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After May’s General Election
we have entered new territo-
ry with the formation of the

Coalition Government as a conse-
quence of the Tories’ inability to
capture a majority of seats in
Westminster.
This situation, argues Robin

McAlpine in his article on page 5,
should give us cause for hope. He
observes that just about the whole
population stands “to the left of
the vortex on economic issues” but
that this is not represented at all by
the major political parties that
have been consistently neo-liberal
with regard to their policies on the
functioning of the economy.
The hope is that this disjuncture

between the electorate and the
parties may offer real opportuni-
ties for a campaign “to really
create change – reforming the mar-
kets, the media, the institutions of
society and injecting real represen-
tative and participative democracy
into the economy.”
In the short term we have to face

the issue of cuts in public expendi-
ture as part of the Coalition
Government’s plan to reduce the
UK’s massive financial deficit.
Stuart Fairweather sketches out a
strategy to protect public services
that sees the need to draw together
all affected parties – both workers
and service users, trade unionists
and community groups – to gener-
ate effective opposition to cuts that
could throw our stuttering econo-
my back into reverse: the spectre
of the double-dip recession.

This issue’s “Keywords” is par-
ticularly timely, dealing as it does
with the word “Keynesian”. John
Maynard Keynes was probably the
greatest economist of the twenti-
eth century and David Purdy’s
analysis of his ideas and legacy
might point to ways for dealing
with the recession that avoid the
dreaded “double-dip”.
Enough of coalition and cuts.

Let’s move to culture.
One of the proud boasts of

Perspectives is that we have consis-
tently tried to represent the
“bigger picture” in producing this
magazine and like to take “cul-
ture” as seriously as politics.
So in this issue (on page 14) we

have a real “big picture” – a repro-
duction of the new portrait, com-
missioned by Democratic Left
Scotland, of the writer and artist
Alasdair Gray by Sandy Moffat,
plus an accompanying apprecia-
tion by Alan Riach.
The work is going on long-term

public display at Glasgow’s Oran
Mor following its public unveiling
there on Wednesday 23rd June.
Elsewhere in this issue we have

Willy Maley’s observations on
James Kelman’s attack on Scottish
genre fiction, a fascinating article
by Gavin Bowd on Radio
Caledonia, which broadcast to
Scotland from Germany in the
Second World War, and two topi-
cal book reviews.
Thanks to our contributors.

Sean Feeny
Editor
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By the time you read this, the oil giant BP may
not exist, having collapsed in the wake of the
Gulf coast oil spill, the disastrous attempts to

stem the flow of oil from the deep sea bed and the
incompetent measures to contain the oil slick and
protect the southern shores of the USA. We can be
sure that the local fishing industry has been pretty
well destroyed and most likely the tourist and many
other industries in Louisiana and its neighbouring
states. The complex human ecology supported in the
wetlands along the Louisiana coast had already begun
to degrade as a result of the oil industry in the Gulf
and the rising sea levels from climate change. It now
looks as though the destruction will be complete.
BP’s safety and environmental record is appalling.
Whether the company survives or goes will be a
decision largely dictated by the market. In other
words, the company is primarily accountable to the
interests of capital, not to any government. This is
something we know. The lesson is that ecological
destruction and the loss of lives and livelihoods is the
outcome of this lack of public accountability.
On a recent trip to Shetland I saw the result of

what is acclaimed as the success story in making the
oil industry accountable. The oil terminal at Sullom
Voe was built in the mid 1970s, in the middle of
pressure on the global supply and price of oil from
the Organisation of Petroleum Exporting Countries
(OPEC) in response to the west’s support for Israel
when Egypt and Syria attempted to reclaim the
land occupied in 1967. The oil crisis allowed
Shetland, represented by Liberal leader Jo
Grimond, to demand concessions. Sullom Voe oil
facility is reasonably well hidden and there
appear to have been few polluting incidents.
Moreover, a local tax per barrel of oil processed
has enabled large public sector employment and
provided communal facilities throughout the islands
in the form of village halls, arts activities, leisure
centres and community trust enterprises, none of
which bears a logo from an oil company. A
success in compromising with the capitalist
oil industry in the interests of the
population? I’m not in a position to
judge James O’Connor’s 1979
prediction1 that the benefits of the
industry would be to the petty
bourgeoisie and their allies in the
political class, rather than to
workers.
Having recently participated

