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Inevitably in this issue of
Perspectives we are drawn
towards the general election.

Four contributors have penned arti-
cles on the theme of Westminster
and Scotland. David Purdy sets the
background context, and is fol-
lowed by three pieces, examining in
turn the election from nationalist,
socialist and Green viewpoints.
With the campaign now in full

swing, inescapably there have been
developments that have not been
foreseen, but all our pieces are
characterised by having an eye for
the relevant strategic questions,
which will resonate well beyond
the result on May 6th.
Of course one of the most excit-

ing (and irritating) aspects of elec-
tion campaigns is the endless
speculation as to the possible out-
come. This time, since Nick Clegg’s
popularity breakthrough, we could
have the intriguing possibility of the
three largest UK parties each
ending up with a final number of
seats that bears little relationship to
the overall popular vote they
receive. Polls suggest that even if
Labour takes third place, it could
well end upwith the largest number
of seats, keeping it in the driving
seat in terms of forming a post-elec-
tion government. While we know
that there is no perfect voting
system for elections, hopefully one
of the outcomes of this one will be
the reform of first-past-the-post for
a system less unsatisfactory.
Tying in with the election

debate, Erik Cramb examines the

ethical dimension to the banking
crisis. Erik takes to task the moral-
ity of the Market, with its dispro-
portionate bonuses, and argues for
another sort of society where com-
munities are rebuilt and, to coin an
old phrase, virtue (as opposed to a
six-figure sum) is its own reward.
In Perspectives 23 we carried a

major piece on the recent book
Arts of Resistance, which laments
the marginal role afforded to
Scotland’s art and poetry by
Scotland’s own institutions and
education system. Alan
MacGillivray continues the argu-
ment in this issue, examining why
the study of Scotland’s literature is
not a requirement in our schools.
Next year marks the centenary

of the celebration of the first
International Women’s Day. Much
has happened in the meantime and
Lesley Riddoch wonders whether
there are other “Days” that might
do more to promote women’s lot
than International Women’s Day.
On the international theme,

Susan Moffat was inspired to go
walking in Palestine. Her observa-
tions throw light on the effects of
the current Israeli occupation.
Andy Pearmain reviews a book

about Britain in the nineteen sev-
enties, a decade of industrial, polit-
ical and social strife and, last but
not least, Bruce Kent has donned
The Hat and contribute this issue’s
Diary.
Thanks to all our contributors.

Sean Feeny
Editor
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Barack Obama won his victory in health care
reform, bringing the USA more or less up to the
level of the Britain in 1911 when Lloyd George

introduced national insurance and the public provi-
sion of health care. Actually I exaggerate: Lloyd
George’s reforms were state controlled and far more
universal than Obama’s legislation and were not the
bonanza for private insurance companies which will
be the case in the US. It will at least be good for a little
more than half of the 56 million Americans who cur-
rently have no access to health insurance, unless
Republicans get the opportunity before then to
reverse the measure.
East Lothian, where I live, had the highest level of

support in the UK for earth hour this year. Earth hour,
when citizens switch off their lights for an hour on
Saturday morning to ward off climate change, is an
initiative of WWF and, I note, sponsored by Coca
Cola, IKEA andM&S.With friends like this, the earth
doesn’t need enemies. There are other ways in which
multinational corporations tell us they are saving the
world. In full page advertisements in the New
Statesman, McDonald’s claims to be leading the way
in organic, local produce, in saving energy and recy-
cling. They have also (in an anonymous article which
looks suspiciously like a product placement) started
accrediting work experience for young people. So
that’s the solution to environmental destruction and
unemployment – look out for a growth of old lefty NS
readers eating at McDonald’s to change the world!
On April 18th Dow Live Earth organised a “run for

water” to help solve the global water crisis. Yes, that is
the same Dow that produced napalm and Agent
Orange; the pesticides nemagon and dursban which
are poisoning agricultural workers in countries where
they are not yet banned; and which bought Union
Carbide, responsible for the Bhopal disaster and, yes,
continuing to contaminate Bhopalis’ water.
The corporations have captured the environment,

health, education and employment and are neutralis-
ing resistance. “Privatise the problem and let capital
deal with it on its own terms.” In the past fifteen years,
a global people’s movement defeated the Multilateral
Agreement on Investment (remember that?) and most
of the “Singapore issues” on trade and investment in

theWorld Trade Organisation summit in Cancun. The
liberalisation of financial services was one measure
which survived – and look how successful that has
been! But global capital is steadily finding new ways to
seep into our lives.
A recent event in Dundee highlighted how, despite

so much work in challenging poverty and injustice, we
have made little progress. It was hosted by the
International Association for Community
Development and on the menu was the Dundee
Nablus Twinning Association, indigenous South
American communities resisting oil corporations, and
the Bhopal survivors’ movement. In the room there
was decades of experience of and ongoing commit-
ment to community development. The most experi-
enced of us all, Fraser Patrick, noted that, as the cuts
bite across the public and voluntary sectors and hit the
poorest hardest, it is a sorry reflection on those
decades of community development that collective
resistance is so mute. The exception is in a small revival
in trade union militancy. We still lack a systematic
analysis of the problem and a coherent left alternative.
The pages of this publication are contributing to build-
ing one but the need is becoming increasingly urgent.
As an antidote to pessimism, the film The Yes Men

Fix the World, which I’ve written about in this column
before, saw its TV premiere in March on More4. An
excellent film: activist, political, analytical, and
extremely funny. I hope that readers had a chance to
see it. I am reliably informed however that the TV ver-
sion was an edit of the original to ensure it complied
with UK laws on libel and balance.
Look out for Carbon Chronicles, a participatory

opera about the exploitation of carbon from colonial-
ism to wars for oil to corporations’ lucrative solutions
to climate change. To be performed at Friends of the
Earth Scotland’s AGM on 29th May.

� Eurig Scandrett is a Green activist and member of
Democratic Left Scotland.

Bhopal Survivors Speak: Emergent Voices from a
People’s Movement by the Bhopal Survivors’
Movement Study is published by Word Power Books
www.word-power.co.uk
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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

P25
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GENERAL ELECTION 2010:

THE POLITICS OF
AUSTERITY
At the time of writing (late-March), the 2010 gen-

eral election looked like the most open contest
since 1992 when John Major pulled off a sur-

prise fourth consecutive victory for the Conservatives.
Last October the Tories had a 17-point lead in the
polls. Since then the gap has narrowed to between 2
and 9 points, shortening the odds on a hung parlia-
ment. To secure an overall majority, the Tories need to
gain 117 seats on a UK-wide swing of 7 points, the
second biggest ever. They are still likely to emerge as
the largest single party and could yet win outright, for
the swing is never uniform across all constituencies
and, with the help of Lord Ashcroft’s tax-free mil-
lions, they are targeting their superior resources on
the most marginal seats, where they claim to be doing
better than in the UK as a whole. Nevertheless, in
England UKIP poses a minor threat on their right
flank and undecided voters are tending towards the
Lib-Dems, while in Scotland the prospect of a Tory
government at Westminster has, for the moment,
restored Labour’s fortunes at the expense of the SNP,
which in general elections tends to lose some of the
floating votes it picks up in elections for Holyrood.
The implications of a hung parliament are discussed

later. The point to stress here is that if Labour ends up
limiting the Tories to a small majority or even a minor-
ity government, it will represent an achievement of
sorts for a party which has been in office for thirteen
years, has presided over the longest and deepest reces-
sion since the 1930s, has taken Britain into two unpop-
ular wars and is led by a man who is widely reviled and
in the space of sixteen months faced three abortive
plots to remove him. Indeed, Gordon Brown lacks
most of the attributes we look for in a prime minister,
being volatile, indecisive, workaholic, secretive, unable
to delegate, poor at communicating and better at tac-
tics than strategy. However, the job is a punishing one
and Brown’s Rasputin-like powers of survival have

been an asset in dealing with the financial crash and its
aftermath, even though he has still not acknowledged
his own role in helping to cause it. That said, if the
Tories win by a narrow margin, the Prime Minister’s
former Cabinet colleagues will be left to ponder
whether, had they been less inept at conspiracy, Labour
might not have snatched a fourth term after all.

ECONOMIC RECOVERY AND FISCAL POLITICS
The overriding election issue is the fragile state of the
economy and the management of the public finances.
During the recession that began in the second quarter
of 2008 and did not touch bottom until the third quar-
ter of 2009, GDP fell by just over 6 per cent. Over the
same period, unemployment rose from 5 to 8 per cent
of the workforce and will continue to rise for the rest
of this year, even if the recession is technically over.
The scale of the budget deficit – £167 billion for the
current fiscal year, equivalent to 12 per cent of GDP,
with much the same expected next year – simply
reflects the severity of the downturn. Most of the
deficit stems from falling tax revenues and rising social
security bills caused by the fall in output and employ-
ment – regrettable certainly, but as Maurice Chevalier
said about old age, better than the alternative. If the
government had bowed to Tory demands and tried to
reduce the deficit by cutting public spending, it would
have made a bad situation worse, compounding rather
than offsetting the fall in consumer spending and pri-
vate investment. The fall in output and the rise in
unemployment would have been even greater than
they were; public services would have been damaged,
with little, if any, improvement in public finances
thanks to the further loss of tax revenue; and business
confidence would have been shattered, not just bat-
tered, extinguishing any prospect of an early recovery.
In this sense, though culpably slow to appreciate the
gravity of crisis that was burgeoning from the spring of

David Purdy paints the background scene, followed by three
different perspectives on the election and the relationship
between Scotland and Westminster.
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2007 onwards as the US housing bubble burst and the
global financial system began to seize up, the Brown
government saved us from a re-run of the Great
Depression, though it is one thing to stave off disaster
and quite another to bring about recovery.
How are we to explain the Tories’ response to the

recession? Are they, as John Stuart Mill used to com-
plain, the “stupid party”? Certainly, they have spurned
the lesson drawn by John Maynard Keynes from the
slump of the 1930s: that when private spending falls,
government should take action to boost aggregate
demand so as to maintain output and combat unem-
ployment, financing the resultant budget deficit by cre-
ating more money and/or issuing new bonds (gilts).
Why, Keynes asked, was it deemed legitimate to add to
the stock of public debt for the purpose of fighting
major wars – against Napoleon’s France in the early
nineteenth century and against the Kaiser’s Germany
from 1914 to 1918 – but not for the purpose of fight-
ing mass unemployment? The question remains a good
one. Why would anyone in their right mind advocate
cuts in public spending at a time when the economy is
operating below full capacity and when two and half
million jobless men and women are actively seeking
paid work, not to mention the rising numbers classi-
fied as “economically inactive” and the workers who,
in order to save their jobs, have been forced to accept
shorter hours or lower pay?
In part, the stridency of Tory rhetoric about the

deficit masks an underlying uncertainty and incoher-
ence. At first, David Cameron accepted the case for
allowing the “automatic stabiliser” of falling tax rev-
enues to act as a shock absorber, while opposing the
government’s discretionary, temporary and, by inter-
national standards, decidedly modest “fiscal stimulus”.
As the scale of public borrowing mounted, this initial
stance gave way to an opportunistic assault on the gov-
ernment’s fiscal irresponsibility and incompetence. Yet
as his poll lead diminished, Cameron sounded a more
emollient note, promising that a Tory government
would eschew major cuts in its first year of office,
while still (somehow) contriving to reduce the budget
deficit faster than Labour, who have pledged to bring it
down to 5.2 per cent of GDP by 2013–14.
The Tories argue that the rapid build up of public

debt may spook financial investors and prompt a
flight from both gilts and sterling, forcing up interest
rates, raising the cost of debt-service and cutting off a
(putative) recovery in private investment. Though by
no means imaginary, this danger is greatly exaggerat-
ed. The current ratio of public debt to GDP in the UK
is not high by historical and international standards.
From 1815 to 1860 and again from 1918 to 1960, the
ratio exceeded 100 per cent. The current figure is
slightly lower than the OECD average and even the
projected peak at around 75 per cent is still well below
the heights scaled by Italy and Japan, the biggest
public debtors among the major developed countries.
Moreover, the UK government has so far had no trou-
ble issuing new bonds. Gilts offer a safe haven in trou-

bled times; the average UK government bond has
fourteen years to run before it needs to be repaid,
which limits the need for refinancing; and the Bank of
England has supported bond prices by buying gilts
(plus some private corporate bonds) under the “quan-
titative easing” programme. As for a run on the
pound, this cannot be ruled out, but it looks unlikely
for the simple reason that sterling’s trade-weighted
exchange rate has fallen by 25 per cent since mid-
2007 and, judged by its comparative purchasing
power, the pound is now undervalued, certainly in
relation to the euro.1

NEO-LIBERALISM AND THE RETURN OF THE STATE
What really worries the Conservatives, the City and
all who worship in the temple of neo-liberalism is the
return of the state. It is not just that public spending
has risen as a proportion of GDP: this always happens
in a recession and is reversed as the economy recovers.
More serious is the damage done by the “double
bubble” and the return of boom and bust to the idea
that capitalist market economies require only the
lightest of regulatory touches, with a minimal role for
the state. True believers refuse to accept that anything
has changed. An extreme example is the Tea Party in
the US, which has waged a savage, albeit ultimately
unsuccessful war against Obama’s health-care reforms
under slogans such as “Born free, taxed to death”,
“God only requires 10 per cent” and “Keep the gov-
ernment’s hands off my Medicare”. (How confused
can you get?) A similar anti-state populist backlash is
evident in the growth of climate change scepticism. At
the same time, wiser and less myopic market champi-
ons like the Economistworry about the rising demand
for public services due to demographic ageing and
about the shift in the balance of economic power to
countries which never subscribed to the Washington
consensus and now practise some form of “state capi-
talism”: notably, the BRIC group (Brazil, Russia, India
and China).
Thus, the Conservatives’ vacillations over fiscal

policy reflect the broader challenges confronting an
approach to economic and social policy that has been
badly damaged by the global crisis, but is far from
defunct. In addition, like any party leader, David
Cameron must strive to hold together the various frac-
tious parts of the Conservative coalition: unrecon-
structed Thatcherites, compassionate conservatives,
red Tories, business and financial interests, Central
Office apparatchiks and career-minded pragmatists.
His campaign theme – that the party still mistrusts the
state, but has rediscovered society and continues to
love the market – is probably sufficient for this purpose
and may even be enough to win the election, but it will
hardly serve in government. For the next year or so,
like his role-model, Tony Blair (before he fell from
grace), Cameron is likely to remain a shape-shifter:
sometimes the fiscal hawk, sometimes the progressive
conservative (ring-fencing the health budget, promot-
ing civic activism, reforming the public sector, nurtur-
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ing a culture of thrift) and sometimes the traditional
conservative (raising the threshold for inheritance tax,
recognising marriage in the tax system, insisting that
“burglars leave their human rights outside”).
Labour too must look beyond the exigencies of

