UKIP enjoyed multi-million

pound backing from wealthy
donors. The Greens got no such
backing, and the win in Brighton
shows the real durability and pop-
ularity of Green ideas. The BNP
were talked up by the media as a
real threat – but even this atten-
tion couldn’t push them through
the barrier of a first past the post
win.
Sadly councillor Salma Yaqoob,

whose enlightened community
politics deserved to win her a seat
in Birmingham Hall Green, was
unable to make a breakthrough

either – though she did come
within 4000 votes – a smaller
deficit than that made up by the
Greens in Brighton. She addressed
the Green Party of England and
Wales conference in September,
and it will be interesting to see
how closely she will align herself
with the Greens in the run-up to
the next election, having with-
drawn from the 2009 European
election in favour of the Green
campaign in the West Midlands.
She would add a welcome and
equally radical voice to that of
Lucas at Westminster.

GREEN POLITICS AS A WAY
FORWARD
The win in Brighton creates the
opportunity for a new dynamic in
British politics. A Green party that
occupies the very substantial polit-
ical space vacated by Labour over
the past 15 or 20 years is likely to
be electorally successful – with
either the alternative vote or first
past the post. It will make UK poli-
tics more radical. It will boost
issues like global justice, peace, cli-
mate change and the fight against
inequality rapidly up the agenda.
However, there are significant

pitfalls to avoid. The lapse into
what George Monbiot describes as
“identity politics close to self-
expression” will result in more
defeats like that suffered by
Darren Johnson in Lewisham
Deptford. Where Green parties
focus on a narrow environmental-
ist politics it results in marginalisa-
tion at best and elimination at
worst. The Green MP for
Frankesgarden is one of the most
radical members of the German
parliament. The path to delivering
social and environmental justice is
through a broad Green politics
that appeals to a wide section of
the electorate. In Caroline Lucas
the Greens have a leader who
makes that appeal. And in making
that appeal she and the Green
Party can change British politics
for good.

� Peter McColl is a member of the
ScottishGreen Party andDemocratic
Left Scotland.

HOW THE GREENS BROKE THROUGH

The win in
Brighton
creates the
opportunity
for a new
dynamic in
British
politics …
It will make
UK politics
more radical.



The Upper Clyde Shipbuilders work-in of 1971–2
became an event of legendary renown in the his-
tory of the Scottish labour movement. Seen in the

context of British industrial/political history it was
part of a succession of labour and trade union victo-
ries in the late sixties and early seventies. These began
with successful opposition to the Wilson govern-
ment’s “In Place of Strife” proposals to restrict union
rights, proceeded to the defeat of Edward Heath’s
industrial policies and culminated in two national
miners’ strikes, the second of which in 1974 brought
about the downfall of the Tory government.
The work-in however was exceptional in its charac-

ter. The other struggles were largely conducted by tra-
ditional methods – demonstrations and strike action;
the work-in was innovative in conception and
execution, and these were among the most impor-
tant reasons for its success.
Although trade unions then had not been

demonised to the extent they later were,
nevertheless strike action had to a great
degree been de-legitimised by the media. It
was important therefore that the work-in
was not a strike and so avoided attack
from that quarter. It also showed what a
workforce bypassing professional man-
agement could do under the leader-
ship of its shop stewards.
The exemplary discipline of the

work-in was accompanied by an
astonishing exercise in direct
democracy. Led by the shop
stewards and their main
spokespersons Jimmy Reid
and Jim Airlie, mass meetings
approved decisions and sus-
tained morale, while dis-
senters – and there were some
– were able to make their
arguments without pressure
or intimidation.

Most importantly, support across Scotland from all
points of the political spectrum – that was of utmost
importance – and the widest variety of collectives,
including church leaders, and even most of the media,
was signalled by enormous demonstrations in
Glasgow and sustained by a most accomplished pub-
licity and public relations campaign, again directed by
the shop stewards.
Of course it was not a fairytale. The recorded dis-

cussions in the shop stewards meetings show that
there were at times sharp arguments and disagree-
ments – which were nonetheless democratically
resolved. Likewise, the role of the Communist Party’s
Scottish Committee, of which Jimmy Reid was a
member, was to provide support and advice without
attempting any form of control – and here too there
was vigorous debate.
It was an unintended consequence of the struggle

and victory, but probably the UCS experience did a lot
to increase Scottish national con-

sciousness. At the same time the
events of the years 1967–74
doubtless enhanced the
determination of right
wing politicians and
their backers to ruin
and if possible annihi-
late the labour move-
ment. We know what these
consequences were. How-
ever, if the lessons of the
work-in had been better learned
the history of the past forty years
might have been very different.

�Willie Thompson is a historian. His
forthcoming book, Ideologies in the
Age of Extremes: Liberalism, Conser-
vatism, Communism, Fascism 1914–
1991, will be published by Pluto Press
on 20th December, 2010.

Citizen of the Scottish people’s republic of the mind,
exponent of moral force politics, fully paid-up member of the
human race … Jimmy Reid was as close as any Scot can get to
being a legend in his own lifetime.Willie Thompson recalls
the factors that led to the success of the historic UCS work-in.
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INNOVATION IN INDUSTRIAL
STRUGGLE: JIMMY REID AND
THE UCS WORK-IN
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PICASSO:
THE RED PERIOD

From 1940 until the liberation
of Paris, Picasso remained a
figure completely surrounded

by mystery and obscurity. Then in
October following the liberation
came the electrifying news that
Picasso had joined the Communist
Party.1

This is the origin of the eagerly
awaited exhibition Picasso: Peace
and Freedom at the Tate Liverpool2

which reveals Picasso as a political-
ly and socially engaged artist,
actively involved in politics and
the Peace Movement. After the
Second World War, Picasso,
already widely recognised as the
world’s greatest living artist,
emerged as a celebrated political
figure – he was probably the most
famous communist in the world –
and hero of left-wing causes. He
was a tireless campaigner for free-
dom and justice and his “Dove of
Peace” became the international
emblem of the Peace Movement
and a symbol of hope during the
Cold War period. All of this
proved acutely embarassing for the
Western art world and as a result
his political views were often
ignored in the numerous exhibi-
tions and publications produced
during his lifetime and afterwards.
For instance, the huge London

exhibition at the Tate Gallery in
1960, organised by his friend and
biographer, Roland Penrose,
makes no reference whatsoever to
Picasso’s communist sympathies. If
mentioned at all, it was as if
Picasso’s joining the party was
merely a gesture, not to be taken
too seriously.
The Tate Liverpool exhibition

demolishes this myth and shows
that Picasso was a committed party
member, supporting and funding a
range of humanitarian causes. The

catalogue reproduces a cheque for
1 million francs (approx £50,000
in today’s money) which he donat-
ed to striking miners in the Pas de
Calais in 1948. Peter de Francia,
formerly Professor of Painting at
the Royal College of Art interprets
this extraordinary act of generosi-
ty as reflecting Picasso’s anarchist
belief in sharing whatever one had.
The exhibition’s chief curator,
Lynda Morris, has assembled a
wealth of new material and makes
a direct link between his art and

Pablo Picasso:
The Charnel
House, Paris,
1944–1945,
dated 1945
Oil and charcoal
on canvas
199.8 x 250.1 cm
© Succession
Picasso/DACS
2009
© 2009 Digital
image, The
Museum of
Modern Art New
York/Scala,
Florence.
Mrs. Sam A.
Lewisohn Bequest
(by exchange) and
Mrs. Marya
Bernhard Fund in
memory of her
husband Dr.
Bernhard
Bernhard and
anonymous funds

One of the greatest artists of the twentieth century, Pablo
Picasso’s membership of the Communist Party has largely
been glossed over by art history. Alexander Moffat salutes an
exhibition that throws new light on the artist and his works in
the eventful period after the Second World War.

� This article is
in memory of
Jimmy Reid.
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his politics. Picasso’s habit of pre-
cisely dating his works means that
each can be aligned with world
events that were unfolding at the
time, whether the Fascist victory
and dictatorship in Spain, the
Liberation of France, the Algerian
War of Independence or the
Cuban Missile Crisis. In doing so
Morris also dismantles John
Berger’s influential thesis, put for-
ward in his Success and Failure of
Picasso (1966), that Picasso had
retreated from the world during
his later years; that he had sold out
to wealth and fame; that his work
after 1945 represented a decline.