in the wonderful opera
Carbon Chronicles by Camilla

Cancantata I’m reminded of the geological scale of
these things. I have written before about the
imminent end to the 250 year oil era in which
capitalism burns up the oil which took 50 million
years to form. As I write, the annual targets for
carbon dioxide reductions are being negotiated in the
Scottish Parliament, after the SNP’s first derisory
attempts were thrown out. We have 40 years to cut
80% to meet the targets in the Climate Change Act.
Simple arithmetic tells you that anything less than 2%
per year now, delays the big cuts to later and leads to
a greater total level of climate change. We need at
least 3% annual reduction, implemented with social
justice. This means hitting the most privileged
emitters hardest – the oil industry, the fossil power
stations, the businesses most dependent on aviation –
and implementing just transition programmes for the
workers who have been made dependent on these.
This cannot be done by classifying polluters as
“National Developments”, putting them outwith the
control of local accountability. Already two National
Developments, the proposed coal-fired power station
at Hunterston and the gas power station at
Cockenzie, have run into trouble with conflict
between national expediency and local and global
interests.
Thousands of us marched through Edinburgh and

many thousands more in other cities throughout the
world, demonstrating against the latest aggression of
the Israeli military and government in killing nine
activists carrying humanitarian aid towards Gaza.
At this time it seems unlikely that we will ever
get a full picture of what happened since Israel is
blocking calls from the UN and world
governments, including those friendly to it, for
an independent inquiry. As I write it seems unclear

whether the level of violence was premeditated and
planned by Israel or whether it erupted
spontaneously amongst the commandos and

subsequently praised by the Israelis. We do
know however that the Israeli military’s

violent occupation of the Mavi
Marmara in international waters
included deliberate shooting to
kill and summary executions.
We know that they met with
some resistance by unarmed
activists using sticks and
kitchen knives. We know
that the attack was
justified by Israel in
order to search for

weapons amongst the

EURIG SCANDRETT
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cargo which had already been checked by officials in
Turkey, its erstwhile ally. It is clear that Israel’s
fanatical fundamentalism, its belief in its God-given
right to flout international law in pursuit of its 60+
year violent repression of the Palestinians is tolerated
by the world community and especially the USA
which bankrolls it.
If, as the Israelis claim, their commandos were

attacked by activists as they attempted to board the
aid flotilla, then arguably the actions of those activists
are close to the principles of non-violence developed
by M.K. Gandhi and Martin Luther King. Although
these leaders encouraged their supporters not to use
violence, the main purpose of non-violence is to
expose the violence in the oppressor rather than
simply avoiding violence in the victim. By offering
resistance with sticks and knives to one of the most
lethally equipped militaries in the world – and paying
with their lives – the activists exposed to the world
the violence inherent in the blockade of Gaza and the
whole Zionist occupation of Palestine.
Israel’s actions will, by contrast, lead to more

violence. Like most people, I am furious about the
murders and the ongoing oppression of Palestine,
and feel helpless in the face of the world’s toleration
of Israel’s behaviour. I am a 48 year old Christian. If I
were a 24 year old Muslim I am sure that I would be
raging and I might look for other means to challenge
Israel and its appeasers. Israel’s state terrorism will
fuel more terrorism.
In India we are also seeing violence escalating from

an attack on the poor dressed up as a war on
terrorism. India’s Operation Green Hunt is a
concerted attempt to destroy “Naxalites” (Maoist
insurgents), especially in the central-eastern forests of
Chhattisgarrh, Jarkhand, Orissa and West Bengal.