crisis management, which have temporarily given its
jaded leaders and their demoralised followers a
renewed sense of purpose and a reason for existence.
It remains, of course, vital to counter deficit panic and
to convince financial investors, the business communi-
ty and the general public that premature fiscal
retrenchment risks precipitating a double-dip reces-
sion and even a prolonged depression. But what of the
longer term? What kind of economy and policy
regime should we be striving to build once the tide has
turned and recovery is assured? The general presump-
tion is that, whatever the outcome of the election,
Britain faces years of austerity as the government
seeks to repair its battered finances and to steer
resources away from public expenditure and private
consumption towards private investment and net
exports. In one sense, this is a statement of the obvi-
ous: the macroeconomic imbalances which have built
up over the past thirty years – between financial serv-
ices and the “real” economy, consumption and invest-
ment, imports and exports – have to be corrected. But
it is hardly possible to create a more balanced econo-
my without tackling the toxic social legacy of the neo-
liberal decades.
Consider the problem of devising a credible plan to

reduce the budget deficit. What balance should be
struck between cuts in public spending and higher
taxes? The bulk of the deficit – perhaps 60 per cent –
will disappear as the “automatic stabilisers” go into
reverse, exactly as happened in the years after 1992,
when sterling was ejected from the ERM, the charmed
Ken Clarke succeeded the hapless Norman Lamont as
Tory Chancellor, and the economy recovered from
recession with the help of an undervalued pound, a
deregulated labour market and a large reserve army of
labour. But a structural component will remain even
when GDP returns to its pre-recession peak. (The
Institute for Fiscal Studies estimates the structural
deficit, thus defined, at £67 billion or 4.7 per cent of
GDP). Thanks to New Labour’s Faustian pact with the
City and its abject failure to make the case for pro-
gressive taxation, the growth of public spending
during the boom years was overly dependent on rev-
enue from a bloated and deregulated financial sector
that now, as it comes off life-support, needs to be
downsized, restructured and re-regulated.
It does not follow that the burden of fiscal adjust-

ment must fall on public spending: there is also the
option of raising taxes. But thirty years of neo-liberal
government have weakened public support for the
basic precepts of a progressive tax policy: that taxes
are the price we pay for a civilised society and that
those with the broadest backs should bear the heaviest
load. Popular resentment at gross inequalities of
market reward offers some scope for squeezing the

rich, but in general easing the constraint on public
spending depends on raising the ceiling of tax toler-
ance and this cannot be achieved without remodelling
the relationship between state and civil society and
refurbishing the culture of citizenship.
There is, to be sure, no popular appetite for shrink-

ing the state. Even in the heyday of Thatcherism,
those who wanted the government to cut taxes and
spend less never made up more than 10 per cent of the
population. Yet according to the most recent annual
Social Attitudes Survey, which distils the responses of
over 80,000 people to a variety of questions on poli-
tics, economics and society, support for a larger state
fell from over 60 per cent in 2002 to 40 per cent in
2008, while those who wanted to keep taxes and
spending at the same level rose from just over 30 per
cent to 50 per cent (The Economist, 30 January
2010). There has also been a sharp drop in the popu-
larity of voting. At the two most recent Westminster
elections in 2001 and 2005, turnout fell to historic
lows of 59 and 61 per cent. This time, with more at
stake and a tighter contest, it may pick up. Even so,
the proportion of the population believing that voting
is a civic duty fell from 76 per cent in 1987 to 56 per
cent in 2008. Much of the decline has occurred
among the young, which helps to explain why more
than half of 18-to-24 year-olds are not registered to
vote, according to the Electoral Commission (The
Guardian, 3 March 2010).

THE NEW SOCIAL ECONOMY
In responding to these trends, the beginning of
wisdom is to recognise that areas of social life that
were once ignored by economists or considered mar-
ginal to economic performance – health, education,
personal care, family ties, community cohesion and
environmental protection – are now central to well-
being, whereas the historical and comparative evi-
dence indicates that once countries cross the threshold
of material affluence, the further growth of GDP
ceases to make the average person any happier,
though of course economic growth remains a priority
in poor countries.2 Capitalist commodity production
is of little help in tackling the problems of affluence
such as rising obesity, mental illness, drug abuse, youth
offending, demographic ageing, social isolation and
declining trust. Indeed, in its neo-liberal guise, capital-
ism is the primary cause of these problems. But tradi-
tional centralised public services are also unsuitable
tools for mending broken lives and enabling people to
flourish or for promoting the large-scale changes in
the way we live and work that are indispensable if we
are to have any chance of averting or at least mitigat-
ing climate change.
If the nineteenth century was the age of the market

and the twentieth century the age of the state, the task
of government in the twenty-first century is to pro-
mote what RobinMurray calls “the social economy”.3

This is a hybrid formation straddling the boundaries
between market, state, household and civil society and
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encompassing various different kinds of social organi-
sation: flexible, user-based networks connected by
broadband for the purpose of mutual self-help; social-
ly owned enterprises such as producer co-operatives,
mutual benefit associations, public trusts and business-
es, whether profit-seeking or not, which are seriously
committed to the “triple bottom line” – financial via-
bility, environmental sustainability and ethical
employment and trading standards; and self-manag-
ing communities operating under the aegis of local
authorities at ward and parish level. In all these cases,
the pursuit of private profit and personal gain is sub-
ordinated to – or at least countervailed by – non-
market values, social motivations and post-materialist
conceptions of the human good. Proposals for a
Green New Deal based on integrated, low carbon
transport systems and decentralised energy networks
illustrate the kind of initiative that, if replicated across
the range of public policy, could begin to transform
popular perceptions of the state and lay the basis for a
fairer, greener, happier, less divided and more demo-
cratic form of society.4

A HUNG PARLIAMENT AND THE DEMOCRATIC LEFT
This is a highly desirable and perfectly feasible path of
social development. But at present, with all due
respect to the Green Party, it does not score high on
political realism. How will prospects be affected if the
Conservatives emerge from the election as the largest
single party, but need the support of other parties to
form a government? If they are only just short of an
overall majority, the Tories could conceivably get by
with the help of the minor parties. The SNP, in partic-
ular, plans to take advantage of such a contingency by
forming a bloc with Plaid Cymru and the SDLP – an
alliance with the DUP or Ulster Unionists would pre-
sumably be more problematic – in a bid to fend off
deep cuts in the Westminster block grant and step up
pressure for enhanced devolution. This is an under-
standable and, up to a point, defensible strategy, but it
does little to advance the cause of a new policy para-
digm. In any case, if the Tories are more than, say, 20
seats short of an overall majority, they would probably
prefer to come to an arrangement with the Lib-Dems,
who currently have 61MPs and are sure to remain the
third largest party in the new parliament.
The Lib-Dems have indicated that in these circum-

stances they would not join a coalition, but would
instead hold out for four key demands: extra educa-
tion spending through a pupil premium for disadvan-
taged children; tax reform designed to take 3.5
million low-income taxpayers out of income tax by
raising the standard personal tax allowance to
£10,000, to be paid for by taxing capital gains at the
same rate as income; rebalancing the economy by
restructuring the financial sector and encouraging
green growth; and political reform comprising a refer-
endum on the Westminster voting system, fixed term
parliaments, a final clean up of MPs’ expenses, a new
system for funding political parties, enhanced devolu-

tion in Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland and an
elected second chamber. The Lib-Dems have also
made it clear that they would refuse to vote for an
emergency budget that included serious cuts in public
spending, but do favour major surgery as soon as the
patient is strong enough to stand it. Nick Clegg has
spoken of cutting all public spending by ten per cent
across the board, with no ring-fencing, though pre-
sumably an exception would have to be made for
social security programmes which are demand-led.
A referendum on electoral reform would almost

certainly be the deal-breaker, forcing the Tories to
weigh their partisan attachment to first-past-the-post
against the risk of provoking another general election
before the voters are ready for it and driving the Lib-
Dems into the arms of the Labour Party, which has
already offered to hold a referendum on the
Alternative Vote. Inter-party negotiations would, of
course, be closely monitored in the financial markets,
though experience of other minority governments
wrestling with deficits suggests that investors take
fright only if there appears to be deadlock over the
budget. At all events, polling evidence indicates that in
so far as it is ever possible to discern the will of the
people, a hung parliament is roughly what the elec-
torate wants, having lost faith in Labour without being
won over by the Conservatives. This would be a good
moment for the scattered and peripheral forces that,
collectively, constitute the democratic left – social
democrats, greens, liberals and civic nationalists – to
start a public conversation about how they might
work together to further the aims they share in
common: democratic reform, a Green New Deal and
the new social economy.5 And if the Tories win out-
right, all the more reason to open talks on a joint strat-
egy for regime change on both sides of the border.

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

NOTES AND REFERENCES
1. For a fuller discussion, see David Purdy at:

http://democraticleftscotland.wordpress.com/
2010/02/07/budget-deficits-public-debt-and-
economic-recovery

2. The evidence is summarised by Richard Layard,
Happiness: Lessons of a New Science (Allen Lane,
2005). For a review of Layard’s book, see David Purdy
“Happiness is …”, Perspectives 9, Summer 2005.

3. Robin Murray, Danger and Opportunity: Crisis and
the New Social Economy (National Endowment for
Science, Technology and the Arts, September
2009) www.nesta.org.uk

4. See David Purdy, “The Case for a Green New Deal:
Countering Recession by Combating Climate
Change”, Perspectives 21, Spring 2009.

5. This idea is discussed at length in After the Crash:
Reinventing the Left in Britain, which can be down-
loaded free from: http://www.lwbooks.co.uk/
ebooks/afterthecrash.html
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AN EXPRESSION
OFCONFIDENCE

Were you still up for Portillo
thirteen years ago? Do
you remember the glad,

confident morning which ushered
in a Tory-free Scotland? Did you
share the sense that the country
and perhaps the world had
changed for the better when Robin
Cook spoke of an ethical
foreign policy? Bathe in
the optimism which
marked the glorious morning after
the night before when, however
you’d voted, it really did seem for
a while as if things could only get
better?
As a young student about to

enter his final year at Stirling
University, I’d spent the 1997 elec-
tion campaign trying to elect the
SNP’s George Reid in the Ochil
constituency. Although the indi-
vidual result was disappointing
from my perspective, the over-
whelming sense was still of a polit-
ical outlook for Scotland and the
rest of the UK redolent with prom-
ise and possibility. Scotland
seemed certain to have her parlia-
ment, and the UK as a whole
seemed set to embark on an alto-
gether less ideologically driven,
more inclusive course.
It would be churlish not to

acknowledge the progress made in
advancing an agenda of equality
and social justice made since 1997.
New Labour certainly showed
promise, even for the doubters
who suspected all along that Blair
was little more than a principles-
light dilettante. In short order we
had the minimumwage, legislation
for civil partnerships, enhanced
parental leave, the Disability
Discrimination Act and the adop-
tion of the European Social

Chapter. Yet still, for those on the
social democratic left, the
sense of disappointment

and wasted opportunity aris-
ing from Labour’s period in office
remains tangible.

BRIGHT LIGHT IN DARK PLACES
However, the arguments in favour
of ending a 300 year old parlia-
mentary union have to rest on
stronger foundations than enthusi-
asm or distaste for a transient set
of personalities and policies in
government. They also have to rest
on something a little stronger than
national myths. Devolution
brought proper parliamentary
accountability to the Scottish gov-
erning classes for the first time,
shining a bright light into some
dark places. Light was also cast on
some of the less savoury aspects of
our national character. Had
anyone been in any doubt before,
our experiences over asylum seek-
ers and the repeal of Section 2A
surely demonstrated that Scotland
might not be the welcoming para-
dise for “Jock Tamson’s Bairns”
that civic Scotland had perhaps
fooled itself into thinking it was.
Particularly on Section 2A, it

was to our collective shame that
Scotland’s nascent democracy
opened up the fight, then took
fright at the first whiff of clapshot.
Similarly, the Holyrood building
fiasco demonstrated that Scots
were just as capable of governing
themselves badly as anyone else.
Overall, though, our decade of
home rule has been nothing if not
a learning process – both about
governance and about ourselves.
Scotland has matured – markedly
so – and is now much less inclined

to blame others for her perceived
misfortunes. We have negotiated
the turbulence of both coalition
and minority government, with
differing parties holding power in
Edinburgh and Westminster.
Collectively, we have been through
a process of national growth over
the past decade, and our politics
has emerged all the stronger for it.
Which, in part, is why it is time

to move on. Even if Scots are still
weighing up the pros and cons of
independence, particularly in the
context of a serious setback for the
neoliberal economic agenda,
having tasted a measure of self
government, there is consensus
that substantially greater powers –
particularly over financial matters
– are now required. To paraphrase
Hilaire Belloc, the stocks are sold,
the press is squared, the middle
class is quite prepared.

LABOUR TIMID
Yet despite this, Labour, which has
always seen itself as “Scotland’s
Party”, remains characteristically
timid. Scotland and its democratic
development remains a distraction
– an afterthought – to Scottish
Labour and what it sees as its role
as the natural party of government
in Scotland, and its “greater” des-
tiny when it gets the chance to
exert disproportionate influence at
the helm of the British ship of
state. Even the modest Calman
proposals have been deemed too
much – a problem now kicked into
the long grass for the next
Westminster government to deal
with.
Which is why anyone who cares

about Scotland continuing on her
maturing process and in improving
the quality of government should
hope for, and vote for, increased
SNP representation at West-
minster. SNP MPs have no interest
in helping to form an administra-
tion. However, SNP votes, and
SNP MPs can be a reliable proxy
for two very important issues –
fairness for Scotland in future
public spending, and constitution-
al progress.
When Eddie George as

Governor of the Bank of England

A substantial block of SNPMPs at
Westminster will be good for
Scotland believes Richard Thomson.
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claimed that unemployment in the
north was “a price worth paying”
for lower inflation in the south, he
simply spoke a truth regarding
where power and influence tends
to rest in the UK, whether Labour
or Conservative are in office. If the
SNP, together with Plaid Cymru,
hold the balance of power in
Westminster, who can seriously
doubt that minds inWhitehall will,
for once, be concentrated wonder-
fully on the Scottish political
dimension?
Clearly, the SNP is noted fore-

most for independence, and its
forthright advocacy of this status as
what it believes to be the constitu-
tional settlement for Scotland supe-
rior to all others. However, it has
always provided a home for fellow
political travelers. It has a proud
record of acting as a progressive
force, and will provide a much-
needed voice of sanity at
Westminster on matters reserved.
With multiculturalism seemingly in
crisis south of the border, and a loss
of nerve on the part of liberals
when it comes to the defence of
civil liberties, the SNP can be relied
upon to continue its advocacy of an
open and inclusive citizenship
policy, and an approach to justice
which places compassion ahead of
kneejerk tabloid populism.