PICASSO POLITICISED
Picasso became politicised during
the Spanish Civil War, accepting
the Republican government’s offer
to take up the post of Director of
the Prado Museum. For many, his
great painting, Guernica (1937),
remains to this day the most effec-
tive anti-war statement ever made
by a modern artist. The Charnel
House of 1945, surely his most
political work since Guernica, was
based on a short documentary film
about a Spanish Republican family
who were killed in their kitchen.
Face to face with this big painting,
we can truly believe that Picasso,
who had lost many friends and
associates during the war, was
mourning his family, the Spanish
people.
In 1957, Picasso began an

extended series of variations on
Diego Velazquez’s Las Meninas.
The series is both a confrontation
with one of the most important
works in the history of Spanish
painting as well as a commentary
on contemporary events in Spain.
Picasso’s Las Meninas are a bitter
satire on Franco’s manoeuvres to
restore the monarchy, transform-
ing the original meaning of
Velazquez’s painting into a savage
indictment of the Caudillo’s dicta-
torship. In a similar vein, new light
is shed upon the Women of Algiers
series, based on Delacroix’s paint-
ing The Women of Algiers (1834)
and begun within a month of the
Nationalist uprising in Algeria in
1954 which led to the the eight-

year long Algerian War of
Independence.
A new context is also offered for

the works he made after Manet’s
Le Dejeuner sur l’Herbe (1863)
between August 1959 and through
to August 1962. Picasso’s histori-
cal memory was shaped by the two
month socialist/anarchist gover-
nance of Paris in 1871, known as
the Paris Commune, and the polit-
ical role played by the painters
Edouard Manet and Gustave
Courbet. He was interested in
Manet’s painting as an artist’s sym-
pathetic relationship with the poli-
tics of youth and sexual liberation.
The idea of naked young students
picnicking in the woods near Paris
reflected the sexual revolutions of
the emerging counterculture of the
1960s – and had another parallel
in the emergence of the “nouvelle
vague”, the new French cinema led
by directors such as Truffaut and
Jean-Luc Godard.

THE LIVING DEAD
Picasso’s lifelong dialogue with the
old masters was thoroughly
explored in last year’s exhibition
Challenging the Past at the
National Gallery in London. In
many ways, El Greco, Goya,
Velasquez and Rembrandt were his
constant companions. As the dis-

tinguished Edinburgh-based art
historian Elizabeth Cowling has
noted, for Picasso, all of these
“dead” artists from different eras
or generations were alive, and
indeed would never die, and were
driven by fundamentally the same
imperatives as he was. At the
height of the Cuban Missile Crisis
in the autumn of 1962 he turned
to Nicolas Poussin’s Rape of the
Sabines (1636–38) and Jacques-
Louis David’s The Intervention of
the Sabine Women (1799) to pro-
vide the models for a new series of
paintings, The Rape of the Sabines.
Picasso’s connections with Cuba

were already well established. An
estimated fifty thousand Spanish
citizens had emigrated to Mexico,
Argentina and Cuba at the end of
the Civil War and contact with
Spanish-speaking Cuba formed
part of Picasso’s links with the
Spanish diaspora that had resulted
from the Civil War. Fidel Castro
sent him a personal telegram on
the occasion of his 80th birthday
in October 1961 and he also had
close links to Cuba through his
friend, the painter Wilfredo Lam.
The first painting in the series

Rape of the Sabines is dated 24
October 1962, ten days after
American reconnaissance planes
first recorded the construction of

Pablo Picasso:
The Rape of the
Sabine Women
(after David)
(L’enlèvement
des Sabines
(d’après
David)),
Mougins, 4–5
and 8 November
1962
Oil on canvas
97 x 103 cm
© Collection
Centre Pompidou,
Dist. RMN /
Christian Bahier /
Philippe Migeat
© Succession
Picasso/DACS
2009
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PICASSO: THE RED PERIOD

Soviet missile bases in Cuba. His
response to the horrific prospect
of the complete annihilation of
humanity by means of atomic war
was reflected through the filter of
classical mythology – the Roman
Empire represents all empires, the
Napoleonic, the Nazi, and the
Russian and American Empires of
the Cold War and is depicted as
grotesque and barbaric. Picasso’s
conception of war and its effects
are clearly focused on the suffer-
ings of the victims, in particular
women and children.
The final section of the exhibi-

tion concentrates on works from
the last ten years of his life and
is entitled “Mothers and
Musketeers”. Lynda Morris effec-
tively dismisses the sensationalist
kind of journalism which over the
past twenty years has sought to
castigate Picasso as a gross misogy-
nist. She reveals instead his active
support for women’s causes and
his generous donations of work to
women’s organisations. His late
paintings of women, while deeply
erotic, are also celebrations of
maternity. These late works focus
on fertility and conception and
illustrate that life begins with
sexual desire.

NEW GROUND
By placing emphasis on Picasso’s
political views and in bringing
together those of his works which
clearly relate to specific political or
humanitarian concerns, the exhibi-
tion breaks new ground. It also
exposes the paradox at the core of
Picasso’s politics – that his work
was unacceptable in terms of the
Communist Party’s approved style
of Socialist Realism. In the West
after the war, Picasso had become
the symbol of regained freedom,
but within the communist move-
ment both in the West and
throughout the Soviet bloc, he was
accused of cultivating decadence,
of having blundered into the dead
end of formalism. In this context it
is important to mention the affair
of his portrait of Stalin, commis-
sioned by Louis Aragon for Les
Lettres Francaises. When Stalin
died in March 1953, Aragon

wished to pay homage to “the
people’s father” and immediately
turned to Picasso. The resulting
portrait which appeared on the
front page of the newspaper was
greeted with spontaneous protests
from party members. A huge row
ensued, with comrade Picasso
roundly condemned for his “act of
aggression” against the great
leader. Sadly, other artists joined
in, absurdly suggesting that Picasso
had produced a dreadful drawing.

CONTRADICTIONS
All of this throws into sharp focus
the irreconcilable contradictions
that lay at the heart of communism
as practised. Today many would
question why Picasso had felt it
necessary to join the party. His
explanation “I came to commu-
nism without the slightest hesita-
tion, since ultimately, I had always
been with it … Those years of
dreadful oppression showed me
that I had to fight not only through
my art, but through my own
person. I so wanted to return to my
native land! I have always been an
exile. Now I am one no longer;
until Spain can at last welcome me
back, the French Communist Party
opened its arms to me. I have
found there all those whom I
esteem the most … and all those
faces, so beautiful, of Parisians in
arms which I saw during those days
in August, I am once more among
my brothers.” The Party as a native
land, the Party as family: nowhere

is there the idea of revolution, nor
support for the Soviet Union.
It could be argued that the

utopian aspirations of mankind for
a better world and, in Picasso’s
case, the status acquired by the
French Communist Party during
the Resistance were significant fac-
tors in his decision, outweighing
the evidence that what had hap-
pened in Russia was a totalitarian
nightmare. All of this requires
careful consideration twenty or so
years after the collapse of the
Soviet system. How does one
explain the unfinished portrait of
Stalin on Frida Kahlo’s easel at the
time of her death in 1954 or Hugh
MacDiarmid’s decision to rejoin
the Party after the Hungarian
Uprising in 1956? The recent pub-
lication of the correspondence
between MacDiarmid and Sorley
MacLean3 sheds interesting light
on their differing views of commu-
nism during the Second World
War. For MacDiarmid, a Nazi vic-
tory might be preferable in that it
would deal a knock-out blow to
the British and French bourgeoisie.
On the other hand MacLean
thought it would be easier for
socialism to spread if the British
and Allied Forces won the war, for
under the Germans he felt there
would be no hope whatsoever for
Scotland. His faith in the Soviet
Republic continued until 1944
when an argument, which raged
on all through the night with
Sydney Goodsir Smith over the

Pablo Picasso:
Dove (La
Colombe)
1949
Lithograph on
paper
54.7 x 69.7 cm
Tate
© Succession
Picasso/DACS
2009
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Soviets’ treatment of the Polish
people, convinced MacLean of the
need to turn against Communism.
Picasso continued to support the

Communist Party and its causes
through donations, editions and
statements until his death in 1973.
His role in the post-war Peace
Movement was recognised in the
Soviet Union and he was awarded
the Lenin Peace Prize, one of the
highest honours given by the USSR
in 1962. He had become a useful
propaganda tool. All the while,
however, he remained fiercely
independent and his response to
the criticism of his drawing of
Stalin is a clear statement of his
values: “Why are they so con-
cerned with what we are doing,
hey? Tell me that! They don’t
know how to write or paint and
that’s not what we ask them for.
Why do they feel so concerned
when they should be doing what
they are supposed to do, healing
the misfortune of the people.”
He was one of ten signatories of

an open letter, dated 20 November
1956, to the Central Committee of
the French Communist Party,
expressing profound anxiety about
the suppression of the Hungarian
Workers’ uprising by Soviet tanks

and denouncing the Central
Committee’s silence on the matter,
and in 1968, although at this stage
he had withdrawn from public life,
he is known to have again
expressed his objection to Party
leaders over the Soviet occupation
of Czechoslovakia. By this time he
may well have been bitterly disillu-
sioned, but he refused to tear up
his party card.