Little reported in the UK media, the death toll of
state military and paramilitary, guerrillas, tribal
people and other civilians is growing rapidly,
especially since an Indian military detachment of 76
soldiers, deep inside tribal forest lands, were killed in
a Maoist ambush on April 6th. The recent derailing
of a passenger train in May seems to have been the
work of tribal militias allied with the Maoists.
Communist Party of India (Maoist) is strongest in
areas where tribal people are being evicted in order
to allow access for mineral extraction companies.
The writer and activist Arundhati Roy spent weeks
with CPI(M) guerrillas in the Dandakaranya forest
and published a revealing account on
www.outlookindia.com/article.aspx?264738.
One cheer from Bhopal as eight executives and

managers of Union Carbide India Limited (UCIL) are
found guilty of causing deaths through negligence.
This should not be confused with justice. UCIL was
the Indian majority-owned subsidiary of Union
Carbide Limited (UCL), the US multinational parent,
which oversaw the corner cutting which led to the
Bhopal disaster and is now owned by Dow Chemical.
UCL has always tried to avoid accountability, initially
by blaming Indian workers, then by negotiating a cut
price “settlement” with the Indian government, and
finally by absorbing the company into Dow
Chemicals which is attempting to distance itself from
any liability.

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

NOTE
1 Published in his Natural Causes: Essays in

Ecological Marxism, 1998.
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AFTER THEWESTMINSTER ELECTION:

CREATINGANEW
SOURCEOFGRAVITY

You probably think you know
the implications of the
General Election. I think I

know the implications, or at least
some of them. But I’m not sure.
And therein lies the monumental
success (and failure) of the 2010
General Election. It was the natu-
ral conclusion of a process of col-
lapse of party politics in Britain
and perhaps the death throes of
the neo-liberal project. What
comes next will not be an exten-
sion of what just happened, but
that does not necessarily mean that
because we dislike what just hap-
pened we will like what comes
next. What I want to argue here is
that we must learn what it was that
just happened so we will be able to
influence what comes next. And
make no mistake, the “other side”
has begun that process with great
energy and vigour. There is a sense
floating around the Left that time
is on our side and that the mess the
world is in will now lead inevitably
to something better. This would be
a fatal mistake.

SOCIAL IMAGINATION
Let me begin by sketching out my
basic thesis on the neo-liberal proj-
ect. The idea of “imagination” is
commonly taken to be a personal
and private thing, but it is nothing
of the sort. In fact, imagination is
social in almost every sense; we do
not imagine something which does

not exist but rather reassemble
what already exists in a different
way guided by current beliefs
(when the Victorians imagined
travelling to the moon they did so
in petticoats and hot air balloons –
while before Copernicus people
simply didn’t imagine going to the
moon). Social imagination is an
important motor of historical
change because it is when a vision
of something different (and better)
than what exists today is shared by
a sufficient number of people that
momentum begins to make that
“something different” possible.
That is why the neo-liberal project
has been so keen to keep our imag-
inations individual (and individu-
alistic) with dreams of gadgets,
holidays, home renovation,
celebrity lifestyle and cosmetic sur-
gery. We have no remaining vision
of utopia inWestern society, only a
sort of omnitopia in which every-
one wants everything and so every-
one wants the same thing.
Monolithic, ubiquitous, deperson-
alised. The shopping mall. The
project wasn’t to defeat utopi-
anism and the vision of a better
world, but to defeat the belief that
a better world was possible at all
(or even desirable). Everything is
as it is because this is how it is
meant to be. Even state commu-
nism was less pervasive in its ideol-
ogy – medieval theocracy is
probably the most recent parallel.