SUNLIGHT BEST DISINFECTANT
At a time when public trust in the
political process has seldom
seemed lower, radical measures
need to be taken to clean up
Westminster politics. It was the
SNP which blew the whistle on the
scandal of “Cash for Peerages”.
While no party emerged entirely
unscathed from the tidal wave of
public disgust prompted by parlia-
mentary expenses, it was the SNP
which argued loudest that sunlight
was the best disinfectant – publish-
ing expense claims in full, chal-
lenging others to do likewise, and
making the case for the more
robust approach of Holyrood to
be adopted in future.
While making no bones about

trying to encourage wealth cre-
ation in Scotland and improve our
rate of economic growth, the SNP

has never seen any contradiction
between this and in valuing the
contribution made to society by
the public sector. In government, it
has sought necessary efficiencies,
while showing itself to be respect-
ful of the public service ethos and
allowing those efficiencies to be
reinvested. It has stood up for
public ownership of the Post
Office, and worked happily with
the trade unions, seeing them as
partners both in the workplace and
in government. In so doing, it has
governed well, rejecting the sim-
plistic “public bad/private good”
mantra beloved of adherents to the
theory that public spending
crowds out private investment.
Crucially, it has re-legitimised the
case for on-balance, public sector
capital investment, and rejected
PFI and the unfair burden it places
on future taxpayers.
When it comes to the public

spending cuts which will surely
need to come, SNP MPs can be
relied upon to argue that the axe
falls in the right places. On the cost
of government – abolishing the
House of Lords and getting rid of
the anachronistic Scotland Office.
Saving £4bn by not proceeding
with plans for the deep geological
storage of Britain’s nuclear waste,
and a further £5bn by scrapping
unnecessary and unwanted ID
cards. And above all, ensuring that
there are strong, unwavering
voices in Westminster to highlight
the absurdity of spending £100bn
on a replacement for Trident
weapons of mass destruction on
the River Clyde.
It is part of the unionist mythol-

ogy common to left, right and
centre that the nations of the UK
will be economically stronger, mili-
tarily more powerful and able to
exert greater influence in the world
acting as a single unit. However,
the old arguments for remaining in
the UK have disappeared one by
one. And with the catastrophic
debt crisis caused by failure of the
UK government to regulate the
financial markets, the argument
that being part of Britain provides a
stronger base from which to allow
social justice to be advanced, is one

which is weaker now than at any
time since the economic crises of
the 1970s coincided with the dis-
covery of North Sea oil.

BRITISH POLITICAL CLASS
There is a British political class,
transcending party preference,
which boasts endlessly of “special
relationships” and “punching
above our weight”. There can be
little doubt that being part of the
UK has allowed a number of
Scottish politicians to “perform”
on a bigger stage than they could
ever have managed in solely
Scottish terms. However, with
British diplomatic stock in the
world at a particularly low ebb in
the aftermath of the folly of Iraq,
no longer can it be argued that our
role in the world is always a benign
one, or that our state is one which
ought to be looked up to by others.
Scottish Independence would

mean a diminution of military and
diplomatic status for what
remained of the UK, which might
just have the outcome of forcing
our present governing class to
come to terms with their real posi-
tion as a middle-ranking European
power, and restrict their ambitions
accordingly. Such a reduction in
“hard” power would act as a boost
for multilateralism in global
affairs. Even if the corresponding
reduction of “soft” power might
be regretted, establishing Scotland
as a sovereign power would give us
the opportunity to start afresh and
perhaps do things better – allowing
us to reflect our internationalism
and cultural influence through a
new set of institutions, untainted
by past and present association.
In Europe, too, Scotland could

expect to see greatly enhanced
influence through the ability to act
independently. We would have
more MEPs and for the first time,
direct representation at Council of
Ministers level with 7 votes.
Where Scottish and UK interests
coincided, paradoxically, our col-
lective voices would be strength-
ened. Crucially, where our
interests do not coincide, Scotland
would no longer find her interests
subordinated to the greater UK

While
making no
bones about
trying to
encourage
wealth
creation in
Scotland and
improve our
rate of
economic
growth, the
SNP has
never seen
any
contradiction
between this
and in
valuing the
contribution
made to
society by
the public
sector.

THE POLITICS OF AUSTERITY



The problem with the SNP is that they lack any
radical or transformative vision of a different
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good, and would be free to build
her own alliances and coalitions.
The SNP Scottish Government,

perhaps to many people’s surprise,
has managed to achieve a lot in its
three years of existence. I believe
that its work to date is worth
defending, but that much will be
put at risk by the decisions which
future Westminster governments –
by instinct and by habit – will feel
they are obliged to make.
No matter whether it’s Brown

or Cameron who forms the next
administration, it seems inevitable
that large aspects of the policy
agenda will run counter to the
preferences of most Scottish
voters. In the shorter term, SNP
MPs will act as a moderating force
against those who would continue
down the road of privatising the
public realm and undermining the
ethos of public service. In
time, an independence
referendum will allow us
to decide whether or not we wish
to follow this route, or to set out
on a course which can perhaps
better align our governance with
the wishes of voters in Scotland,
while preserving all that we value
in a “social union” which tran-
scends politics.
Regardless as to constitutional

preferences, an SNP vote is an
expression of confidence in
Scotland’s future, and one which
will keep the decision about how
far and how quickly to move on
constitutional change firmly in the
hands of the people. At this water-
shed election, only by returning a
strong block of SNP MPs can we
ensure that we continue to build a
country, and a system of gover-
nance, that meets the needs and
aspirations of the greater number
of the people who have chosen to
make their lives in Scotland.

� Richard Thomson is former
Head of Campaigns for the Scottish
National Party and until recently
was the party’s Westminster Head
of Research. Currently SNP candi-
date for Gordon constituency he
also regularly contributes to the
Scots Independent, the SNP
monthly.

The 2007 celebrations marking
the 300th anniversary of the
union between Scotland and

England were decidedly under-
whelming. 10,000 Orangemen
marched in Edinburgh to support
the union and to warn against the
dangers of Scottish independence.
Gordon Brown ordered a special
tercentary £2 coin minted.
Douglas Alexander and Jack Straw
hosted a celebratory reception in
Whitehall for members of the
British Houses of Parliament.
May 1st 2007 was designated as

the official day for commemora-
tion and celebration of the union.
Two days later Scotland went to
the polls and elected, for the first
time in 300 years, a Scottish
Nationalist administration com-
mitted to the break-up of the
Britain that all were supposed to
be celebrating. Something some-
where was beginning to go wrong
with New Labour’s project of
modernising the 300 year old
union between Scotland and
England.
Almost exactly three years on

from this historic event, Scotland
will once again go to the polls
along with the rest of the nations
of the United Kingdom of Great

Britain and Northern Ireland.
According to the unionist narra-
tive, the focus of most voters in the
run up to May 6th will be neither
on the future nor on the lack of a
future for the union with England.
As ever, they argue, voters will
have other and more immediate
concerns on their minds.
Economic recession and rising

unemployment; looming environ-
mental disaster; a bloody war in
Afghanistan; pay freezes and pay
cuts; threats to public services, jobs
and pensions; escalating poverty
and inequality; asylum and immi-
gration; crime and punishment;
Trident renewal and many other
economic and social issues – all
will be weighed in the balance by
voters before they take part in the
coming UK-wide poll.
Meanwhile unionist politicians

in Scotland work hard at diverting
voters’ attention away from the
national question. They persistent-
ly accuse their nationalist oppo-
nents of being out of touch and of
obsessing on independence. They
argue that a constitutional referen-
dum is an indulgence too far at a
time of economic recession. They
have even rigged the new presi-
dential style election hustings on

SCOTLAND,
THEUNION,
THEELECTION
AND
AFTERWARDS
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TV to exclude their nationalist
challengers.
Their message to voters in

Scotland is clear – this election is
about choosing a British govern-
ment and about determining the
future direction of the United
Kingdom. Scottish Nationalism
and its supporters can play no sig-
nificant part in that election. The
SNP is fielding only 59 candidates
in an election that covers 650 con-
stituency contests. In most of the
Scottish constituencies they are
contesting they are either a distant
second or third behind the unionist
party holding the seat. By defini-
tion they cannot win such an elec-
tion. A vote for the SNP on May
6th is therefore a wasted vote.
It is on the surface a powerfully

argued if somewhat anti-Scottish
message. To compensate for any
Scottish sensitivities offended by
such brutally British real politick,
unionists point to their delivery of
a devolved parliament within a
reformed union. They argue that,
if not exactly the settled will of the
Scottish people, it is at least what
most Scots will now settle for.
Unionist psychology holds that the
Scottish dimension of our national
psyche has already been satisfied
by the concession of a better if still
lesser place within the wider
British firmament.

MARGINALISE NATIONAL
QUESTION
The unionist establishment in
Scotland hopes by this strategy to
effectively marginalise the national
question as a UK election issue and
to corral the threat of the SNP
within the limits of the devolution
settlement. Alex Salmond, howev-
er, has other ideas. Since becoming
First Minister in 2007, he has usu-
ally out-thought and out-manoeu-
vred his unionist opponents.
Aware that the wavering Tory
opinion poll lead is now pointing
towards a hung parliament in
Westminster, he has cleverly devel-
oped his own strategy to sidestep
the carefully planned unionist
“wasted vote” ambush.
In a hung parliament smaller

parties will wield influence out of

all proportion to their actual num-
bers. By targeting the winning of
20 Scottish seats in the coming
election, the SNP can now claim
that a vote for them will make
them significant players in a British
parliament without majorities. An
SNP parliamentary group of 20
might hold the balance of power
between the much larger Tory and
New Labour groups that them-
selves are short of an overall
majority. Far from being a wasted
vote, voting Scottish Nationalist in
a UK election would mean that
Scotland would punch well above
its weight in the post election
negotiations to form a workable
government majority in the
Commons.
In these circumstances, the

SNP’s negotiating agenda would
clearly include the demand that
the new UK government concede a
referendum on Scottish
Independence. From the perspec-
tive of the unionist parties, this
may appear to be a modest conces-
sion easily granted. They know
that most opinion polls point to a
majority of Scottish voters remain-
ing opposed to the break-up of
Britain. Significant numbers within
their own ranks already believe
that a referendum defeat for inde-
pendence would kill separatism, if
not stone dead, then at least for the
next generation. Wendy Alexander
was far from being a lone unionist
when she taunted the SNP govern-
ment to “bring on” an independ-
ence referendum.
However, the “bring it on”

unionist camp should not count
their constitutional chickens
before they come home to roost.
The SNP government is already in
the process of consulting on a draft
referendum bill that would offer
voters in Scotland two choices:
independence or enhanced devo-
lution. The price of SNP support
would almost certainly be a refer-
endum that offered these two
choices to Scottish voters. If the
“enhanced devolution” alternative
was simply the current Calman
reform proposals jointly commis-
sioned by the Scottish unionist par-
ties, then this would probably be

something that a unionist govern-
ment could live with.
However, we do not yet know

the exact balance of the parties in
the next Parliament. It is not
inconceivable that a would-be
Tory or New Labour Government
will desperately need SNP support
to secure a Commons majority.
Faced with a choice of an immedi-
ate second election or concessions
to the SNP that would open the
door to power, they may well
choose the latter. At this point, the
SNP could hold out for an
“enhanced devolution” alternative
that went beyond Calman. They
may even succeed in winning a ref-
erendum that offers only a choice
between independence and full
fiscal autonomy for Scotland.

WIN-WIN SITUATION
From the perspective of the gradu-
alist wing within the SNP this
would be a “win-win” situation. A
referendum majority for inde-
pendence would be a welcome if
unlikely result. The only other
alternative result would be a signif-
icant increase in the powers of the
Scottish Parliament that went far
beyond what the unionist majority
in Westminster and Holyrood are
currently prepared to concede.
The SNP, from a minority position
in both parliaments, would be seen
to be the major political force that
was driving the pace of change in
Scottish politics.
Yet, for many on the nationalist

left this gradualist SNP strategy
ultimately disappoints. It may suc-
ceed in pushing internal reform of
the British state farther than any
unionist party would currently
contemplate. It may even persuade
Scottish voters to venture further
down the road to national autono-
my than they otherwise would
have dared. It may also open up
possibilities for social democratic
reforms that existing British politi-
cal institutions refuse to consider.
But it leaves unreformed and

unchallenged the absolute authori-
ty and sovereign power that rests at
the heart of Britain’s Westminster
state. It also leaves atWestminster a
range of reserved powers that are
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A Green MP or two could transform Scottish and
UK politics says Peter McColl.
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fundamental to every nation state
in the world and without which
Scotland will remain at core a state-
less nation. A government that
cannot decide its own foreign and
defence policies, that allows anoth-
er state to control its trade, indus-
try and energy policies and that
allows its citizens to be subject to
the employment and social security
policies of another state is in truth
no government at all.

LIMITS OF DEVOLUTION
A Scottish government in a Scottish
Parliament, even one with maxi-
mum devolved powers, would still
have no authority to rid Scotland of
the monstrous weapons of mass
destruction currently based on the
Clyde. Scottish soldiers would still
be dispatched to Britain’s bloody
wars of aggression against the poor
countries of the South. The so-
called “war on terror” would carry
on against domestic Scottish targets
designated by Whitehall as a threat.
Scotland’s borders would still be
controlled from outside in the name
of an inhumane and reactionary
asylum and immigration system.
These limits to devolved govern-

ment are compounded by the
nature of the SNP itself. Like its
three main unionist rivals, it is
essentially pro-business and pro-
market-capitalism. While it direct-
ly challenges the national
configuration of the British state, it
offers no challenge whatsoev-
er to the economic ortho-
doxy that dominates the
British state and the European
Union it belongs to. When Brown
and Blair rode the neo-liberal wave
of low taxes and light touch regu-
lation, Salmond’s SNP surfed hap-
pily by their side.
The SNP’s core economic poli-

cies offer no real change from the
Thatcherite consensus that has
dominated British politics for the
past generation. Even were they to
run an independent Scotland, the
Tory anti-union laws proscribing
solidarity action and the closed
shop would still be the corner
stone of Scottish employment law.
Lifting the tax burden from busi-
ness would continue to be priori-

tised over the funding for pres-
surised public services. The feath-
er-bedding of banks and the
financial sector would go on.
European directives encouraging
competition in public services
would be meekly accepted.
The SNP see independence as an

end rather than as a means. They
want Scotland to be just like all of
the other liberal capitalist democ-
racies that populate the western
hemisphere. The Celtic Tiger
economy of their dreams is a free
market economy. They want
Scottish companies to compete
successfully in the global market. If
that means exploiting weaker
cheap labour countries in the
South, they will pretend not to
notice while proclaiming their
formal support for international
development.
Since Old Testament times

prophets have proclaimed that

where there is no vision the people
perish. It is increasingly clear that
the current gradualist version of
the SNP lacks a vision of Scotland
that is either radical or transforma-
tive or capable of mobilising a
national movement behind the
idea of a different kind of
Scotland. They have failed to
imagine a Scotland that will begin
to break the neo-liberal mould and
to challenge the orthodoxy that
puts profit before people. They
have failed to inspire a generation
to believe that another Scotland is
possible. That task now falls to the
nationalist left inside and outside
of the ranks of the SNP.

� John McAllion was formerly
Labour MP and then MSP for
Dundee East. He lost his seat in the
2003 Scottish Parliament election
and is now a member of the
Scottish Socialist Party.