COMPLEX NATURE
The complex nature of Picasso’s
position both as an artist and as a
political activist are rooted in the
ColdWar period when the strength
of the Communist Parties in France
and Italy caused many to wonder if
Western Europe might follow the
communist path. So much has
changed since then that we might
easily conclude his work and inten-
tions have no real relevance to pres-
ent conditions. The impassioned
debate about art and politics which
persisted throughout the 1950s is
now a nostalgic memory. Likewise
Gramsci’s belief that the commu-
nist movement was the legitimate
heir of the highest European cul-
ture, from the Renaissance,
Reformation and Enlightenment
onwards, seems hopelessly out-
moded in an age of instant cynicism
and where the average level of cul-
tural and philosophic exchange is
so trivial. Powerful historical forces,
including the end of the Soviet
experience; the contraction, or dis-
integration of the traditional work-
ing class; the rise of the consumerist
society allied to the global expan-
sion of a commercially driven cul-
ture industry, have had a crushing
effect on the left everywhere in
Europe.
Although the Tate exhibition

contradicts John Berger’s analysis
of Picasso, his observations on the
contemporary art business in the
Success and Failure of Picasso
remain startingly prescient. Noting
the link that developed in the 19th
century between radical art and
political action no longer exists, he
points out that art, and especially
“experimental” art, has become a
prestige symbol, taking the place in
the mythology of advertising, of

limousine cars and ancestral
homes. Art is now the proof of suc-
cess. We currently live in the age of
the celebrity artist, where success is
measured in terms of the Turner
Prize, a prize which, as Terry
Atkinson4 has recently argued,
“exemplifies a classical capitalist
formation competition … and is
one of the media pinnacles of a cul-
ture of celebrity that consumes the
model of the avant garde model of
the artistic subject.”
The importance of Picasso’s

example is that he never stopped
working, he was uncorrupted by
success and he remained true to his
original self. His sympathies
always remained with those who
were deprived freedom and his
political views reflected his desire
to oppose fascism and war. If there
is to be a re-vitalisation of art and
culture in the coming years, could
there be a better starting point for
a new generation of artists?

� Sandy Moffat is an artist and
former head of painting at Glasgow
School of Art.

NOTES
1 Jerome Seckler, Picasso

Explains, New Masses (New
York), 1945.

2 Picasso: Peace and Freedom
was at the Tate Liverpool
(May–August 2010). The exhi-
bition travels to the Albertina,
Vienna (September–January
2011) and to the Louisiana
Museum of Modern Art,
Denmark (February–May
2011). The idea for the exhibi-
tion came from Lynda Morris,
EAST Curator and Research
Fellow at Norwich University
College of the Arts and is the
result of many years of research
in the Picasso Archive, Paris.

3 The Correspondence between
Hugh MacDiarmid and Sorley
MacLean, An Annotated
Edition, edited by Susan
Wilson, Edinburgh University
Press, 2010.

4 Terry Atkinson, Ongoing work
from the 1990s to the present,
Lanchester Gallery Projects,
Coventry University, 2010.

Cover of “Les
Lettres
Francaises”,
12 to 19 March
1953, with
Picasso’s Stalin
drawing
(Les Lettres
francaises, une,
no. 456, 12 mars
1953)
Collection
G. Gosselin
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THETORTUOUS
HISTORY OFTHE
NATIONAL THEATRE
OFSCOTLAND

Many excellent plays were
written and produced in
Scotland during the last

century and for most of that time
there was a campaign for a nation-
al theatre which would ensure that
the best of these plays would not
disappear for ever after their initial
production. This was recognised in
a book, The Charter for the Arts in
Scotland, published by the Scottish
Arts Council in January 1993,
which was drafted for them by
Joyce McMillan. It has a chapter
with the title “The Demand for a
Scottish National Theatre”, which
begins with this paragraph: “The
growing confidence in Scotland’s
indigenous cultural inheritance is
also reflected in a strong campaign
for a Scottish national theatre. The
case for a national theatre rests on
the contention that it is absurd for
Scotland, which has little indige-
nous tradition in ballet and opera,
to support major national compa-
nies in these areas, while having no
national theatre to protect and

express our much richer inheri-
tance of Scots drama and theatrical
tradition. It is also pointed out
that, although Scotland supports a
rich network of theatre compa-
nies, none of them has a
specific remit to perform
and develop Scottish reper-
toire and languages, and
commitment to it therefore
varies unpredictably as
artistic directors come and go; and
since the demise of the Scottish
Theatre in the mid-1980s, there is
a shortage of home-produced tour-
ing product for Scotland’s largest
theatres.”1 This section of the
Charter concludes: “It is generally
agreed – even by those who have
some reservations about the idea
of a national theatre – that there is
a need for an institution whose
remit it is to preserve, develop and
promote the Scottish dramatic
repertoire, to encourage Scottish
writing for the stage, and to help
actors and directors acquire and
maintain the language and per-

formance skills necessary for the
most effective performance of
drama in all forms of Scots and
Gaelic. Such an institution would
provide a valuable resource not

only for the theatre itself,
but for all forms of dramat-
ic and literary culture in
Scotland, including film
and television.”2

It is only too obvious that
the national theatre, which was
established in 2004, has shown no
interest in any such “remit”. To
discover how this has happened
we have to go a little further back
into the events which led to it.
In the 1980s and 90s I was the

Convenor of the Advisory Council
for the Arts in Scotland (AdCAS)
which represented about eighty
organisations, official, profession-
al or voluntary, concerned with the
cultural life of Scotland. It had
been established as a consequence
of two conferences organised by
the Saltire Society. As Murray
Pittock says in his book, The Road

The protracted campaign for a national theatre in Scotland
gave rise to an organisation that can number productions such
as Black Watch among its successes. But why, asks Paul
Henderson Scott, does this have to be at the expense of
revisiting some of Scotland’s classic plays?
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to Independence, AdCAS “man-
aged to make itself heard in gov-
ernment circles”.3 Even under the
Conservative government, several
of our recommendations were car-
ried out, including the establish-
ment of the separate Scottish Arts
Council (SAC) and a Scottish
Higher Education Funding
Council.