The deregulation agenda was
not really the heart of neo-liberal-
ism because that would suggest
that regulation is something which
can be chosen. Really it was about
abolishing the idea of the possibili-
ty of the regulation of capital alto-
gether – you can’t buck the market.
So where does this leave us in

the aftermath of the General
Election? The first and most
important thing we might do is to
try to reattach words to meanings.
We have just sat through an entire
election in which none of the par-
ties contending it seemed willing
to use any words which might be
accidentally attached to any identi-
fiable idea or analysis. So let’s start
with why that is. And so the first
definition:

Triangulation is the process of
determining the location of a
point by measuring angles to it
from known points at either
end of a fixed baseline.

Most will be familiar with the
political application of this con-
cept as developed in the US by the
Clinton campaign in the 1990s. If
you wish to gather the most possi-
ble votes, simply identify a posi-
tion to take based on a calculation
of equidistance from possible base-
line positions. In the British con-
text “tough on crime” (for the
Daily Mail), “tough on the causes

It has been
almost 20
years since
there was
any real
economic
policy
position
difference
between the
main
political
parties.

The inconclusive outcome to the General Election might have
given us the Coalition Government of the Tories and
Lib-Dems, but it may also be a harbinger of great hope for the
Left, argues Robin McAlpine.
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of crime” (for the nuisances who
actually bothered to join your
political movement). There is of
course a problematic conclusion
from this which ought to have
been obvious and that is that if this
works, it works for everyone. Like
a TV CIA agent tracking a mobile
phone, just keep recalibrating your
position according to given refer-
ence points and eventually you will
find the “source point”.
Initially this was about econom-

ics – it has been almost 20 years
since there was any real economic
policy position difference between
the main political parties. In Britain
there has never really been any
divergence in position on foreign
affairs (no government has really
made a significant change in British
foreign policy). Which is to say that
quite quickly after the loss to Blair
the Tories started triangulating for
themselves and by the 2005 elec-
tion it was hard to see any differ-
ence between Blair and Michael
Howard on anything in economic,
foreign or defence policy. The “dif-
ferentiator” was social policy
where Howard thought knee-jerk
populism could edge it. But that
didn’t work and so they got rid of
him and replaced him with some-
one who could finally triangulate
the Tories into a winning position
by seeking to take the remaining
differentiator and triangulate it out
of existence – hence hugging hood-
ies and cycling to work to save the
environment.

EVERYTHING FELL APART
But just as this was happening (as
happen it inevitably would given
the inescapable logic of triangulat-
ed politics) something else hap-
pened. Just at this moment the sky
fell in. The point upon which
everyone had been expected to
congregate turned out not to be
sufficiently stable to take the
weight. Of anyone. Just at the
moment when we were to have
believed in the End of History, the
final victory over all concepts of
social control of markets, the mar-
kets did what uncontrolled mar-
kets always do eventually and they
fell apart. It was as if everyone had

decided to moor their boats at
exactly the same spot in the ocean
only to find that it was a
whirlpool. Everything fell apart in
the most spectacular of manners
but no-one could do anything
about it because they were very
firmly pitched inside the vortex
and could find no way out. And so
it was that we got an election
where everyone had the same
script, everyone knew that they all
had the same script, everyone
knew that everyone else’s script
was absolutely riddled with holes,
but no-one could point out the
glaring holes in anyone else’s script
because it would instantly high-
light the same holes in their own.
And so we watched comatosed
while everyone said nothing.
There should have been no sur-

prise – this was all the utterly pre-
dictable effect of the myth of
triangulation. There simply isn’t a
spot which is equally unobjection-
able to everyone because of two
major problems. The first is simply
that it’s a stupid idea because
people have different views. The
second is simply that not everyone
has quite the same force of objec-
tion. Triangulation was really
between two points, not three. It
was a point as close as possible to
the massive political clout of Big
Money while being just within the
boundaries of not too far away
from what real people can be made
to swallow. And naturally that
meant more-or-less where Big
Money wanted it (thought slightly
short of not actually using the poor
and “unproductive” as a source of
fuel). But since Big Money is
demonstrably nuts (in fact, psy-
chotic in its narrow-sighted, nar-
cissistic, sociopathic disregard for
everything else) it was always a
dangerous point to choose.
And so for another definition to

try to find words which properly
reflect what is happening:

An event horizon is a
boundary in spacetime, most
often an area surrounding a
black hole, beyond which
events cannot affect an outside
observer.