SOCIALAND
ENVIRONMENTAL
JUSTICE

The 2010 election is the most
significant election for Greens
in the UK. It comes at the pin-

nacle of a series of important con-
tests. The outstanding
performance of 1989, where
Greens got 15% on the basis of
Chernobyl, put Greens on the
political map. The European and
Scottish elections in 1999 put
Greens in Parliament. 2010 prom-
ises to be the year in which Greens
become formally part of the cen-
tral political institutions the UK:
the House of Commons. While the
Scottish Green Party is totally sep-
arate from the Green Party of
England and Wales, this election is

still vital for Green politics in
Scotland.
The 2010 election won’t be a

1989 style over performance. It
will be the capture of at least one,
if not three or four seats, through
long term hard work. Caroline
Lucas was chosen to fight the seat
of Brighton Pavilion, where
Greens are most likely to be suc-
cessful. As an MEP since 1999, she
has shown a determined ability to
campaign, she has a good profile
and has enabled the campaign to
be taken even more seriously. In
last year’s European election
Greens won a majority in the
whole of Brighton and Hove. An
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opinion poll at the end of last year
showed Greens with a sizeable
majority in the Pavilion con-
stituency. All this builds on the
record 2005 election result of 21%
in Brighton Pavilion.

PROGRESSIVE WINGS
The sitting Labour MP is standing
down at the election, and it is
interesting that both the Labour
and Conservative candidates are
on the very most progressive wings
of their parties (not that that
means being terribly progressive in
the case of Tory candidate
Charlotte Vere). The Labour can-
didate Nancy Platts is anti-nuclear,
anti-war and has a long record as a
consumer and union representa-
tive. This shows that a strong
Green presence has the ability to
drive the other parties to the left.
Norwich South may also return

a Green MP. Here the Party’s
deputy leader Adrian Ramsay has
overseen a meteoric rise in the for-
tunes of Greens in the city. The
opportunity to unseat the hard
right New Labour cheerleader
Charles Clarke adds a certain
piquancy to the competition.
Again, in Norwich the Greens fin-
ished first across the city in the
2009 election.
This election cycle may see

Greens take leadership of Norwich
Council, the first time this would
have happened. It gives Greens the
first opportunity to put their prin-
ciples into action at a municipal
level.

GREAT OPPORTUNITY
The chances of Green gains in
other constituencies are less, but a
strong campaign in Lancaster and
Fleetwood, Cambridge or
Hackney North and Stoke
Newington could return another
MP. The combination of a retiring
MP and a strong support base in
Lancaster and Fleetwood, and
Cambridge (where high profile
former Friends of the Earth Chief
Executive Tony Juniper is the can-
didate) make these a great oppor-
tunity. Formidable campaigning in
Hackney North and Stoke
Newington from a high natural

level of support may mean an
excellent result.
The breakthrough to

Westminster is important because
it will change the political and
media profile of the Greens. By
having articulate spokespeople on
the national stage it will become
harder to ignore Greens. It will be
easier to communicate the fullness
of Green politics. This is important
in Scotland because of the lead
much of the Scottish media and
political establishment takes from
London.

Increased exposure is, though,only significant if the politics are
right. The Green Party of

England and Wales is moving rap-
idly in the right direction on this.
The sight of Caroline Lucas on a
picket line with striking CWU
workers shows that Greens are
now taking social justice much
more seriously as part of the holis-
tic package of Green politics. Only
Greens will campaign in the forth-
coming election against public
sector cuts. Only Greens will be
promoting a Green New Deal that
delivers a million new jobs in
decoupling economic growth from
environmental and social destruc-
tion.

DECARBONISING ECONOMY
The need to ensure that the young
and the poor do not suffer as a
result of the recession can be
solved by a massive investment in
decarbonising the economy and
rebuilding the social infrastructure
that was stripped out by the
Thatcherite attack on society. We
need to move to communities that
are better able to help themselves.
Communities that are more
resilient. Greens must ensure that
this transformation happens with-
out handing power to elites. It
must be participative. The oppor-
tunity to showcase this in
Norwich is one that must not be
missed and is of great importance
to local government throughout
the UK.
There’s still more to do. Greens

should be much more vocal in sup-
porting an end to the imperial

adventure in Afghanistan. This is
both popular and too uncomfort-
able for other parties (including
the SNP) to support. It is a huge
opportunity for Greens. There still
needs to be more work on promot-
ing a citizen’s income for all, but
the work done by Greens in the
London Assembly in creating and
protecting the Low Wage Unit
shows a commitment to social jus-
tice for the working poor.

POLITICAL NAIVETE
Importantly the Green Party of
England and Wales is removing
some of the policy artefacts from
the earlier era of political naivete.
The most gratuitous anti-rational
elements of policy were removed
at the recent conference. These
policies lost the party votes in the
European election, and may have
meant the party was unable to pre-
vent Nick Griffin being elected in
the North West (where Peter
Crainie was only 5000 votes
behind Griffin in last place, in an
electorate of over 4 million).
It will be important that Greens,

once elected, take forward a posi-
tive vision. While it is intrinsic to
Green politics that prevention is
better than cure, too often Greens
become fixated with the symptoms
of our economic system, rather
than its cause. Too often Greens
campaign against bridges, roads
and consumerism, rather than
making the much more important
and fundamental criticisms of a
system that requires these excesses.
It is important to stop projects that
cause climate change. But it is
surely both more important and
more Green to tackle the cause of
both climate change and social
injustice than it is to rail against its
symptoms.

RADICAL TRANSFORMATION
Green politics must be about a
radical transformation of the
structure of power. Where the
Labour project has, with the best
intentions, dis-empowered people
through centralisation and munic-
ipalism, Greens would empower
communities. This will put
common reources back in

The sight of
Caroline
Lucas on a
picket line
with striking
CWUworkers
shows that
Greens are
now taking
social justice
muchmore
seriously.

SOCIAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE
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common control. It will mean that
communities, not capital is where
power is located.
The ravages of neo-liberalism

since the early 1970s have too
often created an expectation that
the individual should be sover-
eign. This has become hegemonic
in UK politics. Greens reject this
as a damaging atomisation that
fundamentally only supports a
consumerist economy. Instead
Greens will reinvigorate places for
people.
There is a tradition in UK poli-

tics that has been abandoned by
the Labour movement in its move
to authoritarianism. It is hard to
see the continued backing of the
Labour Party by unions as any-
thing other than an endorsement
of a surveillance state that priori-
tises imperialist war warmonger-
ing over workers welfare. Greens
seek to empower collective
approaches to creating a better
society. This means support for
aims that have never been contrary
to those of the labour movement,
but have merely been sidelined.
Support for union rights – includ-
ing a repeal of Thatcher’s anti-
union laws, more and better
workers’ control through genuine
co-operatives and mutuals are all
long term aims of the labour
movement.

COMMUNITY OWNERSHIP
Further to this Greens would
empower communities by ensur-
ing common control of common
resources. This is particularly
important in the development of
an economy based on renewables,
which require access to a range of
common goods, including wind
and water. There must be moves to
community ownership, which has
proved so successful in regenerat-
ing crofting communities through
the Community Right to Buy. This
should be extended to all commu-
nities, allowing control of assets by
communities. A move to participa-
tory budgeting for communities,
and endowments for the poorest
communities would help to
address the problems of social jus-
tice that seem to have been exacer-

bated under 13 years of Labour
government.
The book of the moment must

be The Spirit Level by Richard
Wilkinson and Kate Pickett. This
points to a range of measures that
show that the key determinant of
successful societies in equality. By
contesting the neo-liberal maxim
that has been adopted by all the
other parties in the Scottish
Parliament, this reflects the long
standing Green belief that quality
of life is more important than eco-
nomic growth. States that have
high levels of growth, but low
levels of equality, have higher
levels of early mortality, imprison-
ment and lower levels of educa-
tional attainment and well being.

BETTER LIVES
Green politics is at heart about
challenging the notion that politics
has to be about promoting crude
economic growth. The point of
politics is to create better lives for
people. And better lives for people
means having better communities
with more chance to support indi-
viduals.
This is important for Scotland as

having Greens at the top table in
UK politics will mean more expo-
sure in Scotland. The next
Holyrood election will be a year or
less from Westminster, and it is
vital for progressive politics in
Scotland that there is a return to a
more politically heterogeneous
parliament. More GreenMSPs will
help this to happen. And a pres-
ence in Westminster makes this all
the more likely. Similarly, a good
record in local government –
making Norwich an example of
how to run local government in
the interest of communities – will
make the 2012 Scottish local elec-
tions all the easier for Scottish
Greens.
What must be avoided is a repe-

tition of the mistakes of
Comhaontas Glas/Green Party in
Ireland. Here, Greens were too
keen to get into government with a
neo-liberal party with no interest
in pursuing a progressive agenda.
Fianna Fail had engineered the
“Celtic Tiger” economy where

while incomes rose massively so
inequality increased. For the sake
of a cycle to work scheme and a
grow your own vegetables initia-
tive, the Irish Greens have
propped up a government whose
response to the economic collapse
has been to retain the lowest cor-
porate tax in Europe while halving
benefits for under-25s. Having
voted for these measures it is not
surprising that Comhaontas Glas
seem unlikely to survive the next
election.

SOCIAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL
JUSTICE
The lesson here is that Green poli-
tics must be about social justice
combined with environmental jus-
tice. Not one or the other. And
that reducing inequality must be
vital to a successful Green involve-
ment in government. The role of
strong Green parties in Scotland as
well as England and Wales should
be both to push for change by get-
ting elected and where that’s not
possible to make other parties do
the right thing by putting pressure
on them. The progressive nature
of the Labour, and even Tory can-
didates in Brigton Pavilion is testa-
ment to the power of a strong
Green campaign to make other
parties support green policies.
There is a cartoon circulating

which shows an international
Climate Change conference (like
Copenhagen) where one delegate
is saying “What if we eliminated
poverty, got more time to spend
with our families and created sus-
tainable communities, and it turns
out climate change isn’t happen-
ing? It’s all for nothing!” This is at
the heart of Green politics. The
solution to our environmental
crisis is the same as what must be
done to create a better society. A
Green MP or two will help pro-
mote this agenda – and that’s why
electing Greens in 2010 is vital for
the UK, for Scotland and for the
world.

� Peter McColl is a member of the
Scottish Green Party and the
National Council of Democratic
Left Scotland.
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WHAT IS WRONGWITH THESE
PEOPLE?
Stephen Hester, the Chief
Executive of the Royal Bank of
Scotland was apparently due a
bonus of £1.3 million for the last
year despite the bank announcing
2009 losses of £3.6 billion. Well, it
was a big drop from the previous
year’s losses of £24 billion, the
biggest ever annual loss in British
corporate history. Mr Hester has
said he will forego his £1.3 million
this year, but the bank chairman
Sir Philip Hampton said this would
be made up at a later date … quiet-
ly no doubt.
Despite the bank shedding thou-

sands of jobs in a bid to limit its
losses, Mr Hester defended the
decision to pay bonuses to the
investment arm of the bank since,
said Mr Hester, it had made a
record amount of money for RBS.
“Attracting good people and
retaining good people is the single
most important job I have to make

is “appropriate” to pay out cer-
tain bonuses amounting to some
£200 million. “Appropriate” to
whom?
What is wrong with these

people who offer and sign up to
these contracts, what is wrong
with them?
Who are these “good” people

that Stephen Hester seeks to
attract and retain? What kind of
people demand these obscenely
huge bonuses in the face of cata-
strophic balance sheets and job
losses? What is wrong with them?
What kind of “good” person seeks
a 6 or 7 figure bonus derived (in
part at least) from the sacking of
11,500 colleagues? But then, the
bonus-guzzling whiz kids in the
City won’t recognise them as col-
leagues: these people losing their
jobs will be numbered amongst the
rest of humanity that the City gam-
blers dismiss as “pond life”. Their
phrase, not mine!
Nobody who knows anything

about football doubts that the
former England captain John
Terry is brilliant at his job – play-
ing football. But amidst much
debate he was stripped of the
English captaincy because of a per-
ceived character fault off the field
– an alleged serial adulterer.
Whether Terry’s dismissal was
right or wrong will remain a sub-
ject of fierce debate that I’m not
going to get into here, but at least
the question of his fitness of char-
acter was raised.
These “good” people of whom

Stephen Hester speaks may be bril-
liant at their jobs – shuffling our
money around to make a profit –
even though the evidence is that
the way they’ve shuffled our
money has been to make incom-
prehensible losses. But let’s ignore
that for a moment. Just let’s sup-
pose that they are brilliant at their
jobs. What then if we consider
their insatiable appetite for money
and ask what does it say about
their characters even to contem-
plate such rewards? Does that not
come into the realm of real charac-
ter fault? Even under the warped
morality of the Market, surely it
must.

sure the taxpayer gets their money
back.”
It has not been recorded

whether or not the unnamed
spokesman for the Treasury was
wearing a top hat with a 10/6d
price tag on it like the mad hatter
from Alice in Wonderland, but it is
recorded that he said “RBS is lead-
ing the world in pay restraint
among banks.”
Can you believe someone actu-

ally said that? It was in the papers
so it must be true!
Eric Daniels, the Chief

Executive of the Lloyds Banking
Group, before announcing his
bank’s 2009 losses of £9 billion,
declared he will give up a £2.3
million bonus apparently due to
him on top of his £1.04 million
salary. The bonus is the reward
for his “significant individual con-
tribution”. Perhaps that contribu-
tion was the axing of 11,500 jobs
in the last 12 months. Daniels
nevertheless has said he thinks it

WHAT IS
WRONG
WITH US?

Daniels …
has said he
thinks it is
“appro-
priate” to
pay out
certain
bonuses
amounting
to some
£200
million.

While the banking crisis has been
the cause of the current recession,
Erik Cramb explores the
accompanying ethical issues, both
for the individual bankers
concerned and society at large.
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WHAT IS WRONGWITH US?
What have we done – or not done
– to allow these people, almost
inviolable, to posture on pedestals
of false gold? How has this
extreme “beggar my neighbour”
culture been allowed to grow and
flourish like the poisonous weed it
is?
We could blame the politicians

who have been as daft and as blind
and as full of their self-importance
as the gullible Emperor in the fable
of “The Emperor’s New Clothes”.
They are certainly worthy of our
derision. Maybe they’ve been too
engrossed in their own trough of
greed, piddling though it is com-
pared to the mighty ocean of the
bankers’ greed.
But if we look at ourselves what

do we find? Politics for the Left is
about pursuing collective virtue
against individual and sectional
vice, is it not? Be sure, the excesses
of the City and the Market who
together form theMoney Beast are
vices, not only made possible by,
but engendered by the fundamen-
tal nature of capitalism.
At best, in the face of the Beast,

while the economy has seemingly
been going along fine during our
decade of prosperity (tell that to
people on benefits) we’ve been
largely silent and happy to let the
good times roll with just the occa-
sional twinge of guilt. At worst in
the face of the Beast, the Left has
been divided and fragmented. In
the face of a self-congratulatory,
complacent New Labour whose
boast had been that boom and
bust had been consigned to histo-
ry, all too often we have retreated
into our separate ghettoes with
our own little bands of pure
socialists. We’ve had more purist
sects than the Church against
which Aneurin Bevan once railed
saying, “As for you, I tell you what
the epitaph on you Scottish dis-
senters will be – pure but impo-
tent. Yes you will be pure all right,
but remember, at the price of
impotency. You will not influence
the course of British politics by as
much as a hairsbreadth. Why
don’t you get into a nunnery and
be done with it.”