LONG CAMPAIGN
In the 1980s I thought it was high
time for action in response to the
long campaign for a national the-
atre. In the 1980s the SAC had
supported the Scottish Theatre
Company which aimed in effect to
perform precisely that function. It
had some notable successes, partic-
ularly with a production by Tom
Fleming of The Thrie Estatis for
the Edinburgh Festival. It had been
underfunded from the start by the
SAC with about 3% of the grant to
Scottish Opera or 10% to Scottish
Ballet and it was soon allowed to
collapse through lack of funds.
AdCAS therefore decided to
devote the third of its triennial
conferences to the launch of a new
campaign for the establishment of
a national theatre. This was held in
Edinburgh on 30 May 1987 and it
was a notable success, probably the
largest and most representative
conference on the theatre ever
held in Scotland. I said in my auto-
biography, A Twentieth Century
Life:
“Virtually every theatre in

Scotland was represented. The
Directors of the National Theatres
of Finland and Iceland encouraged
us by their example. Writers, the-
atre directors and actors spoke,
many of them, including David
Daiches and Tom Fleming, with
eloquence and passion. The
demand for a national theatre was
urgent and unanimous. Gerry
Mulgrew, the Director of the the-
atre company, Communicado, said
that he had been opposed to the
idea of a national theatre, but had
been converted by the discussion.
The Chairman of the Scottish Arts
Council, Sir Allan Peacock, who
was present, wrote to me after-
wards. ‘No-one’, he said, ‘could

fail to be impressed by the
strength of the demand for a
national theatre’.”4

DELAYING TACTICS
During the next twelve years we
held a series of conferences,
including theatre directors, drama-
tists and actors, to pursue the ques-
tion and they published reports. In
all of them the emphasis was on
the need for a national theatre to
build up the repertoire of the best
Scottish plays from the past. In
contradiction to its earlier state-
ments, and to its Charter of 1993,
the response of the SAC was to
avoid a decision by delaying tactics
such as a commissioning consult-
ants to make a feasibility study and
then another after two or three
years. In August 1999 Magnus
Linklater, then Chairman of the
SAC, was frank enough to say to
me; “We already have enough
trouble with the existing national
companies without having another
one round our necks.”
Finally it was the Scottish

Parliament, and not the SAC,
which took the decision to go
ahead. The Committee of the
Parliament concerned with culture
invited Hamish Glen of the
Dundee Repertory Theatre, Giles
Havergal of the Glasgow Citizens,
Kenneth Ireland of the Edinburgh
Lyceum and myself to give evi-
dence to them on 1st December
1999. We all spoke in favour of the
establishment of a national theatre
and this was endorsed by the com-
mittee itself. Then in September
2003 the Scottish FinanceMinister
announced that it would be estab-
lished with an initial budget of
£7.5 million over the next two
years.

UNFRIENDLY ATMOSPHERE
But why had the SAC resisted for
more than ten years when in the
past they had given the impression
they were in favour of a national
theatre? In May 1986 Willis
Pickard, who was a member of the
governing body of the SAC at the
time, gave me an explanation. He
told me that “the atmosphere
within the Council was unfriendly

towards Scottish work for the the-
atre. Both the chairman of the
drama committee and the head of
the department were anti-Scottish.
Their treatment of both the
Scottish Theatre Company and of
Theatre Alba had been scan-
dalous.”5

In other words, senior members
of the official body created to
encourage and support Scottish
culture were evidently doing the
opposite. How is this possible?
Neal Ascherson in his book, Stone
Voices: The Search for Scotland,
suggests an explanation: that many
organisations in Scotland are
“heavily anglicised”. In particular,
“the new cultural bureaucracy
which was formed to manage
Scotland’s arts was largely recruit-
ed in the south, as funding cuts
blocked career prospects in the
galleries, museums, theatres or
orchestras of London and the
Home Counties.”6 This does not
mean, of course, that people who
distrust and oppose Scottish cul-
tural expression are all English.
There are Scots whose education
has left them in virtually complete
ignorance of Scottish history and
culture and therefore with a strong
feeling of distrust and distaste for
anything Scottish. This is liable to
apply particularly to literature and
the theatre because so much of our
best work is in Scots.
Unfortunately there are clear indi-
cations that this attitude is respon-
sible for the failure of our national
theatre to carry out the main func-
tion for which it was established,
“to preserve, develop and promote
the Scottish dramatic tradition”.
Of course, it should also produce
new plays, but every theatre com-
pany in Scotland does that. Only
the national theatre has the
responsibility and the resources to
revive great Scottish plays from the
past.
During the campaign for a

national theatre Donald Smith, the
director of the Netherbow
Theatre, edited a pamphlet, The
Scottish Stage. It contained a list of
more than two hundred plays from
the past, the “Scottish dramatic
repertoire”. The great majority of
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these were from the 20th century.
Scottish drama had a brilliant
beginning in the 16th century with
David Lindsay’s The Thrie Estaitis,
but soon after that James VI
moved to London and took with
him royal patronage of the arts.
There are few plays in Donald
Smith’s list in the following cen-
turies until the 20th. That was a
great period for Scottish drama
with such writers as James Bridie,
Robert McLellan, Robert Kemp,
Hector MacMillan, Donald
Campbell, Alexander Reid,
Douglas Young, David Purves,
Edwin Morgan, Liz Lochhead and
many others. There is an abun-
dance of plays for fascinating
revivals. So far the only play from
this long list which the national
theatre has produced has been Liz
Lochhead’s Mary Queen of Scots
Got Her Head Chopped Off and
that only in a few performances in
small towns.

ELECTRIFYING EFFECT
But we should not forget The Thrie
Estaitis. There have been three
productions of it in the Edinburgh
Festival, by Tyrone Guthrie in
1948, by Bill Bryden in 1973 and
by Tom Fleming in 1985, which
won an international award in
Warsaw in the following year.
These productions have been
widely regarded as the most suc-
cessful of all plays in the entire his-
tory of the Festival. To quote Joyce
McMillan again: “they had an elec-
trifying effect on Scottish audi-
ences and artists, alerting them to
all the huge forgotten possibilities
of the national language and cul-
ture.”7 Astonishingly there has
been no other production of the
play since 1985. Brian McMaster,
who was Director of the Festival
from 1992 to 2006, said at one of
his first press conferences that
because of the great success of
these earlier productions, and to
provide an element of continuity,
like Everyman in Salzburg, he
would like to stage The Thrie
Estaitis every two or three years,
but in fact there has been no such
production since 1985. I used to
remind him of this at his annual

press conferences to announce the
programme for the year. As soon as
the formation of our national the-
atre was announced he told me:
“You will not have to wait long
now. It is bound to be one of their
first priorities.” He was right about
that, but there is still no sign of it.
In fact, all the indications are

that the present direction of our
national theatre have a completely
different policy. I quote some lines
from The New Scotland, the sequel
to my autobiography: “Vicky
Featherston, the first director of
the national theatre, took up her
appointment in November 2004.
InMarch 2005 she was due to give
a talk about her plans in the
Lyceum Theatre in Edinburgh, but
she had been invited, apparently at
short notice, to have lunch with
the Queen. Her place was taken by
John Tiffany who had been
appointed to the national theatre
as director of new work. He is a
Yorkshireman who was literary
director of the Traverse in
Edinburgh from 1997 to 2001. At
the end of his talk he was asked
when the new national theatre
would produce The Thrie Estaitis.
Tiffany dismissed the question as
an irrelevance. ‘We do not feel a
responsibility to revisit Scottish
classics’.”8

NO REVIVALS
There was a rather more encourag-
ing response from Featherstone
herself when she gave a talk during
the Edinburgh Festival in 2006. I
asked her if she had seen the list of
important Scottish plays in Donald
Smith’s pamphlet. She replied that
she was aware of it and that six
people, including herself, were
reading the plays to consider them
for production. Then inMay 2008
Neil Murray, the Executive
Producer of our national theatre
(who in spite of his name is Welsh),
was invited to speak about their
work at the annual conference of
the Association for Scottish
Literary Studies. I asked him why
the company had so far ignored
important Scottish plays of the
past. His reply was that their
“remit” did not include anything

of that kind. So the Saltire Society
wrote to the SAC to enquire about
this document. They sent us a copy
of the Funding Agreement of
2004–5 which established the
national theatre. This called on
them “to encourage, stimulate and
develop new work”. Not a word
about revivals.
We have now had a frank state-

ment by Vicky Featherstone her-
self. In August 2009 she was one of
the speakers at an event in the
Festival of Politics in the Scottish
Parliament. This was a session on
Politics and Culture with Cairns
Craig in the chair. I asked the same
old question: when would the
national theatre revive important
Scottish plays from the past?
Featherstone replied: “Well I shall
not be here for ever; but as long as
I am we shall not do any of these
plays.”
So we have to be patient, I sup-

pose, but this whole sorry story
raises an important issue on cultur-
al policy. It is strange to have a
Scottish national theatre which has
no Scots in its management. If we
want to encourage Scottish culture
in all its aspects can we afford to
have people in key positions in the
funding organisation, and in the
bodies which they support, who
have no knowledge or apprecia-
tion of the Scottish tradition in the
art form with which they are con-
cerned? I hope that Creative
Scotland, which has replaced the
SAC, will avoid the defects of its
predecessor.