For those not familiar with astro-
physics, it goes like this. When a
star starts to burn up too much of
the fuel which keeps it going its
weight and therefore gravity
reduces and it starts to expand (it
is made of gas and is held together
by its own gravity). As it expands
it sucks up planets and other
debris until it starts to get so
heavy again that its gravity grows
and grows, gradually sucking in
more and more matter in a chain
reaction until its gravity is so great
that it starts sucking all its own
weight into itself. What is hap-
pening is that more and more
matter is trying to take up less and
less space. If you want, the star is
trying to triangulate itself. Except
that in the physical universe
(unlike the political universe) it
simply isn’t possible to pack an
infinite amount of material into
an ever-smaller space. When it
finally collapses it becomes so
incredibly dense that it rips a hole
through space and time and cre-
ates a black hole. Around a black
hole is a fringe, the last place from
which the outside world can sense
anything at all – light, heat,
matter. After that is event hori-
zon, the point where everything
disappears from our ability to see
it.

HOLE THROUGH REALITY
It wasn’t an election, it was an
event horizon. Such a giant
volume of shit tried to squeeze
itself into such a tiny space that it
ripped a hole straight through real-
ity and those of us not sucked in
were unable to see any light, hear
any noise or feel anything solid.
The start of this article referred

to the election as a “monumental
success”. And so it was. The neo-
liberal mess was so big and the
implications so enormous that its
only hope was to disappear, to dis-
tort reality to such an extent that
people could no longer see or hear
anything. Instead, a vacuum exists
in which ridiculous tales about
“gold plated pensions” for nurses
and “bloated government” (bloat-
ed mainly by the actions of Big
Money) are now passing for

A NEW SOURCE OF GRAVITY

The markets
did what
uncontrolled
markets
always do
eventually
and they fell
apart.
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“information” for those of us out-
side the event horizon.
The other suggestion at the start

of this article is that we have to
realise what has just happened if
we are going to respond properly.
The event horizon metaphor was
not chosen at random. One of the
lessons for astrophysics is that
once you reach the point of event
horizon then you give up. Event
horizon is the point beyond which
rescue is impossible, “beyond
which events cannot affect an out-
side observer”. However, the
event horizon is a halo around a
tiny point. The vast majority of the
universe is outside the event hori-
zon. The trick is to work out what
can be saved and what we must
accept is consigned to eternal
darkness beyond reality as we
know it.
It is probably too early to be

writing a manifesto, but we need
to be quite clear-eyed about the
difference between the salvable
and the damned, that which still
exists in reality and that which
does not. Firstly, markets remain
institutions which exist in the real
world and they are very capable of
affecting an outside observer – and
equally capable of being reformed
and tamed. So too the media and
the global institutions of neo-liber-
al capitalism. It may suit them that
politics has slipped beyond an
event horizon for now, but that
may just mean that they’ve been
left out here along with the rest of
us. Because we are all definitely
left out here in reality, along with
all the civic institutions and organ-
isations which constitute the real
fabric of society.

NO HOPE FOR SALVATION
What has slipped beyond our
reach is the political party system.
For now, at least, there is no realis-
tic hope of salvation for or from
the political parties. All of them in
their different ways have been
sucked too far into the vortex to
escape easily. The Labour Party
would need to admit that its 12
years in power were a disaster. The
SNP would need to reinvent the
best part of a decade of pro-market