A FAILURE OF FAITH
I am putting up my hand, both as a
son of the Left and as a minister of
the Kirk, to acknowledge a failure
of faith.
The Church has long been the

custodian of a reliable body of
principle which both motivates
and judges our actions, a body of
principle in which the Left also
mostly believes.
We believe that we are our

brother’s keeper and our sister’s
sister, but with certain shining
exceptions, have failed to live out
that faith. While we have agonised
over issues of sexuality we have
been virtually silent on the issue of
money.
We know fine well that amongst

the driving forces of the Money
Beast is the belief in continuous
growth based on credit and in the
charging of interest which involves
the significant transfer of money
from those who need it most to
those who need it least. We know
that is wrong. We know the planet
cannot sustain continuous growth.
We know the exploitation of credit
is usury which is specifically con-
demned in the Bible as Sin. The
Bible gives the clear message, “Do
not exploit the poor just because
you can”. Money and trade, tax
and credit are the tools of living
that should bind us together and
enrich us all, but they are being
used to tear communities and
nations apart and the Church is
largely silent.
If the Left truly believes the

principle “from each according to
his means and to each according to
his needs”, which is a collective
expression of “love your neigh-
bour”, the Left too has had a fail-
ure of faith. If the Left truly
believes “United we stand, divided
we fall” its fragmentation is a fur-
ther failure of faith. The need to
find a way of willingly working
together is urgent. To paraphrase
Bevan; “If we who are Left wish to
remain pure and unsullied in our
separate expressions of Socialism,
we may as well don the knitted
shirts and rope sandals now and
get off to a remote commune and
be done with it. We can be pure,

but impotent, and we will not
influence the course of British or
Scottish politics by a hairs-
breadth.”
Our fragmentation is a failure of

faith, a failure of trust, of trust in
each other. Separated we are no
mass movement and have no hope
of being so. To rise above our pres-
ent impotence we simply have to
come together. Working together
will make demands on all of us to
compromise some things we hold
very dear but I believe there is an
overwhelmingly sufficient body of
principles we share to give us a col-
lective virtue to build with.
That Body of Principles will

include, at least:
� Green policies. The protection
of the Earth itself, which calls
for a cessation of growth, at
least in the industrialised
world.

� We may not want to be our
brother’s keeper, but we are
our brother’s brother and our
sister’s sister – so free educa-
tion for all our children, the
NHS, decent pensions are of
the essence of our collective
virtue.

� Work for those who can; digni-
fied security for those who
can’t.

� Inclusion policies with respect
to race, gender, disability, reli-
gion and sexual orientation.

� Taxation policies that reflect
ability to pay and promote a
recaptured sense of tax as an
expression of our ability to
contribute, not an evil to be
avoided.

� Public ownership policies for
essential industries. We may
differ on the details, on what
are “essential”, but probably at
least the utilities – and of
course the banks – are already
nearly there.

� Erik Cramb is the former head of
Scottish Churches’ Industrial
Mission, that arm of the church
which relates to industrial and
employment matters. Now retired,
he lives in Dundee where he main-
tains his involvement in matters
affecting disadvantaged people.
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THE JEWELON THEDOORSTEP:
THE PLACE OFSCOTTISH
LITERATURE INSCHOOLS

Alan MacGillivray wonders why the study of Scottish
literature and culture is not a requirement in our schools.

Just over twelve years ago, along with a group ofother teachers, I was working on a book for
Edinburgh University Press, rather ponderously

entitled Teaching Scottish Literature: Curriculum and
Classroom Applications. That book is still with us
today, I’m glad to say, with all its pithy wisdom and
witty no-nonsense pragmatism. In that book, behind
the particular applications of Scottish language, litera-
ture and culture to different stages of the school and
the many exemplars that were created to demonstrate
their possibilities, there lay a basic premise that all of
us in the group subscribed to, that many teachers and
educational thinkers agree with, and that has never
been challenged by any sustainable argument, any
rational case, any set of ideas that stand up to even a
cursory inspection. I stress the word, never, without
any fear of contradiction. Over more than forty years
of engaging with the task, the struggle, the frustrating
and unending push against the inert resistance of
Scottish educational and political officialdom, I have
never heard a single attempt at a thoughtful response,
a single rationally expressed sentence, a single frag-
ment or shard of sensible disagreement that could be
held up as opposition to the simple basic premise that
Scottish children being educated in the schools of
Scotland have the inalienable right to learn about the
culture of Scotland (including inevitably its languages
and literature), and the Scottish educational system
should confirm this right absolutely and unarguably
within its curricular and assessment requirements.
Every country in the world does this for its own cul-
ture, including our great neighbour to the south, and
the other nations of the British Isles. Scotland is out of
step with the world. Has nobody in Scottish govern-
ment ever noticed this?
In the introduction to the book, Teaching Scottish

Literature, I made the necessary point that one of the
things we should realise is that Scotland is a rich
nation in its literary culture. We should be able to see
the cultural wealth of our nation in terms of the lin-
guistic resources of three languages – Gaelic, Scots
and English – expressed orally and in literature, the
sophisticated variety of a literature that has always
had a European dimension and been part of the great
cultural movement of our civilisation, and the
strength of an individuality created by the specific

qualities of Scotland and its peoples. Why therefore
should these riches not be acclaimed within Scotland,
or be displayed to the advantage both of themselves
and the nation they adorn?

POLITICAL CONTEXT
In order to answer that question, it is going to be nec-
essary to make a long overdue foray into territory that
educationists have tended to fight shy of entering, per-
haps partly out of a natural distaste, but to some
extent certainly out of timidity in attempting to oper-
ate in an unfamiliar environment. Yet this timidity is
unfounded, and any distaste must be overcome. The
environment in question is the arena of politics and
public administration, and it is too important and too
relevant to the topic we are considering to be left
unaddressed. Scottish education, like all Scottish life,
whether or not some people try to deny it, exists in a
very political context. That has always been the case.
There has never been a time since John Knox made his
pronouncements on the need for the Scottish people
to be literate that Scottish education and the decisions
that shape it have been uninfluenced by the political
climate of the day.
The Scottish education system has been driven in

the decades since the Second World War by a series of
characteristic political ideologies (I refuse to use the
word “philosophy”). In turn, these have been
Conservative, Old Labour and New Labour. And up
to last year, Scottish education has been directed by
politicians in these moulds. Decades of London-con-
trolled administrations have appointed Secretaries for
Education, often in rapid bewildering succession, to
supervise shifts and turns in Scottish educational
policy; the one constant element throughout has been,
under a set of changing initials, the Scottish Education
Department. This is a civil service department whose
personnel have remained much more steady and con-
sistent over the years than their political masters, so
that inevitably their influence on the changing educa-
tional policies has been very significant, while remain-
ing often almost invisible.
What has been the effect of all this on Scottish cul-

ture, particularly Scottish literature, in the schools? I
wish I could give a favourable report. A Scottish
administration, run by Scottish politicians, supported
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by Scottish civil servants, bearing
in mind their national cultural
responsibilities to Scottish chil-
dren in Scottish schools, might
reasonably be expected to organ-
ise the best conditions and make
the necessary reasonable require-
ment within a wider cultural
framework for the teaching of
Scottish literature, among other
cultural issues, as something that
future citizens of Scotland are
entitled to. Alas, no such luck.
This Scottish Government, like all
its predecessors, seem totally
unprepared to make the natural,
the right, the most rational and
probably the most popular deci-
sion that it could make on behalf
of Scottish children’s understand-
ing of their own country. Scottish
children remain without any guar-
antees that they will have access as
of right to their particular cultural
heritage. Unlike the fortunate
children in nearly all other coun-
tries in the world, vis-a-vis their
own national culture, as I have said before. Who are
these people who deny them their rights? And who
gave them the authority to do this?

TIMID THRALL
To begin with the politicians. Perhaps we should not
judge them too harshly. Like most of the people in
Scotland today, they have emerged from that educa-
tion system that has consistently placed little value on
Scottish literature and language. They have been
taught by teachers who similarly have had a Scottish
schooling that lacked these components. No wonder
that they do not have a strong awareness of anything
there that specially needs defending or promoting.
Like most of the Scottish population, they think it is
mainly to do with Robert Burns and not much else.
The notion that they and the children for whose edu-
cation they hold responsibility are the direct inheritors
of a fifteen-hundred-year old tradition of speech and
writing is a novel, even alien, idea. There is an inherit-
ed and acquired mind-set that resists arguments, how-
ever rational and convincing, and evidence, however
solid and massive. Take that in conjunction with one
of the hard facts of politics, that politicians take a long
time to master and fully comprehend their ministerial
briefs and remain largely in timid thrall to the civil ser-
vants who have been in post through successive
administrations. A combination of ignorance and
timidity in educational matters is a powerful disincen-
tive against making the simple political decision that is
all this matter requires. The politicians need to realise
that education is not rocket science. It is not some-
thing to be left only to supposed experts who will pro-

duce the goods. The politicians
are supposed to have the vision
and to inspire it in others. They
are also supposed to be cynically
aware of what will benefit their
own image in the eyes of the
public. Can both these purposes
be easily allied in one political
move? It has been successfully
done before, in the recent past.
Back in the earlier years of this
millennium, along with other
interested parties, the Association
for Scottish Literary Stiudies
began promoting the idea that
Scotland should have its own Poet
Laureate. After an initial conver-
sation and follow-up correspon-
dence with the then Minister for
Culture, Frank McAveety, more
serious and wide-ranging discus-
sions began and the idea was grad-
ually borne in upon the Labour
Executive that this was actually an
issue that was both the right thing
to do and something that would
be of political benefit. Hence we

now have Edwin Morgan as the Scots Makar, not the
best of titles, but signifying a real recognition of an
important Scottish literary dimension. Forget the
jokes about the pies, Frank McAveety deserves all
credit for actively espousing the cause of Scottish liter-
ature. Where he has gone, why should the current
Government fear to follow?
But what about the civil servants and professional

educationists who have had the major influence over
what happens in schools with Scottish literature, etc.?
It has to be said that, in the National Poet of Scotland
negotiations, the role of the civil service was pretty
dubious. The initial reaction to the proposal was one
of guarded hostility, raising objections almost as a
matter of duty. It was a reaction that had to change
once the politicians got on to the bandwagon, but the
feeling must remain that if it had remained up to the
Civil Service, none of it would have happened. People
have often said that the role of the Civil Service in
Scotland has traditionally been that of a colonial
administration ensuring that the interests of the
London Government remained paramount. Hence
manifestations of a national sentiment were to be dis-
creetly discouraged, damped down, ignored and, in
the last resort, effectively opposed. Traces of that atti-
tude still linger on.

CONTINUOUS ENTITLEMENT
I can give an example from the last decade of the last
century. In 1998 the Central Committee for the
Curriculum (now superseded by Learning and Teaching
Scotland) received a report from aworking party called
the Review of Scottish Culture Group. This report had
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TEN PIECES OF GREAT SCOTTISH LITERATURE

NOVELS
Lewis Grassic Gibbon, Sunset Song (1932)
Muriel Spark, The Prime of Miss Jean Brodie (1961)
Alasdair Gray, Poor Things (1992)
Leila Aboulela, The Translator (1999)
Anne Donovan, Buddha Da (2003)
Angus Peter Campbell, The Night Before We Sailed
/ An Oidhche Mus Do Sheòl Sinn (2004)

SHORT STORIES
Janice Galloway, Blood (1991)
Irvine Welsh, Acid House (1994)

POETRY
Donny O’Rourke (ed.), Dream State: the New
Scottish Poets (1994)

DRAMA
John McGrath, The Cheviot, The Stag, and the
Black, Black Oil (1973)

List by Willy Maley, Professor of English Literature
at Glasgow University.
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the strongly focused remit of developing the ways in
which Scottish cultural components might be incorpo-
rated into the curriculum of primary and secondary
schools. Like very many of the reports on education
that were produced in earlier decades, the report was
eloquently and gracefully written. It set out clearly the
arguments, the evidence, the resources, the possibilities
for a coherent Scottish curriculum within the wider
educational context, and rejected the idea of an
unplanned, optional, laissez-faire approach through
random and patchy provision in favour of the clear
specification of a Scottish element in national pro-
grammes and syllabuses and, where appropriate, in
attainment targets. Perhaps most significantly, the
report stated that the experience of Scottish culture
should be part of a continuous entitlement for all learn-
ers across the curriculum, well-resourced, organised
and coherent. One would have expected that such pro-
posals would havemerited wide dissemination and seri-
ous consideration by educationists and the public at
large. Yet what was the response to this report of the
Central Committee for the Curriculum, the body that
had commissioned it? What was the attitude of the
Scottish Office behind the CCC? They rejected it,
refused to publish it, tried to suppress it. Within a year,
to cover the gap, another document was rushed out,
written anonymously and probably within the
Education Department, inadequately edited and clunk-
ingly-written, entitled The School Curriculum and the
Culture of Scotland. It omitted everything that made
the original report convincing and cogent and practical,
and was widely seen as an incompetent fudge.
Understandably, it was received by the teaching profes-
sion with derision. It has hardly been heard of since,
although Learning and Teaching Scotland still stocks it.
As for the original report, it needs updating to take
account of later developments, but it exists on the inter-
net and should be essential reading for all, including
ministers and civil servants, whowish to understand the
issues involved in providing Scottish culture effectively
in the schools at all levels. But perhaps the urge to
censor the clear rational Scottish Enlightenment voice
still pertains in the corridors of power.