� Paul Henderson Scott is a former
diplomat and long-standing
Scottish nationalist. He has written
a number of books including an
auto-biography, A Twentieth
Century Life.
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With the social and economic policies of the
main political parties converging in recent
years in the scramble for the middle ground,

alcohol policy has emerged as a somewhat unlikely
site of political contestation. With the final vote on the
Scottish Government’s Alcohol Bill due to take place
in early November, minimum unit pricing – which sets
a floor price below which alcohol cannot be sold – has
become the primary focus of party political division.
This article argues that the issues to emerge in the

debate over minimum unit pricing are directly linked
to wider issues of globalisation, free trade and the pri-
macy of the markets. Further, that people who are
concerned about globalisation should have no difficul-
ty in supporting the public health interest against that
of Big Alcohol. Finally, that the tribal nature of party
politics in Scotland, in particular the antipathy
between Labour and the SNP, has acted as a barrier to
the implementation of alcohol policy that serves the
public good.

ALCOHOL – A GROWING BURDEN OF HARM
Growing epidemiological evidence on the global
burden of disease clearly implicates alcohol as one of
the leading risk factors for death and disability.1 In
Scotland, the alcohol burden is significant. Alcohol-
related deaths have more than doubled over the last 20
years and are now twice the rate of England.2 One
hundred and fifteen Scots are admitted to hospital
every day due to alcohol misuse and 70% of assaults

presenting to A&E are alcohol-related.3 Scotland has
gone from having one of the lowest rates of liver cir-
rhosis inWestern Europe to having one of the highest.4

Alcohol harm is directly linked to increased con-
sumption – the more alcohol a nation consumes, the
greater the burden of harm it will experience and vice
versa. Our drinking has been steadily increasing over
the last 50 years from around 5 litres per annum for
each adult in 1960 to over 11 litres in 2007.5 And with
44% of men and 36% of women in Scotland currently
drinking above the recommended daily limits,6 we can
no longer pretend that only a small minority misuse
alcohol. One of the main reasons we are drinking
more is the increased affordability of alcohol. Alcohol
is almost 70% more affordable now compared to
thirty years ago and as the price of alcohol has
dropped, our consumption has gone up.7

The scary health statistics are quite simply the price
we are paying for drinking more.

FORGET CULTURE – IT’S JUST BUSINESS
It is often implied that the Scots have a cultural predis-
position to drunkenness. And although it is true that
alcohol has always been part of Scottish social culture,
it does not explain the dramatic increase in both con-
sumption and harm in recent years. A more eviden-
tially sound explanation is to recognise the link
between increased alcohol consumption and harm
and the drive towards globalisation and deregulation.
The global alcohol market is now dominated by a
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handful of small companies. The top five brewers hold
about 51% of the global beer market and the top five
spirits companies hold about 50% of the global spirits
market.8 Understanding the role that Big Alcohol
plays in sustaining consumption and consequent harm
through the supply and marketing of alcohol but also
as political actors seeking to sustain and increase sales,
is crucial. The consolidation of Big Alcohol has impli-
cations for public policy because the resulting
economies of scale and profit provide these compa-
nies with unprecedented resources for promoting
alcohol brands and for influencing policy.9 It is this
wider context of globalisation that should inform
understanding of the current debate over minimum
unit pricing in Scotland.

ALCOHOL AND “INDUSTRIAL EPIDEMICS”
When it comes to deciding what needs to be done
about the “alcohol problem” there are two competing
frames which offer different descriptions of both the
nature of the problem and the action necessary to
remedy the problem. In Big Alcohol’s corner, alcohol
is seen as a normal part of everyday life. Most people
drink responsibly and problems only arise when a
minority misuse alcohol. The solution therefore is to
target education at the minority and seek to change
individual behaviour. In the Public Health corner, the
problem is seen as residing with the product, not the
individual, and society’s whole relationship with alco-
hol is regarded as important. The solution therefore is
to make the environment less pro-alcohol and reduce
per capita consumption. The reduction in overall
alcohol consumption in the population is critical to
the public health position because the international
evidence base shows clearly that if you want to reduce
alcohol harm you must reduce overall consumption.
The application of public health concepts shifts the

policy focus away from the “problem drinker” to the
“disease vector” (the alcohol industry) which is seen
as responsible for the exposure of vulnerable popula-
tion to the risks of alcohol. The term “industrial epi-
demic” is associated with the commercialisation of a
dangerous product. Industrial disease epidemics are
driven at least in part by corporations and their allies
who promote a product that is also a disease agent.
Alcoholic beverages are industrial products and alco-
hol-related problems fit the concept of increased fre-
quency as a marker of epidemics.10

Generational epidemics derive from the need of cor-
porations to replenish their populations of users as old
cohorts die out and new cohorts of potential users are
moving towards adulthood. For example, as a new
generation of drinkers comes of age, the alcohol indus-
try competes for the young adult market. An important
research question is howmuch of the recent increase in
heavy episodic drinking among young Europeans is
due to aggressive marketing by the alcoholic beverage
industry? (Jahiel and Babor 2007)
Big Alcohol is of course instinctively opposed to

policies which identify alcohol the product as the

problem, and they themselves as the “disease vector”
preferring to keep the focus on “aberrant” individuals.
This way, their own culpability in producing and mar-
keting a highly toxic substance is left unchallenged.

MINIMUM PRICING – WHAT’S THE STORY?
Minimum pricing first came onto the agenda in
Scotland following publication in 2007 of the report
Alcohol Price, Policy and Public Health by Scottish
Health Action on Alcohol Problems (SHAAP), an
independent advocacy group established by the
ScottishMedical Royal Colleges. SHAAP convened an
expert group to examine pricing policy action open to
the Scottish Government which would reduce the
harm caused by alcohol. The experts focussed specifi-
cally on pricing policy because there was a substantial
body of scientific literature which concluded that
there was a link between alcohol price, consumption
and harm. WHO had also reviewed 32 alcohol policy
interventions and rated them according to their effec-
tiveness in reducing harm. Price and availability
scored the highest with education found to be one of
the least effective policies. The SHAAP report con-
cluded that minimum unit pricing would deliver the
greatest health gains for the people of Scotland as well
as being the simplest and least resource intensive pric-
ing intervention to implement.
The alcohol policy discussion document Changing

Scotland’s Relationship with Alcohol published by the
SNPminority administration in 2008 outlined a series
of measures aimed at reducing alcohol harm in
Scotland including minimum unit pricing, a ban on
discount promotions in supermarkets, a social respon-
sibility levy and restrictions on alcohol promotional
material. Crucially, for the public health community,
the Scottish Government stated that the policy objec-
tive they sought to achieve through their actions was a
reduction in overall consumption. The Scottish
Government then commissioned comprehensive
modelling research by academics at the University of
Sheffield to estimate the likely impact of minimum
pricing. The research indicated that a minimum price
of 45p (the price that the Scottish Government has
now announced) would result in 1,200 fewer hospital
admissions and save 50 lives in the first year increasing
to 4,200 fewer hospital admissions and 225 lives
saved after 10 years. The saving on health care costs
were estimated at £5.5 million in the first year rising
to £83 million after ten years.