rhetoric as something completely
different. The Tories and Lib Dems
are currently enjoying life in the
vortex. The small parties have
given up their gravity, their ability
to drag matter in their direction.
The socialists simply exploded but
without the majesty (or impact) of
even a mini-nova. The Scottish
Greens have played their own
game of triangulation out in some
obscure field where they seem to
have formed a small but orderly
circle and await someone else to
notice just how inoffensive they
can be when they try. And
Westminster itself is well beyond
the event horizon; it is the black
hole. There is more hope of gravi-
ty reversing itself than there is of
Westminster reforming itself –
those glued to the Guardian for
days after the election hoping for a
“progressive consensus” to emerge
which would reform the British
State once and for all were like
some sort of cult allowing itself to
be pulled right into the heart of the
black hole in the belief that some-
thing better might exist on the
other side. It doesn’t. For as long
into the future as it is possible to
see, Westminster is the exact point
at which all events which might
affect the observer end.

SCATTERED VOTE
This is not a reason for despair but
for great hope – if we wake up to
the reality. The people who voted
in the election did something very
interesting – they scattered their
vote. If ever there ought to have
been a moment when there was a
shift in the gravity of politics it was
now. After 12 years of Labour mis-
rule and Murdoch propaganda the
neo-liberal project should have
seen Cameron anointed untouch-
able as the man who will finish the
job. It didn’t happen, and that for
one simple reason: while there
may be a wide range of views and
feelings on many issues, we’re all
to the left of the vortex on eco-
nomic issues. None of us – barely a
person – thinks that nurses should
pay for bankers’ mistakes. There is
an event horizon, but it is miles off
to our right and all the space

between here and there is left. It is
just not possible to reclaim that
space on the basis of the political
parties we have.
This is the source of hope. We

have to create a new source of
gravity in this cosmos, one which
will drag the matter of reality back
towards real people and where
they want it to be. This article does
not seek to prescribe a new gravity,
but rather to make a plea for a new
search. I will offer three simple
examples of what it might mean at
first and then hope that this will be
where left debate and discussion
takes place. We could simply
escape the event horizon by break-
ing up the British State for good –
Scotland need no more revolve
around the decayed, imploded
mess which is Westminster/
Whitehall/The City of London. We
could drag the parties back to a
productive position by force –
through fear of losing control of
the population on the model of
Greece. Or we could create new
centres of gravity by organising
outside the party system, much as
we did in the 1980s and 1990s to
create the momentum for Scottish
devolution. Personally, I believe we
will require all three, because with-
out them we can’t get into a posi-
tion to really create change –
reforming the markets, the media,
the institutions of society and
injecting real representative and
participative democracy into the
economy.
And so one last definition, or

rather an etymology:

Aftermath: derived from
obsolete agricultural
terminology meaning a second
mowing; the grass which
grows after the first crop of
hay in the same season.

There must be a more fundamental
process of cutting away the over-
grown mess created by the politi-
cal systems in Britain, Europe and
beyond. Only then can we talk
meaningfully of an aftermath.

� Robin McAlpine is editor of
Scottish Left Review.
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NO TOCUTS:
PUBLIC SERVICE
ALLIANCES,
AUSTERITYAND
DEVOLUTION

Discussions are taking place
amongst local authority and
civil service workers, univer-

sity staff, fire-fighters and others.
All see themselves, and what they
do, as being in the firing line.
There is an understandable focus
on pay and conditions. And anger,
with attacks on workers being the
price of saving casino capitalism.
But can the unions unite and reach
out to widen the campaign? Below
the possibilities are considered in
the context of devolution and the
Conservative/Liberal Coalition’s
austerity plans. Resistance needs to
take place across Britain because of
the nature of the economy, the
structure of many unions and for
reasons of solidarity. However,
because of the Scottish parlia-
ment’s forthcoming elections, in
May next year, and the differenti-
ated nature of workforces and
communities, a more complex
strategy is required. The article
below begins a discussion on that
strategy.