DELAYING ARGUMENTS
One further, more recent, example of how officialdom
works against Scottish literature will suffice. Following
immediately upon the introduction of Standard Grade
courses, the Scottish Examination Board made three
attempts to revise the assessment of Higher Grade
English, and some hard-won concessions were briefly
obtained. In 1989 the syllabus labelled Revised Higher
included specified Scottish texts for the first time,
albeit in an optional literature section. This arrange-
ment operated successfully until 1998 when the ambi-
tious revisions of the Higher Still programme replaced
it by internal assessment of an obligatory response to a
Scottish text of the student’s own choice. However, in
reaction to the justifiable complaints by teachers that
the cumulative demands now being made were exces-

sive, an ad hoc group was set up to review the whole of
Higher English and recommend some alterations and
pruning. This group worked quickly under
Government pressure and came up with a number of
proposals that were quickly implemented. One of the
things that disappeared was this specification of possi-
ble Scottish literary texts. Even some members of the
ad hoc group are not clear how this was agreed and on
what basis. Its retention within the existing Higher rec-
ommendations would not have affected the overall
assessment load, which remained the same for course-
work. But it happened and the Scottish text element
has not been reinstated. Currently the battle for it still
goes on in the face of a constant official stonewalling
and refusal to engage with the real issue. The standard
tactic of the Scottish administration is to keep thinking
up delaying arguments that turn out on scrutiny to
have virtually no substance. Those who have grown
grey-haired in pursuing the cause of Scottish culture in
schools may be forgiven for being cynical about the
political and governmental environment they have had
to enter and engage with.
I am afraid that we have to face the unpalatable fact

that, within Scotland, under all the surface good-
natured approval, smiling nods of support, warm ref-
erences to how great Scottish culture is – “Oh, I’ve
always loved the ballads” – “My, isn’t Burns wonder-
ful!” – “I like to hear the auld Scots tongue” – “we’re
the best small country in the world” – there is in some
quarters a skulking streak of hostility to things
Scottish, particularly if they are undeniably good and
artistically successful. What is merely pawky, or
mediocre, or parochial is fine and can be patronising-
ly accepted. What has to be resisted is anything that
demonstrates that Scotland has produced strong indi-
vidual and independent voices, creative minds that
can reach out to the young and show them that their
community, their nation, has its own individual and
independent value. That is what panics the
Establishment horses, shows up the numpties, under-
mines the Anglicising tendency of the socially inse-
cure. And where can this hostility be found? It lurks
anonymously in the corridors and offices of govern-
ment, rumbles in school staffrooms, whispers in the
media planning suites, occasionally snarling audibly in
editorials and debates. It never ever justifies itself with
reasons or facts, because on its side of the fence these
crutches do not exist. It is the product solely of cultur-
al ignorance and apparently invincible prejudice.
On its own, perhaps, this hostility might be tolerat-

ed and even bypassed. However, this hostility has a
powerful ally. It can always rely on inertia to do much
of its work for it. If lovers of Scottish literature are
happy to let the teaching of it remain an option, to
rely on the good instincts of English teachers and
departments to give it a fair place in their pro-
grammes, then I’m afraid they are deluding them-
selves. They may think, by believing the vaguely
encouraging words of the documents issued by
Learning and Teaching Scotland, they are giving the
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best opportunity for it to happen. In reality they are
giving a licence for it to be ignored. The real underly-
ing message to teachers is, “You don’t need to do this
if you don’t want to. You don’t need to make the
effort.” And very many English teachers and depart-
ments will breathe a sigh and take advantage of this
licence. They will do nothing. And so the enemies of
Scottish literature will have won again.
The irony of it all is that there are so few of them

that really count. If we were to collect together all
those who have shown the will and had the influence,
the necessary clout, to impede and to go on impeding
the implementation of this most desirable of Scottish
educational reforms, there would hardly be enough of
them to fill a shoogly charabanc. This contest for the
cultural health of Scotland is basically a no-show.
Persuade them, if at all possible, to come out blinking
into the sunlight and we shall find that they have noth-
ing to say, no arguments to put forward in support of
their prejudices, no credibility of any kind.
And what do the proponents of Scottish literature

and culture have on their side? Let me summarise.
1. A powerful set of arguments based on reason and
good sense – it is the most natural course imagina-
ble to provide Scottish culture to the young people
of Scotland in Scottish schools.

2. The example of every other established country in
the world in requiring its own culture to be pro-
moted in its educational system.

3. The true nature and quality of Scottish literature
and culture, as distinct from the ignorant set of
preconceptions current among the ill-informed,
that is, rich in its linguistic variety, its social and
aesthetic diversity, its breadth and longevity, its rel-
evance to modern life and its inter-connectedness
with the larger European and global culture.

4. A large and growing store of resources for teach-
ing Scottish literature in the classroom, the kind of
provision made by the ASLS over many years:
texts and teaching materials; critical texts to help
teachers in evaluating and contextualising what
they wish to teach; back-up provision for teacher
education through college and university courses,
and increasingly on the Internet.

THE COCK AND THE JEWEL
In the first of hisMorall Fabillis, one of the truly great
but insufficiently recognised Scottish poets, Robert
Henryson, tells the story of the cock who, in the
course of his scratching for food around the back-
yard, comes across a fine jewel. This jewel has been
carelessly swept out of the house and lost. The cock
eyes it beadily and moralises about its significance and
relevance to his life. He finally rejects it as irrelevant
to his daily life and leaves it lying, continuing in his
search of worms and grubs and ears of corn. However,
as Henryson points out, the cock is profoundly and
foolishly mistaken in his view of the jewel. The jewel
signifies wisdom and learning, a knowledge that
enhances human life, and shines with lustrous colours

as enduring riches not to be spurned by the wise and
thoughtful. There is a parallel here for us. Knowledge
of the rich Scottish tradition in literature, a jewel of
our culture, has been carelessly swept out of the auld
hoose to lie unknown and neglected. Those who find
it and try to estimate its worth too often apply the
wrong standards of value; they set it against apparent-
ly more utilitarian and mundane considerations – the
job market, useful qualifications, apprenticeships,
basic communication, social skills – all very valuable
in warstling alang through life. And they wrongly
reject the jewel. What they cannot or will not see is the
real higher value of the treasure, the knowledge that it
holds of Scottish tradition and identity and original
creativity, the capacity that it has to enhance the lives
of those who acquire it, to help form the informed
critical readers and thinkers of a humane and out-
ward-looking Scotland.
We have to keep believing in this jewel that is ours.

We have to keep agitating for Scottish literature to be
given its rightful and required place within the larger
context of good literature wherever it may come
from. And that means continuing to demand that it
feature as of right within the Certificate examinations
with Scottish texts identified as such. It means contin-
uing to argue for a Scottish element within the cur-
riculum at all stages, required as a basic starting point
in all programme planning, not something alluded to
as a notional desirable possibility. It means arguing for
the provision of adequate teacher education in
Scottish language and literature at both the under-
graduate and postgraduate levels. It means continuing
to lobby Scottish government at all levels for a clear
and unambiguous statement and decision on the
matter. If we keep at it, as some have been doing for
more years than they care to remember, perhaps one
day we shall have a Scottish Education Secretary who
will find the will and the chutzpah to say, “Enough is
enough. This demeaning and evasive buck-passing has
gone on too long. This is how it will be. Scottish liter-
ature and culture will be a requirement in all Scottish
schools. Our children deserve it as their right.” It only
takes one person in the proper place to say this, and
the whole shoddy official charade will end. The piss-
ing-about will have to stop.
So why are we waiting?

� Alan MacGillivray is a retired teacher and lecturer
who lives just outside Glasgow. He has been a Principal
Teacher of English, a Senior Lecturer in Jordanhill
College of Education and a lecturer in Scottish
Literature at the University of Strathclyde. He is a Past
President of the Association for Scottish Literary Studies
and has written and edited books and articles on
Scottish literature and culture in education. Recently he
has been writing and publishing collections of poetry.

This article is a shortened version of a paper given at
the Education Conference of the Association for
Scottish Literary Studies, 5th October, 2009.
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HAS INTERNATIONAL
WOMEN’S DAYHAD ITSDAY?

Fifteen years ago, on March
8th, the Scotswoman rolled
off the presses – written and

edited by the Scotsman’s female
staff – and sold out within an hour.
Three years ago, it was the 150th
anniversary of the event that gave
rise to International Women’s Day
– did anyone notice, does anyone
remember?
I have nothing but respect for

the garment workers in New York
City whose strike on March 8th,
1857 International Women’s Day
commemorates but – when a date
involving half the world’s popula-
tion attracts so little attention – it
may be time for a rethink.
Not in a spirit of defeat. Quite

the reverse. In Scotland our daugh-
ters may finally be on the verge of
equality. What will stop them is
partly an unfair world – and partly
their own enduring self perception
as victims, bit players and second
best.
The unfair world has been

talked about.
The problem of negativity has

not.
Obviously one helps generate

the other. But as life gets fairer,
confidence does not necessarily
rise. Deep down – whatever their
achievement or qualification
levels, many Scottish women
believe their ideas are marginal not
mainstream. Their role is window
dresser not store manager. And
their pessimistic outlook is just
possibly supported by having one
day devoted to half the world’s
population. One of the reasons the
Scotswoman experiment was not
continued (apart from the arrival
of Andrew Neil) was the concern

that its name implied the “normal”
paper was somehow female-free.
Without getting into a discussion
about the fact that men do hog the
headlines (women don’t own, kill
or control enough to compete) a
particular emphasis on women for
one day does imply an almost
inevitable lack of balance the rest
of the time.
Is that what we should be

aiming for?

AIMING HIGHER
Or should women now be aiming
higher – to take over their share of
responsibility for running the
planet. This is what we’ve been
trained for and educated towards
for a century in much of the West.
This is what skill shortages
require. This is what the changing
definition of leadership and man-
agement demands. Women don’t
need any special days or any spe-
cial treatment – pleasant though it
is when it comes. To paraphrase
the most unlikely feminist of
modern times, we need more
women in public life “as a matter
of effectiveness not political cor-
rectness.”
I can’t believe I’m writing this

but David Cameron is right. And
never more right than now.
Women have overtaken men at

every level of education in 43
developed countries around the
world according to an OECD
report in 2003.
In literacy skills, 15-year-old

British girls are 26% ahead of boys.
After drop-out rates are taken into
account, British young women are
27%more likely to obtain a degree
than British men. And women are

going for the highest status degrees
– a study for the Council of Heads
of Medical Schools (CHMS) found
women were more likely to be
accepted than men at nearly half of
all schools.
Those graduate gals are already

walking out to better paid jobs.
According to the Labour chairman
of the Commons education com-
mittee, Huddersfield MP Barry
Sheerman, women are earning
more than men as middle man-
agers.

MORE CONFIDENT
And somehow that’s feeding back
to teenagers. The OECD survey
found 15-year-old girls every-
where are more confident than
boys about getting high-income
jobs. In the UK, 63% of girls
expect to have “white collar, high-
skilled” jobs by the time they are
30, compared to only 51% of
boys. This picture of girls with
higher expectations than boys is
repeated in the United States,
Japan, Italy, Spain, Germany,
France and Australia.
According to Andreas

Schleicher, head of analysis at the
OECD, “The success of girls is a
complete reversal of what would
have been expected a generation
ago.”
This is good news.
So it’s strange we haven’t heard

much about it. Conspiracy theo-
rists might think the male estab-
lishment is intent on suppressing
news of female achievement.
Maybe they are. But feminists
haven’t exactly been shrieking the
good news from the rafters either.
And I think I know why.

I can’t
believe I’m
writing this
but David
Cameron is
right.

Lesley Riddoch believes there might be better
ways of advancing women’s cause and
aspirations than by celebrating International
Women’s Day.
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Partly because triumphalism
might be shortlived and invite a
male backlash. Partly because
better qualifications don’t neces-
sarily translate into better jobs or
better all round lives. Partly
because women in developing
countries don’t get the same
chance to be educated. And partly
because of something else. Good
news confuses the bad news pic-
ture equality campaigners have
had to create to lever change from
the authorities.
Don’t get me wrong. Bad news

is also unquestionably true.
The recent Women and Work

Commission (WWC) found British
women in full-time work earn
17% less per hour than men. But
instead of concluding the enduring
pay gap was all down to
entrenched attitudes of male
employers (something completely
beyond women’s control) the
WWC suggested some of the dif-
ferential was due to women
making bad choices at school and
early in their careers and sliding
into dead-end part-time jobs after
they have children. These are all
things women can try to change.
What goes wrong between

Graduation Day and getting a job
then?

FEAR OF FAILURE
That’s what we need to investi-
gate. School encourages an expec-
tation of fairness which may cause
girls to give up at the first sign of
conflict. Women are brought up to
think conflict is a bad thing, but in
the public realm it is almost
inevitable. Risk averse school envi-
ronments don’t help girls get
street-wise. And the best qualifica-
tions in the world don’t help you
get a job if you also have strong
streaks of perfectionism or chronic
fear of failure. Lots of women have
both.
But clearly so too do lots of

young men.
Amazingly the gender group

now having to be “talked up” by
academics and psychologists are
boys – not girls. The old nurture v
nature debate is now being
wheeled out to explain why boys

are not innately slow, despite their
poor academic results.
Certainly girls are still affected

by stereotyping – the WWC
declared themselves shocked that
girls were allowed to give up
maths and science without a warn-
ing about the impact on probable
earning power. But American edu-
cational researchers William
Draves and Julie Coates point out
schools still preparing boys for a
post-industrial age are doing them
an even greater disservice in terms
of earning power in a knowledge
age.

FEMALE COMPETENCE
In short, evidence of female com-
petence is increasingly being
observed without surprise but as
the natural outcome of fairness,
encouragement and education.
Women in almost every field are

poised to take on leadership roles.
And the things holding women
back are fear of responsibility
(understandable), fear of emotion-
al boycott by men (entirely likely),
fear of turning into a man (physi-
cally impossible but behaviourally
likely), and the fear of just not
being good enough (generally non-
sense).
Responsibility for childcare,

housework and care of relatives,
violence – these are all real prob-
lems. Naked prejudice, bad careers
advice and low expectations are all
real problems too. But despite all
of this – Scottish women as a
group have more going for them
than many men.
Ironically it was a woman – Mrs

Thatcher – who started the body
blow to the male Scottish psyche.
Removing thousands of craft jobs
questioned the building blocks of
male society. What Thatcher start-
ed in the coal, steel and manufac-
turing industries China is now
finishing as it floods the world
with cheap manufactured goods.
Manufacturing was a male pre-

serve. Now it’s all but headed
east.
But the Chinese cannot sell us

caring services. And though we’ve
been used to paying male workers
more for manufacturing goods

than female workers for servicing
needs, we will soon start to value
servicing more.
How soon depends on the confi-

dence levels of women to demand
their worth. Women like the low
paid cleaners and council workers
are currently being urged to accept
equal pay settlements way below
their true value. How soon also
depends on the courage of politi-
cians presiding over a seismic shift
in value amongst its citizens.
Whatever they think about female
potential, they also need to get
elected by men.
The ability to multitask should

put women workers at a premium.
Instead it’s used to keep women so
busy they haven’t time to notice
they’re actually doing everything.
Communications and soft skills

should make women’s businesses
soar. But women’s start up rates
are still low.
It’s scary for men and women to

walk beyond the gender comfort
zones.

GLASS WALLS
Never mind glass ceilings, men and
women are divided by glass walls.
Primary education is almost entire-
ly feminised – so too the lower
ranks of health care. Men-free
schools are as unhelpful as
women-free boardrooms.
Men at work have developed a

gender version of “white flight” –
the sudden exodus from suburbs
as ethnic minority populations
grow and the “white majority”
feel the area is no longer “their
territory”.
That’s why women have to be

confident. Because men aren’t.
And because it’s time women took
responsibility for the planet we
actually live on – not the Nirvana
we’d love to build some time in the
future when conditions are more
favourable.
It will be hard. It doesn’t take

Bridget Jones to observe that some
men are subjecting successful
women to an emotional, social and
sexual boycott. “You can have our
jobs, you can drink like us, spend
like us, postpone having kids like
us but you’ll be alone, you’ll never
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get a man or a family and you’ll
never be happy.”
Boycotts work.
But in a way they must.
Because society doesn’t need any

more men – especially surrogate
ones. We have to hope women stay
women. Spend time enough
together without men to reinforce
the lessons and life experiences
that make women’s outlooks dif-
ferent and valuable. And then bring
their own definition of happiness
and success to our public world. If
women do choose to simply ape
men, equality will simply offer a
disturbing mirror to the very worst
habits of macho society.
It’s time women did better.