BIG ALCOHOL AND MINIMUM PRICING
Big Alcohol came out in force against the govern-
ment’s proposals focussing most of their opposition
on minimum pricing. Industry opposition was led by
the Scotch Whisky Association (SWA), an influential
lobbying presence in the Scottish Parliament and else-
where which likes to be seen as the voice of Scotland’s
home grown whisky industry. A quick look at the
membership of the SWA Board suggests that there is
nothing particularly home grown about the people
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taking the decisions at SWA. The Board chair is Paul
Walsh, CEO of global multinational Diageo, with
other global corporations equally well represented on
the Board. The SWA has executed an intensive lobby-
ing campaign in Scotland over the last two years along
with their colleagues in the Wine and Spirit Trade
Association and the British Retail Consortium (repre-
senting big supermarkets). Three public affairs consul-
tancies have been working in Scotland on behalf of the
global producers and big supermarkets with the spe-
cific remit of removing minimum pricing from the
Alcohol Bill. But whilst Big Alcohol has been resolute-
ly opposed to minimum pricing, other sectors of the
industry have come out in support including the
Scottish Licensed Trade Association (SLTA) represent-
ing independent hoteliers and publicans and the
Campaign for Real Ale (CAMRA).
Big Alcohol’s actions in Scotland mirror their activi-

ties elsewhere. The strategy is the same whether they
are opposing minimum pricing in Scotland or duty
increases at Westminster, lobbying against restrictions
on alcohol advertising in France, or campaigning
against price increases in Russia. Indeed the influence
of Big Alcohol in persuading the Westminster govern-
ment to adopt alcohol policies that favour business
interests over the public health interest was a key find-
ing of the recent Health Select Committee on Alcohol.
The Committee concluded that the Westminster
Government was too close to the alcohol industry and
that this had led to ineffective alcohol policy in the UK.
More recently, as markets in developed countries

have matured, Big Alcohol’s business strategy has been
to move in to emerging economies where alcohol con-
sumption is traditionally low. Big Alcohol goes into
these countries with the specific aim of driving up
consumption. WHO reports that in developing coun-
tries with overall low mortality, alcohol is already the
leading risk factor for injury and disease.11 Big Alcohol
argues that their entry into these markets will have
positive economic benefits for the country but the evi-
dence suggests that any benefits are outweighed by the
negative social and health effects from increased alco-
hol consumption. WHO estimated that in India the
government earns 216 billion rupees a year from alco-
hol taxes but is spending around 244 billion rupees a
year in managing the direct consequences of alcohol
harm.12

TRIBAL PARTY POLITICS TAKE OVER FROM BIG
ALCOHOL
When the public health community first started advo-
cating minimum unit pricing in 2007, both Scottish
Labour and the Liberal Democrats were considered
natural allies given their public health record while in
office. The Conservatives did not present as natural
supporters given their default position of favouring
big business over other competing interests such as
public health. However, politicians in all parties were
on the receiving end of Big Alcohol’s well-resourced
lobbying efforts. Politicians with distillery interests in

their constituency were obvious targets and early on
in the campaign, two backbench Liberal Democrat
MSPs joined forces with the SWA to launch a cam-
paign against minimum pricing. However, individual
Liberal Democrat MSPs were known to be sympathet-
ic and the LibDem position was further complicated
by their leader Nick Clegg’s support for minimum
pricing.
Scottish Labour initially appeared to be favourable

to minimum pricing as their deputy health spokesper-
son, Dr Richard Simpson, was well aware of the scien-
tific evidence linking price, consumption and harm.
However, before the evidence on the Alcohol Bill had
been heard in the Health Committee, Labour
announced that they would oppose minimum pricing.
The decision was announced shortly after the
Glasgow East by-election after Labour regained the
seat from the SNP. The campaign in Glasgow East
used negative campaigning against the SNP and the
feedback that the public health community received
from Labour insiders, was that the decision to oppose
minimum pricing was nothing to do with the efficacy
or otherwise of the policy, and everything to do with
opposing what was regarded as a flagship policy of the
SNP administration. Labour announced that they
would set up their own Alcohol Commission to
explore “alternative pricing mechanisms” which ran
concurrently with the evidence sessions of the
Parliament’s Health Committee. Four out of six mem-
bers of Labour’s Alcohol Commission were Labour
Party members with a fifth Commission member rep-
resenting the alcohol industry, so it was perhaps not
particularly surprising when the Commission rejected
minimum pricing. And whilst the recommendations in
Labour’s Alcohol Commission report pertaining to
alcohol advertising and licensing were welcomed by
the public health community, there was universal dis-
appointment at the failure to recommend an effective
pricing policy measure.

BIG ALCOHOL AND LABOUR’S ALTERNATIVE
PRICING PROPOSALS
The alternative pricing measure proposed by Labour’s
Alcohol Commission is that alcohol should not be sold
below the cost of duty and VAT and a “nominal” cost
for production. This measure is a variation of the
option favoured by Big Alcohol and promoted by
SWA and Diageo who have called for a ban on the sale
of alcohol below the cost of duty and VAT. The expert
group established by the Scottish Medical Royal
Colleges in 2007 considered this option but rejected it
on the basis that banning the sale of alcohol below the
cost of duty and VAT would not eliminate cheap alco-
hol and would allow some products to be sold for
even less than the price they are currently sold.
Labour is proposing a variation on this by including a
“nominal” cost for production in addition to the cost
of duty and VAT. However, a ban on below cost sell-
ing should include the cost of production, marketing
and distribution and as this information is not cur-
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rently in the public domain, it would be virtually
impossible to implement and enforce. Also, the unit
costs for the large global companies are likely to be far
less than those of smaller operators so the measure
would favour Big Alcohol.

MINIMUM PRICING – A TAX ON THE POOR?
Labour politicians have said they oppose minimum
pricing because it puts money back into the pockets of
producers and retailers and amounts to a tax on the
poor. It is true that the money will go back to the pro-
ducers and retailers but public health advocates cite
the proposed social responsibility levy as providing an
opportunity to raise money from those who profit
from the sale of alcohol which could go back into the
public purse. They also point to the savings that would
be made if alcohol harm was reduced given that alco-
hol misuse is currently costing every taxpayer in
Scotland £900 a year.13

The charge that minimum pricing represents a tax
on the poor is more serious and deserves to be scruti-
nised. For this to be true, one would have to accept
that people on low incomes are more likely both to
purchase cheap alcohol and also to drink more. The
evidence suggests that neither of these suppositions is
correct. An analysis of alcohol purchase patterns
across different income groups undertaken by
Professor Anne Ludbrook revealed that people in all
income groups purchase cheap alcohol and that
middle to higher income groups are the main pur-
chasers of alcohol between 30p and 50p a unit.14

Further work undertaken by government analysts
showed that 23% of people on the lowest incomes do
not drink at all so will be unaffected by minimum pric-
ing. Fifty seven per cent drink at very low levels aver-
aging 4.9 units a week so will be minimally affected.15

People on low incomes who are drinking harmfully
will of course be affected by minimum pricing and
indeed that is the point of the policy – to reduce the
consumption of those who are drinking harmfully.
However, 80% of people on the lowest incomes will
be either unaffected or minimally affected by mini-
mum pricing.
Despite having lower overall consumption levels, it

is people in our poorest communities who are bearing
the brunt of alcohol harm. Of the 20 areas in the UK
with the highest rates of male alcohol-related mortali-
ty, 15 of them are in Scotland16 and two thirds of alco-
hol related deaths in Scotland in 2007 occurred in our
poorest communities.17 The charge that minimum
pricing is a tax on the poor is not substantiated by the
evidence. What we do know is that people on low
incomes are already paying a much higher price for
alcohol harm than anyone else and are therefore likely
to be the biggest beneficiaries of health gains as a
result of minimum pricing.

WHERE NOW FOR ALCOHOL POLICY?*
The decision as to whether or not Scotland will have
an alcohol policy that will actually be effective in

reducing harm is now in the hands of the sixteen
Liberal Democrat MSPs. The Conservatives have
already lodged an amendment to remove minimum
pricing from the Alcohol Bill and Labour are expected
to support it. Minimum pricing is by no means a silver
bullet. However, it is the glue that holds all the other
measures in the Alcohol Bill together. Robust action
on price is central to reducing alcohol harm in
Scotland and other measures will be rendered ineffec-
tive if price is not addressed.
Big Alcohol will no doubt be greatly relieved that

the tribal nature of party politics in Scotland has had
such a favourable outcome.