CONSOLATION PRIZE
International Women’s Day has
become a consolation prize –
awarded to women for constantly
coming second. In fact women
cannot be constant runners-up in
this world – we have to pull our
weight, develop and deliver a dis-
tinctive viewpoint and not allow
ourselves to be pushed into the
corner by anyone – including our
own negative inner voices.
The people who’ve made me see

that most clearly are battling con-
ditions so unfair it makes you
weep. African women who don’t
own the animals they feed, the
coffee bushes they tend, the bodies
they were born with or the homes
they build. They know their situa-
tion will not change as long as they
see themselves as victims and third
class citizens.
Our job is to breathe confidence

into our daughters and sons – not
surround them with our own
experiences and expectations of
difficulty and failure. Because their
lives could be very different.
I’m not suggesting we dump his-

tory – I do think International
Women’s Day could usefully
become International Equal Pay
Day.
Women, with all its problems,

the world is your oyster. Just as it is.

� Lesley Riddoch is a journalist and
broadcaster.
www.lesleyriddoch.com

WALKING IN
PALESTINE

The decision to visit Palestine
when I did was strongly influ-
enced by the publication of

Palestinian Walks: Notes on a
Vanishing Landscape by Raja
Shehadeh, 2008. Raja spoke at
The Edinburgh Book Festival and
inspired three women who heard
her speak to visit the Shat-ha walk-
ing group in Ramallah and in turn
to invite members of Shat-ha to
visit and walk in Scotland. The
originators of this plan invited
others who were known to have
similar political views and were
also keen hill walkers. I was fortu-
nate to be asked to join the group.
I had been interested in learning

more about the Israel/Palestine sit-
uation for a while and the idea of
linking this to walking with a
group of Palestinians seemed a
good way to learn, see the country-
side in the West Bank and engage
in what should be an ordinary and
enjoyable activity, one which I take
for granted in Scotland.
Before arriving in Ramallah to

meet our hosts and embark on
three day walks, we had visited
Jerusalem, Bethlehem and
Hebron. Our first day was in the
old city in Jerusalem and was
marked by a group of Zionists
attempting to enter the strictly
Muslim-only Al Asqa Mosque,
which can only have been a delib-
erate act of provocation. The
mosque was then defended by
Muslims. The police and army
presence was enormous and the
thousands of tourists doing the

stations of the cross on the Via
Dolorosa (dragging their rented
crosses!), seemed oblivious to the
incongruity and possible danger of
the situation. We noted that it was
only Muslims who were being
arrested and prevented from re-
entering the old city. Hebron was
also shocking, with an extreme
group of Zionist settlers inhabit-
ing part of the town centre, literal-
ly on top of Palestinian homes and
shops. When we later told one of
the Shat-ha group about these
experiences, she pithily said “Ah,
so you’ve been doing the catastro-
phe tour.” This observation made
me feel more certain about the
need to engage with Palestinians
in ways which are not always
about the negative aspects of their
lives. But perhaps we needed to
witness the overtly shocking as
well.

SHAT-HA WALKING GROUP
The Shat-ha walking group, the
only one of its kind in the West
Bank, was set up in 2006 by Dr
Saleh Abdel Jawad, a Birzeit
University history and political sci-
ence professor, and Samia Botmeh,
an economist. Shat-ha aims to re-
connect people to the land, pro-
moting public awareness and
responsibility towards preserva-
tion of the beautiful but endan-
gered landscape. There is a core
group of people living in or near
Ramallah, but many walks are
joined by foreign visitors and
Palestinians returning to visit.

A session at the Edinburgh Book Festival inspired
Susan Moffat to go walking in new territory,
offering real insights into the Israeli occupation
and its effects on the Palestinian people.

WOMEN’S DAY
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Raja Shehadeh is one of the reg-
ular Shat-ha walkers but has been
walking in Palestine since the
1970s, as he writes, “before many
of the irreversible changes that
blighted the land took place.” The
seven walks described in his book
span a period of twenty seven
years.
By the time we embarked on our

first walk, we had begun to under-
stand the significance of the zoning
of the West Bank. The first area
(A), the towns and cities, is con-
trolled by the Palestinian National
Authority and Israelis must get a
permit to enter. The second area
(B), the suburbs around towns, is
jointly controlled, but with the
Israeli Defence Force (IDF) in
charge of “security”. The third
area (C), the small villages and the
countryside is controlled by the
IDF. This means that the West
Bank is split up and work and
travel is difficult and very time-
consuming. The separation wall is
never far away. We were told that
the although the wall is said to be
about security, it is more about
encroaching on yet more land.
Our walks were all in Area C. It is
within Area C that the settlements
are built. There are many of them,
and we saw new ones under con-
struction. It soon became easy to
identify the suburban style of
building and all were on the tops
of hills, looking down on
Palestinian villages. Whilst out
walking we could see some of the
settlements in the distance and also
see the roads built to reach settle-
ments; roads which Palestinians
are not allowed to use unless they
have a permit. Because of high
unemployment some Palestinians
are forced to work on building the
settlements and then servicing
them.

THREE WALKS
The first day’s walk was a long one
of 20 kilometres, from Ramallah
at 800m above sea level to Jericho,
480 m below sea level. Saleh was
our leader, and carrier of the
kettle! We started early with a
short taxi-bus to the hills on the
outskirts of Ramallah and

descended to the ravine called
Wadi Qelt. This walk is one of the
seven described in Raja Shehadeh’s
book.
As with most of the Shat-ha

walks, there were walkers of many
nationalities. A young Russian
woman was visiting her sister who
is married to a Palestinian who
studied and lived in Russia for sev-
eral years. A young Muslim couple
joined us for what was also their
first walk with Shat-ha. They held
hands, which they wouldn’t have
done normally. As with all Shat-ha
walks, we stopped for a magnifi-
cent picnic (Shat-ha means picnic).
A fire was lit, the kettle appeared
and tea with herbs was brewed up.
A bit further on, whilst we were

resting, four walkers came towards
us and sat down to chat. They
were Israelis and although every-
one was polite there was also ten-
sion. This would not have been the
case during a similar situation out
on the hills in Scotland. The sub-
text in Wadi Qelt was – who has a
right to be here; are visitors wel-
come; whose land is this anyway?
The walk continued amongst the
stunning but arid landscape. We
met some Bedouin people who
used to roam widely with their
flocks of goats and sheep. They are
now very restricted in their move-

ments and have become poorer.
Apart from restrictions on move-
ment there is less water for ani-
mals, crops and people in the West
Bank. There has been less rain in
the region in recent years but more
importantly, the Israelis control
the water supply. The Bedouin get
a limited amount of water from
small water trucks. The politics of
who controls water is yet another
instrument of aggression and con-
trol, one which becomes more
important as each year passes. This
became even more apparent when
we visited the Jordan Valley and
met with the Palestinian Union of
Agricultural Workers who showed
us how they are being driven off
the land and denied access to
water whilst Israeli agri-business
thrives.
The second and shorter walk

took us to an unusually fertile area
where aubergines were growing.
We started at a small Palestinian
village and were made aware by
our hosts that a small group of
boys were very suspicious of us, no
doubt wondering if we pale
skinned people were settlers. The
heat was quickly taken out of the
situation but was another example
of the tensions and potential
danger involved in going for a
walk. We left the village wading

The infamous
separation wall

Wewere told
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security, it is
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through piles of rubbish. There is a
problem with lack of infrastruc-
ture for collecting rubbish, but our
hosts also told us that many people
have lost the ability to appreciate
the landscape. This is exacerbated
by the proliferation of non-
biodegradable plastic which did
not exist in earlier times.
Raja Shehadeh and the British

writer Robert MacFarlane, author
of The Wild Places, joined us on
this walk. Robert took many notes
about our walk and we all got
excited when we saw a flock of
bulbuls and a white fronted king-
fisher.

WALK THREE
We walked among old olive ter-
races, where many trees are not
harvested any more. It has become
too difficult for farmers to reach
the olive groves because of the
IDF’s ever-changing controls on
movement of people and goods.
Palestinians can be held up by
checkpoints for hours one day and
not at all the next day. This is
another example of the systematic
wearing down and control of the
people. There were many ruins of
stone roundhouses which farmers
used to live in during summer to
watch flocks and tend crops. We
were taken to see some amazing
caves and rock formations on
which some slogans were written.
“Time is Pain” was one which
summed up the seemingly never-
ending conflict, constant psycho-
logical warfare and impermanence
of the lives of Palestinians. We
stopped for our picnic and brew-up
inside the walls of a ruined
Crusader castle. As we were laying
out food and getting the fire going
two Israeli soldiers appeared,
asking “What are you doing in
Israel?”Wemanaged not to say “we
are not in Israel” not wanting to
antagonise the soldiers, one of
whom spoke little English and
seemed very twitchy, and after a
fewmore questions theymoved on.
We were then aware that they must
have been watching us for some
time. Our hosts later said that they
might have been given a harder
time if we had not been there.

REFLECTIONS ON THE TRIP
The news stories we hear are about
terror, conflict and the hopeless-
ness of the situation. Although our
trip was short, walking with Shat-
ha gave us another perspective as
well as the chance to discuss the
occupation and what it does to the
Palestinian people. Walking is
pleasant and sociable but also a
peacefully subversive way to learn
about the history and lives of
Palestinians and assert rights to the
land.
Why a Jewish state in the first

place? I return to the question
which troubled me before my
trip, about which much has been
written. The understanding that is
arguably still dominant in Europe
and the USA, is that the ‘Jewish
people’ have a right to a Jewish
homeland because of the persecu-
tion they have suffered. For some
time this seemed to me to be a
naïve and illogical argument yet
one that quite obviously suited a
variety of imperial political pur-
poses. In Karl Sabbagh’s book
Palestine, A Personal History
(Atlantic Books, 2006) he
explores the history of Palestine
and the creation of the Jewish
state, Israel, from the perspective
of someone whose family lived in
Palestine from 1700. He scotches
the powerful myth of “a land
without people for a people with-
out land”, and also gives evidence
that not all Jews wanted “a home-
land”. This is something which
needs to be more widely known.
In the period leading up to the
1917 Balfour Declaration which
carved out the fate of the
Palestinians, there were two
major British-Jewish organisa-
tions, the Board of Deputies and
the Anglo-Jewish Association who
objected to the establishment of
Jewish nationality in Palestine.
They did so on the grounds that
the theory of Jewish homelessness
“must have the effect throughout
the world of stamping the Jews as
strangers in their own lands and
of undermining their hard won
positions as citizens and nationals
of those lands.” They also forecast
the dire consequences of pursuing

this plan: “The proposal is all the
more inadmissible because Jews
are and probably will remain a
minority of the population of
Palestine, and it might involve
them in the bitterest feuds with
their neighbours of other races
and religions.” Prophetic indeed.

WHAT NEXT FOR THE SCOTTISH
WALKING GROUP?
It was always our aim to invite
members of Shat-ha to visit
Scotland and walk with us. It was
easy for us to book air tickets to
Tel Aviv although we were anxious
about being interrogated. It is
much more problematic for
Palestinians to travel out of the
West Bank (for Gazans impossi-
ble).
Some manage to get travel per-

mits to go out via Israel, but others
have to travel via Jordan, a journey
which adds days to any trip and
still entails going through Israeli
checkpoints. As yet we do not
know if any members of Shat-ha
will be able to join us walking in
Scotland in 2010. What will
happen is a photo exhibition of the
landscape, plants and people on
some of the Shat-ha walks. There
are five excellent photographers in
the group. The exhibition,
Masharef, will be at the Scottish
Storytelling Centre, High Street,
Edinburgh from 7 August – 25
September. So at least we have
been able to find one way of show-
ing what Shat-ha do and the inspir-
ing landscape.

� Susan Moffat is a member of
Democratic Left Scotland.
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BOOK REVIEW

ANOTHER TIME, ANOTHER PLACE?
BRITAIN INTHESEVENTIES

So what were the seventies like
for you (assuming you’re old
enough to remember)? I

rather enjoyed them, but they were
the formative years of my late ado-
lescence and young adulthood,
when everything – emotions,
memories, tastes and opinions –
comes into sharp relief. My per-
sonal mood and circumstances
seemed to match the time, with
politics, culture and ideology more
noisy and polarised – just like
some snotty teenager – than any
other period of modern British his-
tory. The three-day week and
power cuts, oil price hikes and
shortages, shop stewards and wild-
cat strikes and the social contract,
the “Troubles” in Northern Ireland
and the EEC referendum, 25 per
cent inflation and rising unem-
ployment, “the party’s over” and
“the country being swamped by
people of a different culture”, the
National Front and Rock Against
Racism, Grunwick and the
National Association for Freedom;
every public event and issue
seemed to pitch the country into
yet more antagonism and argu-
ment. You might not like what was
happening, but you certainly
couldn’t ignore it. I remember
scoffing at the concept of “moder-
ation” with a bunch of “comrades”
in my student union coffee bar
(including a then highly immoder-
ate David Aaronovitch), not so
much because we disagreed with it
as because it seemed so out of date

and unrealistic. This was a period
of extremes and fractures, of one
side or the other, of “with us or
against us”.

THRILL IN CONFLICT
And it wasn’t all bad; there was a
thrill in social and political con-
flict, especially for footloose
young people like me. The three-
day week actually saw an increase
in “community spirit”, relayed
here by Beckett, insofar as it’s pos-
sible to quantify such a notorious-
ly slippery concept. With enforced
time off work, people devoted
themselves to greater and more
diverse “leisure” pursuits, and
there is substantive evidence of
temporarily increased male
involvement in the household and
childcare. Fond memories of
candle-lit family evenings in the
winter of 1974 have some basis in
material reality. We would do well
to remember the satisfactions as
well as privations of “austerity”
(the theme of another recent suc-
cessful “period biography” by
David Kynaston, in this case post-
Second World War), not least
because we’re sure to face more of
it in the coming period. Further, as
the great Italian communist leader
Enrico Berlinguer argued in 1977,
“austerity” can readily incorporate
greater environmental awareness.
The after-impression the seven-

ties has left on our collective mem-
ories is in stark monochrome:
black bin-liners and white candles,

black headlines on white
newsprint, politics in Labour grey
and Tory dark blue, black and
white people enjoined in mutual
incomprehension, black propagan-
da and little white lies. The ulti-
mate (for me) cultural artefacts of
the 1970s are the two monumen-
tal, baffling, matchless Joy
Division albums with Peter Savile-
designed covers and labels in white
on black (the first, Unknown
Pleasures, produced by Martin
Hannett as “a motorway under-
pass”) and black on white (the
second, Closer, “a sonic cathe-
dral”), which I bought on their day
of release and secretly treasured
(most of the Manchester left
thought these brooding young
white working class men, who
named their band after a Nazi
brothel, were fascists). I’ve never
been able to decide whether I was
lucky or unlucky to spend my late
teens and early twenties in a period
of such upheaval and transition.
There were stylistic changes I was
broadly in tune and involved with,
like the shift from class to identity
politics, or the democratic DIY
challenge of punk and post-punk
to popular youth culture, but the
bigger changes to politics and
social relations – specifically the
break-up of the post-war social
democratic consensus and the
emergence of hegemonic antisocial
Thatcherism – disgusted me and
blighted the lives of my friends and
family.

When the Lights
Went Out –
Britain in the
Seventies
by Andy Beckett
(Faber and Faber,
£9.99, paperback)

It is said of the (swinging) sixties that if you can remember
them, you weren’t there. Well Andy Pearmain was around in
the seventies and recalls enough of them to have reservations
about Andy Beckett’s account of that decade of industrial,
political and social strife.
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PRE-HISTORY
It is a measure of the Thatcherite
hegemony we are still living with,
even after 15 years of the New
Labour “adaptation”, that the
1970s seems like pre-history. If
ever we needed proof that
Thatcherism changed the way we
think and feel as well as order our
economic affairs, this is it. For
today’s young people, even the
history students I sometimes teach,
the seventies are an almost unfath-
omable mystery. They know more
about Victorian England or Nazi
Germany than the society and
period their parents grew up in. As
one young woman put it to me,
“It’s too long ago for us to have
lived through, but too recent to
study”. It’s not just a different
time, it’s a different kind of time,
with (for all the subsequent
brouhaha of technological innova-
tion) a depth and complexity far
beyond the social blandness and
cultural superficiality that set in
once the dust of ideological con-
flict had settled. Andy Beckett’s
book is a valiant attempt to sum-
marise the remembered and
recorded experience of the 1970s,
and to explain to people who were
too young (or old) just why the
decade seemed (and still seems) so
momentous. It follows the vogue
for “biographies” of entire peri-
ods, manifested most recently in
The Thirties – An Intimate
Biography (whose “intimacy”
seems to reside in the fact that it
was written by a woman).

PROFESSIONAL JOURNALIST
As a primer and a straightforward
chronological account of the
British 1970s, Beckett’s book is
highly proficient, with a fair few
surprises even for those of us
steeped in its history. I loved the
revelation, for example, that the
right wing think tank the Institute
for Economic Affairs, which laid
the conceptual foundations for
Thatcherite “authoritarian pop-
ulism” and “regressive modernisa-
tion” (Stuart Hall’s choice terms),
was founded with the profits from
Britain’s first battery chicken
farms, a system imported from the

US. The book is also very easily
readable, despite its inordinate
length (why do books have to be so
big these days?), and thereby hangs
the first problem. Beckett is a pro-
fessional journalist, working
mainly for the Guardian, and sev-
eral of the book’s sections were
first written as feature articles. As
such, the book is a collection of his
journalism. After a while, it begins
to read like an over-extended G2
piece, chatty and superficial, with
lots of conventional journalistic
observational detail to retain our
attention (“When I went back
there in 2006, the factory had been
replaced by a multiplex cinema”; I
paraphrase), or rather divert it
from whatever else is vying for it in
this era of 24 hour news.
Beckett also has a profoundly

annoying habit of referring to the
time and circumstances of his
interviews (“When I met Edward
Heath in 2003, his housekeeper
was changing the curtains in an
adjoining room”; I paraphrase
again), often in the same depth and
length as their substance. Rather
than witness or participant
accounts, it amounts to name-
dropping. On occasions his histor-
ical journalism also comes close to
the highly dubious practice of fic-
tionalisation, as in his “reconstruc-
tion” of the February 1972 “Battle
of Saltley Gates”. And because his
treatment is largely episodic, hung
on quite discreet symbolic events,
it begins to feel like a kind of his-
torical tourism, traipsing around a
series of unrelated sites and inci-
dents in the wake of Beckett and
his raised umbrella, with little
regard for historical “flow”. He
never really takes us inside the sev-
enties, so we never really engage
emotionally and intellectually with
the period, or get any real measure
of what it felt like to live through.
There is a serious technical prob-
lem here of historical perspective
and meaning: lots of little pictures,
no matter how vividly drawn, do
not necessarily make a big picture.
(There is another technical prob-
lem, about “periodisation”: when
exactly did “the seventies” begin
and end? I could make a case that

the period’s most significant
changes occurred between 1975
and 1985, but that wouldn’t fit
quite so neatly in a book title.)

LITTLE NEW INSIGHT
Beckett’s research consists largely
of interviews and published books;
he doesn’t seem to have gone any-
where near any real archives (and
here I’m showing something of the
snootiness of the academic histori-
an), apart from newspapers, so
there is little new here by way of
significant information or insight.
Further – and this is a particular
blight on modern “rolling news”
journalism (or as Nick Davies puts
it in his recent book Flat Earth
News, “churnalism”) – it means
that when Beckett writes about
things the reader knows intimately
about (in my case, the Communist
Party and student politics), his
account feels odd or even ludi-
crous. The section on student mili-
tancy, for example, is based on a
dinner conversation with his
cousin Simon, who went to
Middlesex Polytechnic in the mid-
1970s and in the after-dinner haze
happens to unearth a copy of a
1976 CP student pamphlet called
The Little Red Struggler, which
those of us communists most
actively involved in student union-
ism thought was ridiculous on
publication.

WAR-WEARINESS
Having said all that, there are
some sections which constitute
great journalism: the “story” of
Northern Ireland for example,
which was (and remains) even
more incomprehensible to most
Britons than the rest of what was
happening in these troubled
islands. Beckett provides a great
way in, and his account of the
grim, unrelenting misery and pain
of it all helps to explain why the
later negotiations and agreements
engineered by Major and Blair
were more an indication of war-
weariness on all sides than a gen-
uine attempt to resolve sectarian
differences. That’s why the
“province”/“statelet” (choose your
own sectarian designation)

When
Beckett
writes about
things the
reader
knows
intimately
about… his
account feels
odd or even
ludicrous.

BRITAIN IN THE SEVENTIES
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remains profoundly divided, and
why the basic criminality of the
terrorists/paramilitaries (another
terminological opposition) was
able to simply slide into the more
conventional “party politics” of
Sinn Fein and the DUP and into
more conventional, “legitimate”
gangsterism. But at least we don’t
get any more IRA bombs on the
“mainland”, which was the only
thing that really made the British
government and public sit up and
take notice of what was happening
“across the water”. For a similarly
compelling and complementary
portrait of Northern Ireland in the
1970s, see Steve McQueen’s quite
brilliant filmHunger.
There is also a sprightly and

enlightening section on Milton
Keynes, the last “new town” in
Britain, which started out a bold
example of social democratic plan-
ning and ended up a thrusting,
Tory-voting, car-dependent,
mildewed and rusting suburb of
Los Angeles, populated by an
uneasy mix of small business
people and the displaced urban
poor. The “blank slate” of British
futurism is now a curious amalgam
of fading modernism and rude
chav, but there was something
deeply admirable and slightly mad
about the idea that you could con-
struct a shiny new community
from scratch. Similarly the section
on plans for a third London airport
on Maplin sands in the Thames
estuary, which were eventually
ditched by a combination of public
spending constraints and the active

opposition of (among others) arch-
social democrat Tony Crosland,
accounts for another of those dim-
ming technocratic dreams of
“modernisation” which clutter up
our recent political history.

HIGH POLITICS
But the book is largely concerned
with the “high politics” of parlia-
mentary and party leaders, and
hereby resides its most substantial
problem. Beckett has interviewed
most of the period’s surviving par-
liamentary politicians and trade
union leaders – Heath, Healey, the
Jacks Jones and Dromey – and has
clearly been charmed and
impressed by them, to the point of
taking them at their own estima-
tion. There is far too much of
Denis Healey, who even at the
time was regarded by allies and
colleagues as untrustworthy and
unprincipled, and Beckett’s treat-
ment of James Callaghan comes
close to hagiography. There are
several variations on the self-serv-
ing social democratic dream or
“wishful rethinking” that if only
“Sunny Jim” Callaghan had called
the 1979 general election a few
months earlier or later, we might
have been spared Thatcherism,
when in fact the 1974–79 Labour
government laid the union-taming,
public service cutting and socially
illiberal foundations for the later,
more purposeful transformations.
But then the book is imbued

with what has been called the
“centrist illusion” of British poli-
tics, that if only we would entrust

the country’s affairs to a national
government of “men of good
sense” like Heath and Callaghan,
its intractable social and economic
problems would be resolved. This
kind of approach – blind to ideolo-
gy and history – would find its ulti-
mate expression in the briefly
successful Social Democratic Party
(1981–88). A lot ofGuardian jour-
nalists – Peter Jenkins, Polly
Toynbee, Tom Forrester and others
– joined the SDP. Their overween-
ing self-confidence, conversational
and networking skills, shallow
irreverence and modish liberalism
found a temporary political home
beyond the columns of their news-
paper. This was “politics without
politics”, crafted to appeal to those
who went “hatless to work” (as
Raphael Samuel put it) by a deeply
elitist political organisation, which
(in Crewe and King’s definitive
judgment) “went up like the rocket
and came down like the stick”. It
didn’t work then, and it has never
worked before or since (New
Labour being the latest disappoint-
ment), but it remains a powerful
talisman to a certain section of the
“progressive middle class”.
Guardian journalist Andy Beckett
has written an engaging, highly
readable and enjoyable “pre-histo-
ry” of the SDP, which I have a
sneaking suspicion (if he’d been
born twenty years earlier) he’d
have been among the first to join.

� Andrew Pearmain is a Labour
historian based at the University of
East Anglia.

The book is
largely
concerned
with the
“high
politics” of
parliament-
ary and party
leaders, and
hereby
resides its
most
substantial
problem.

More from Democratic Left Scotland at

www.democraticleftscotland.org.uk



30 / SPRING 2010 / PERSPECTIVES 25

In which Bruce Kent dons The Hat
and reflects on a pioneer peace
activist, the election and the hazards
of funerals …

DIARY

GRAVE HUNTING
Last summer on a nice hot day my
wife and I set out to find the
memorial to someone we had only
just heard about – William Randal
Cremer.
Who he you may well wonder?

Actually the first British person to
be awarded, in 1903, the Nobel
Peace Prize. The heroes and
heroines of peace soon get
forgotten. It is the military who
get high places on monuments
and plinths and whose names
seem to ring forever.
Cremer, who died in 1908,

started life in a very poor family,
became a carpenter, then, after a
move to London, a labour
organiser and finally an MP. He
has ended up in Hampstead
cemetery where his name is not
even on the list of “famous”
people lying inside on the gate.
We found him eventually, after a
lot of hard work, entirely hidden
under numerous bramble bushes.
It was as well I brought my
secateurs.
Cremer’s lasting enthusiasm

was to promote international
arbitration and courts as way of
avoiding war. Sounds obvious
today. It was a revolutionary idea
then since it seemed to put a brake
on countries doing just what they
liked.
Gladstone had given the idea a

needed boost when he agreed to
settle the Alabama case by
arbitration and paid up when the
case went against Britain with
substantial costs. The Alabama
was British built ship which,

before it was sunk, did a lot of
harm to the cause of the eventual
winners of the American civil
war.
Cremer’s “Workman’s Peace

Association”, founded in 1871,
which had strong international
links, launched an appeal for a
“High Court of Nations” – in
other words a world court. It took
some time for the call to get
heard. The Czar’s Hague
Conference of 1899 gave it a good
push forward. Voluntary
arbitration was the first step in
that direction. Then came the
standing Court of the League of
Nations. That has grown into our
present United Nations
International Court of Justice
which has resolved numerous
disputes which might have led to
war. It has also given some very
constructive legal advisory
opinions, in particular on the
illegality of the use of nuclear
weapons.
We made some good jam out of

Cremer’s blackberries. But also
reminded ourselves that if we are
to move from a culture of war to a
culture of peace we need to learn
more about those who worked
constructively for international
peace long ago.

ELECTION FEVER
“Fever” is too strong a word for
what goes on in my part of
London. Leaflets from would-be
councillors drop through the door
all promising God knows what in
terms of improvements and all
making bold claims about their

past achievements. The flow of
leaflets from would-be MPs has
not yet started but will soon. Ours
is a seat which, in the past, would
be inevitably Labour. No such
certainty now and the Lib Dems
are pushing hard. The Tories
would do well to stay at home and
save their deposit. Greens and
others, unhappily, need not
bother, granted our unfair
electoral system. Some form of PR
is evidently good enough for
Scotland , Northern Ireland and
Europe but not for Westminster.
But at least for local and

national administration we do get
a vote. But for the institution
which is meant to deal with the
major problems that affect our
global life – the United Nations –
we get no vote at all and no one
seems to be very bothered.
That issue did very much

bother the late Erskine Chillders,
a good friend and great
campaigner for UN reform. He
was the secretary of the World
Federation of United Nations
Associations.
He wanted an elected

international UN Parliamentary
Assembly, parallel to the general
assembly, elected on a regional
basis. Granted modern IT that
would be perfectly possible. But
few people even feel the need. In
part that is because the UN has
always felt like a distant body
which has little to do with us.
Most people have never seen

the UN Charter, have no idea who
represents Britain on the General
Assembly, the Security Council or
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Foot’s funeral recently. There I
was, up in front, with Gordon
Brown next to me and Neil
Kinnock at the other end of
the bench. I did my best
to behave though I’m
not sure that Michael
would have wanted
me to.
So I started off

my four minutes
with a story, which
is true, and which
readers of Perspectives
might like. About 20
years ago I was in the
same crematorium chapel
for the funeral of another good
friend, James Cameron, the
honest brave journalist.
Both he and Michael were in at

the start of CND so CND wanted
to do the honours.
We ordered a wreath from the

local florist and carefully
explained what we wanted.
Something large and white with
the CND symbol picked out in
bold red.
Anyway despite several requests

we did not see the wreath until it
came, as big as a bus tyre, into the
chapel on top of James’s coffin. It

was not quite what we asked for.
The colours were fine but instead
of the CND sign with its upright
and two arms we got the

Mercedes Benz circle
with three lines meeting
in the middle.
I pointed out then

that our radical
socialist friend
Jimmy went, to
whatever future he
wanted, carrying

with him a very large
advertisement for
modern capitalism. If we

had done the same to
Michael I think we would have
heard a banging from the famous
walking stick.

� Bruce Kent is currently a Vice
President of CND, of the
Movement for the Abolition of
War and of Pax Christi, the
catholic peace organisation. After
national service in the armoured
corps and university he spent most
of his life working in London as
university chaplain and parish
priest. He then became the general
secretary of CND in 1980 and has
never looked back.

on the thirty odd agencies where
the real ongoing work of the UN
is done.
It was the World Health

Authority which eliminated
smallpox. UNESCO which
brought literacy to millions and
the Trusteeship Council which
ended colonial rule, largely
without violence, in many parts of
the world.
All appointments at the

moment are made directly by
governments yet the Charter starts
with ringing word about “We the
Peoples …”
At the moment “we the

peoples” do not get much of a
look in. I dream of the day when
every child entering secondary
school will be given a copy both of
the Charter and the Declaration
of Human Rights, will know how
much the UN has achieved on
minimal funding and will in
practical terms feel like global
citizens as well as national ones.
A Utopian dream? That’s how

all reforms start.

BEST FOOT FORWARD
It was a great honour to be asked
to say a few words at Michael

Democratic Left
Scotland’s relaunched
website is now live –
with news, events

listings, articles from
Perspectives and blogs.

We ordered a
wreath…
with the CND
symbol
picked out in
bold red.
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