� Evelyn Gillan is the co-author of two recent alcohol
policy reports, Alcohol Price, Policy and Public Health
(2007) and Untold Damage (2010).
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BOOK REVIEW

Acrisis in capitalism. A confir-
mation of so much left analy-
sis. Yet the left is completely

sidelined in the general election
and there is no sign of resurgence.
This is the starting point in this
collection of essays produced in
the aftermath of the formation of
the Tory-Liberal Government. The
objective is to “provide some long-
term perspective on the crisis of
the British Left and offer some
constructive solutions”. Therein
lies one of the problems: over the
past forty years increasingly there
has not been a uniform left experi-
ence in Britain. There is a welcome
analysis of the Scottish situation by
Doug Bain (of which more later)
but this is not integrated into the
analysis of the other contributions
apart from some passing refer-
ences. But what if the best contri-
bution to the left throughout the
UK is to ensure the disintegration
of the British state as we have
known it? What if the best way of
ensuring radical change for the
better is for Scotland and Wales to
become independent and in so
doing to force Westminster and
Whitehall and many other institu-
tions to rethink their identity? The
remaining English state would no
longer be a nuclear power since all
the nuclear capacity is in Scotland
and changing location would be a
long, controversial and prohibi-
tively expensive process. While the
reduction in population would not
be great, the physical territory
would be more than a third small-
er. Land, water, energy resources
would be significantly less. The
outcome would be to make the
British great power pretensions

increasingly implausible and point
to the need to work co-operatively
with other small to middle powers
in the international context rather
than pursuing the “seat at the top
table” complex. Take these imperi-
al delusions away and England has
to start thinking about what is
good about their society and what
they value. This would open up
important opportunities for the
left, especially coming at a time
when many financial institutions
will be looking East and the City
may be less dominant in the econ-
omy. The old fear which is touched
on again in one of the contribu-
tions that without Scotland and
Wales, England would be perma-
nently Tory, fails to appreciate that
there would be a new political sit-
uation in England that could be
positive as well as negative. The
experience of the last 13 years
(and much longer as Willie
Thompson and Michael Prior out-
line) is that you can get what
appear to be centre-left politicians
into power in the UK but the ethos
of the British State and the dynam-
ic of the power structures behind
it, turn them into politicians of the
right. The issues are structural;
they are not primarily about get-
ting “our people” into govern-
ment. It would have been much
more effective for the left in
England to have put real effort
into the drive for strong regional
government there when there was
still some opening for reform.
This is, of course, one interpre-

tation of a possible pathway for
change. England might not have
an appetite for reform in the direc-
tion we would like to see. But, at

least, it is a possible way forward
and it would be good to see more
people in England engaging with
it. Doug Bain develops this argu-
ment in his review of the left in
Scotland:
“Political trajectories in

England, Scotland, Wales and N.
Ireland are rapidly diverging.
Whether this process ends in sepa-
rate, independent nations remains
to be seen; but the direction of
travel is now clear.”

CENTRAL ISSUE
This is a central issue for the left in
Scotland:
“A significant section of the left

supports independence – the
Scottish National Party, the
Scottish Socialist Party, Tommy
Sheridan’s Solidarity Party and the
Green Party. The Scottish Labour
and Conservative parties are
strongly opposed, the Scottish
LibDems support a “federalist”
option – but one which is firmly in
the unionist camp.”
Since there is already propor-

tional representation for Holyrood
and local government and a more
open and accessible parliament
than Westminster, some of the
reform campaigns in the south
don’t feel so relevant in Scotland.
The policy programme is also
firmly in the social democratic tra-
dition and Bain outlines the some
of the differences:
“The commitment to public

services is very strong. The process
of privatisation which has been
such a striking feature of New
Labour in England has no real
equivalent in Scotland. The NHS
is run by public Health Boards

Left Out:
Alternative
Policies for a
Left Opposition
Today
by Doug Bain,
Peter Lawrence,
Andy Pearmain,
Michael Prior and
Willie Thompson
(downloadable
e-book at
www.lwbooks.co.
uk/ebooks/leftout.
html or www.
hegemonics.co.uk
Also available as
download or hard
copy printed to
order at
www.lulu.com)

RIGHT IN, LEFT OUT
Isobel Lindsay welcomes a book of essays written in the wake
of the general election, examining how the left might break
out of its marginalisation in Scottish and UK politics.
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rather than Trusts: there has been
no privatisation of GP practices:
… the concept of patient choice
and the internal market has not
been promoted. The local authori-
ty comprehensive school remains
the norm… Scottish Water is pub-
licly owned.”
Bain’s conclusion after a useful

analysis of the various left parties
in Scotland is:
“The truth is there is no longer a

unionist answer to the challenge
we face. For possibly the first time
since the establishment of the
Scottish parliament, the economic
model is right at the centre of the
debate … It’s make up your mind
time for Scotland. Accepting a UK
neo-liberal cure for the recession,
geared to the needs of the south
east of England, will do incalcula-
ble damage to Scotland’s econom-
ic and social infrastructure … The
challenge for the left in Scotland is
to articulate an alternative vision
of a sustainable, social economy
which gives priority to high quali-
ty public services and which
reflects Scottish values and priori-
ties. Any such perspective will
demand full control of our
economy…”

INDEPENDENT ENGLAND
While there are differences in
Wales, there is also much in
common with the Scottish situa-
tion. We need the left in England
to take the independence debates
seriously and to start to think
through the implications of an
independent England.
The overall strengths of the

book lie in the analysis of the cur-
rent situation and how we got
there rather than in well-devel-
oped policy and tactical/strategic
alternatives. This is understand-
able, especially outwith the
devolved governments. But under-
standing how we got here is always
significant. Willie Thompson takes
us through some of the history of
social democracy and its demise:
“… after 2005 it became clear

that there were no longer three
major parties with opposing plat-
forms but rather three rival fac-
tions of the Thatcherite party. It is

only fair to note, however, that
this type of evolution was not spe-
cific to New Labour, but was
occurring all over the world.
British New Labour was preceded
by similar shifts in the governing
Labour parties of Australia and
New Zealand. It was accompanied
by equivalents throughout Europe
whilst in the USA, Bill Clinton’s
presidency continued and extend-
ed the policies of Ronald Reagan’s.
Everywhere there took place a dra-
matic shift in wealth and power
from lower income groups into the
hands of the wealthy and super-
wealthy – a process concealed
from clear visibility by the encour-
agement among the former of
massive indebtedness as a substi-
tute for rising real incomes, a flock
of vultures which came home to
roost in 2008.”

SOVIET COLLAPSE
Thompson places these develop-
ments in the context of the col-
lapse of the Soviet Union:
“Moreover, with the disappear-

ance of its enemy and rival pole of
attraction, capital, represented
particularly by the USA, felt far
less need to conciliate its work-
forces either industrially or politi-
cally and so the ability of social
democracy to win concession was
correspondingly weakened.”
He sees the best prospect of

change in supporting the Green
Party because its positions have
already become more social demo-
cratic and the logic of its pro-
gramme is moving it in a socialist
direction. He suggests that it is
protected from being absorbed by
capitalism by the fact that its posi-
tion is incompatible with the unre-
strained economic growth that is
essential for capitalism.
Peter Lawrence tries to develop

the core of an economic strategy
for the left which is a useful basis
for positioning unions and left
groups in current debates and cam-
paigns. His principal proposals
are:
� To spread the deficit reduction
over a 10–15 year period

� To recoup some of the money
from the nationalised banks

� To end Afghan and Trident
expenditure

� A windfall tax on the banks
channelled into a Government
lending scheme

� A 1% increase in the standard
and higher income tax rate rais-
ing over £7 billion annually with
further progressive tax reform

� Environmental investment for
job creation

� Maximum salary ratios in
public and private sector

� Extending mutualisation
� Employee representation on
corporate boards

� Breaking up the large banks
This is an agenda around which

many groups could organise if
there was high-profile leadership.
There is much that would be popu-
lar. But without major trade unions
combining with NGOs in a sus-
tained, well-resourced campaign,
or a mainstream political party
running with such a programme, it
would receive negligible coverage
and be completely marginalised.
This is the left dilemma.
Andrew Pearmain has a long

chapter on Labour’s Critical
Friends – Compass, the Labour
Left, the CPGB. It will be appreci-
ated by anoraks and has useful
material for historians. Compass
has done its best to promote some
policy integrity in Labour’s ranks.
Yet the hopelessness is illustrated
by one of its chief supporters, Jon
Cruddas, described by Pearmain as
“chief Labour conscience-keeper”.
Whom did he back in the leader-
ship campaign? David Milliband.
What hope for the Labour left?
The book shows some signs of

haste in its production, particular-
ly no authors’ names in the con-
tents and, while Michael Prior
appears to be the editor and pub-
lisher, this is not made clear but it
is commendable to have produced
this a month after the General
Election. It is a useful and topical
contribution to what sometimes
seems an interminable left debate.

� Isobel Lindsay is a lecturer in
sociology at Strathclyde University
and a member of the editorial
board of Scottish Left Review.
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independence
debates
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to start to
think
through the
implications
of an
independent
England.
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AN IDLE FANTASY
Here’s an idle fantasy. While the government are

ordering cuts, the first thing opponents say is,
let’s cut Trident. But what if …

Minister They’re right, Sir Humphrey. We
can’t afford Trident. We will have to
cut it.

Civil Servant Ah. The thing is, Minister, we can’t.
Minister Defence of the realm. Credible

deterrent. I know, I know, but we’re
going to have to face facts. It’s just
too much money.

Civil Servant It’s not that, Minister. We can’t cut it
because we don’t have it.

Minister Come again?
Civil Servant It’s a bit embarrassing, Minister. We

haven’t been able to afford it for
decades now. We cancelled our
nuclear programme after the Blue
Streak debacle.

Minister But what about the credible
deterrent?

Civil Servant Well, as long as everybody thought
we had it, we got just as much
advantage out of our membership of
the nuclear club without actually
bothering to spend the money on the
bomb. We’ve been able to use the
money in much better ways. Fabulous

lifestyles for the Great and the Good
mainly.

Minster So there’s nothing to replace.
Civil Servant No, Minister.
Minister So we’re not in fact going to spend

billions on the Trident replacement,
after all.

Civil Servant No, Minister.
Minister Well, that solves the problem. We’ll

just announce that we won’t spend
the money and everybody’s happy.

Civil Servant Not really, Minister. Because,
although we will not after all be
spending billions on Trident, we
won’t actually have any more money
available, because we weren’t
spending that money anyway.

Minister So if we make the announcement, we
lose the advantage of the deception
without the bonus of saving money.

Civil Servant Precisely.
Minister But we still get the opprobrium of

squandering all that money on
Trident, even though we’re not.

Civil Servant A consideration that was perhaps
overlooked when the decision was
taken, Minister.

Minister So we’re buggered, then, aren’t we?
Civil Servant Yes, Minister.

Back issues of
Perspectives are now
available online to
download in PDF
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As the Coalition orders cuts, Tim Haigh wonders what if …
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Jump
into the sun, he said. And so we did.
Throughout that spacious star we steered and hid
ourselves in sport among its many ways
and secret spots, that fiery teasing maze
of astral language, light that flared and wrought
out lofty naves of unintimidated thought,
and reservoirs of energetic dreams
to feed imagination’s jetting streams.
Till, caught by bubbling light, intensely pinned
in cheerful eloquence of solar wind,
we burst out through the flaming photosphere
and found ourselves on course for swinging near
each planet-child of that prolific source.
The first, a place of such dear kindly force
as gave its green compact communities
a thousand couthy opportunities
to bless their folk, enabled us to know
this wind that carried us was love. And so
to a second world, a realm well starred
with hills, with glens, cloud-crossed, full-watered, hard
to traverse, know, even at times to love
entirely, were it not that, caught above
that thistly land, we saw love’s light contain
it in a jewelled sonnet. On again
to further worlds: a multilingual Earth,
its satellites of wisdom, moons of mirth;
a belt of asteroids in tumbling race;
a planet with an outward gaze on space
to speculate beyond convention’s bounds,
confront whatever overawes, astounds;
and, last, the great gas giant, passion’s fire,
erupting, coming out in fine attire.
All breathless, overcome, we left that sun
to rule its empyrean, turned to run
quick to our lesser system. Looking back
in elegiac mood, we watched a black
advancing shadow of eclipse move slow
across the star’s face, full concealment, no
mere transit this, the real deal. Was this
the way to say goodbye, blankly dismiss
all we had known? Yet just at final blink,
before the dark, a bead of light, the chink
of radiance we’d read about, a ring
effect with jewel bursting out, what bling!
We hugged each other, shared such joys.
See, on our screens. The diamond, ah boys,
the diamond!

Alan MacGillivray
01/09/10

(The “diamond ring” effect is a feature of many solar
eclipses, immediately before or after the moment of
full eclipse.)

MORGANSTERN
“... for I will give you the morning star.”



The Hat has been
botanising the
Edinburgh asphalt in
the service of his
global readership and
Scottish belles lettres.
My Fringe and
welcome to it …

DIARY

To the Assembly Rooms in the
Georgian New Town for
Aberdeen Performing Arts’

staging of Grassic Gibbon’s classic
Sunset Song. The intrusions and
stresses of modernity on the tradi-
tional seasonal rythms and mores
of the rural Mearns was wonder-
fully realised. Back projections and
balletic sequences of the harvest
and Chris Guthrie’s sensual appre-
ciation of the land, added to a
powerful theatrical experience.
Much tabooed lust and Knoxian
angst from Chris’s father seemed
especially appreciated by the
Edinburgh audience who gave the
cast as close to a standing ovation
as they were able i.e. they didn’t
actually get to their feet.
Made a mental note to read the

book some day.

POET’S PUB 1
“I would have the name of that
Irish scribbler, the player of the
pink oboe.”
“That’ll beWilde. OscarWilde.”
“And the name of the play?”
“That’ll be ‘Lace Nicks ’n Auld

Arse’.”

To sunny Leith, lured by thepromise of jazz on a summer's
day. Promise fulfilled by the daz-
zling technique and sheer lyricism
of Brian Kellock at the keyboard.
Whaur’s yer Art Tatum noo? The
soothing susurration of Sunday
papers only enhanced this Leith
idyll.
Kellock shares his place in the

east coast’s jazz and blues hall of
fame with the likes of Freddy King,

Tommy Smith and Joe Temperley
all of whom graced the Jazz and
blues festival. An absent friend was
the late Tam White. Tommy Smith
played at Edwin Morgan’s funeral
and dedicated a number to
Morgan at a performance by the
Scottish National Jazz Orchestra in
the Usher Hall. He recalled the
occasion when Morgan, recently
“suited up” for the internet, had
presented Tommy with a pencil
inscribed with his dot com details,
explaining that pencils didn’t
crash.
By the way, Tam White’s Radio

Forth regular programme was
called “Play It Again, Tam”.

POET’S PUB 2 – FUNG STEWNTS
A bearded under-grad is beerily
expatiating on the subject of Adam
Smith’s Wealth Of Nations to a ter-
minally bored companion. But at
the mention of Smith’s “invisible
hand” he stiffened in recognition.
“‘The Invisible Hand’! Saw the
movie, man. Vincent Price.
Right?”
Fung Stewnts.

After a wrestle with his aversion
to opera, the Hat ventured to a

performance of Porgy And Bess.
Smart move, as it turns out. He
was enthralled by Gershwin’s jazz-
influenced score. Especially appre-
ciated was Sportin’ Life’s
admonition that “The things that
you’re liable to read in the bible, it

ain’t necessarily so”, a welcome
antidote to fundamentalists and
reminder that the good book, per-
haps best approached as a chroni-
cle of middle east history, was
written by fallible human beings.

Spoke to a man called BernardGrouse who hated whisky.

The National Theatre has attract-ed its share of stick. (See Paul
Scott elsewhere in this peerless
publication.) Most recently aca-
demic critics have found fault with
the versions of Scottish history
that have featured in NTS produc-
tions of Gregory Burke’s The Black
Watch and Alastair Beaton’s
Caledonia, a dramatised presenta-
tion of the Darien fiasco. For all
the Hat knows the critics may be
right. But this did nothing to mar
his enjoyment of Caledonia. It
appealed especially to his well-
honed class resentment in remind-
ing him why Dante consigned
bankers to his seventh circle of
hell.

POET’S PUB 3
A fraternal delegate from the
planet Time Warp makes a point
with the aid of a stabbing finger.
“Surely ye see, cummrad, that thi
advanced organs i thi party hiv tae
penetrate thi backward regions i
the proletariat.” Ach, weel.
And so to bed.

The Hat

It appealed
especially to
his well-
honed class
resentment
in reminding
him why
Dante
consigned
bankers to
his seventh
circle of hell.
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