LOOKING FOR A PARTY
The priority for the unions will be
to working together. But this
cannot be divorced from winning
the battle within wider society.
Finding a party, or parties, to open
up a front within parliamentary

politics will be an important part
of that struggle.
The SNP Government is calling

for cuts to be delayed. But what is
the motivation? Will we see an
even greater onslaught after the
Holyrood election or can contin-
ued public expenditure ensure
Scotland moves towards sustained
recovery? At present many voters
seem unsure that the Nationalists
are the best defence against the
London Coalition. But we still
have a bit to go until next May.
The potential for greater fiscal
powers may come just in time to
make things close. The SNP’s
record is mixed, arguably better
than New Labour on service provi-
sion, but with a similar liking for
the banks. Greater economic
levers have always been sought to
create a more business-friendly
environment. Strong public service
provision is not automatic if we
end up with another SNP govern-
ment after May.
The Tories, of course, are using

the crisis as a cover for cuts; their
prejudice towards the public is
inherent. Their Liberal partners
look like doing little to stop the car-
nage. Their role in providing con-
stitutional cover for the Tories in
Scotland needs to be exposed. The
Coalition has nothing to offer any

progressive alliance that promotes
social justice despite the rhetoric of
the “big society”. Thatcher turning
up on the steps of Downing Street
and Cameron announcing “life-
changing” cuts was not just a sym-
bolic gesture to the Tory right. It is
an indication that David plans to
employ the language of civic patri-
otism in a similar way toMargaret’s
authoritarian populism. Time and
again we will be told “we are all in
this together”.
Labour’s leadership election

looks unlikely to produce the basis
for resistance, despite Diane
Abbott’s inclusion. But opposition
does funny things. The calculation
will be how reliable public sector
workers and services users are as
potential voters in the next general
election. This is unless the cam-
paign to “regain the party” can
finally gain some ground. The lead-
ership of Unite and others will be
hoping this is the case but it looks
like an extremely long shot despite
the enduring resilience of this argu-
ment across the movement.
In Scotland Iain Gray’s lacklustre

leadership will attempt to exploit
links with the unions, real and
imagined. Negative campaigning
sharpened by Jim Murphy may
have a resonance with some.
However Glasgow’s marketising of
public services shows that there are
not always automatic allies in
Labour’s ranks. Many during the
Blair years grew away from the
workplaces and communities that
have traditionally supported them.
Voters may be looking to Labour to
ward off the spectre of Thatcherism
in Cameron guise. But in the run-
up to the Holyrood election will
the “natural party of government”
be anything more than superficial
advocates of resistance?

THERE IS MORE TO POLITICS
THAN PARTIES – BUILDING
ALLIANCES
The importance of “institutional
sponsors” in defending public
services should not be understated.
Public service unions need to be
aware of the dynamics of their
relationships to all political parties.
But they need to assert their own

With deep cuts in public
expenditure high on the Coalition
Government’s agenda, Stuart
Fairweather argues the politics
of resistance.
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vision of society first. This requires
the building of alliances not just
for the immediate interests of
union members, important as this
is, but for all that oppose a world
of speculation, debt and inequality.
Those that put people, planet and
place before profit are potentially
formidable if united. Public servic-
es need to be understood as central
to the good society that benefits
the majority and not just an acquis-
itive and uncaring minority.
The problem is that by their

nature alliances, including alliances
of trades unions, are difficult to
keep together. Particularly given
the dominant narrative that tells us
private is good and public is bad,
or at least a bit sad and grubby.
This argument is powerful. The
reality however is more complex.
Public services over the last thirty
years have been underfunded,
mocked and subjected to mana-
gerial distortion. As a result
people’s experience of services
has not always been positive. For
this reason any serious alliance
needs to involve the users and par-
ticipants not as a tactic but as an
essential part of challenging the
mythology and impact of the
Coalition’s plans. Many public
services are essential to people’s
lives and well-being. Drawing out
people’s experience of collectively
resourced quality services is part of
challenging an ideology that only
values things that can be individu-
ally bought and exploited.
Opposition to the budget saw

union members demonstrate, with
or without the backing of their
union’s leadership. Some empha-
sised the international nature of
capitalism’s crisis. They were not
wrong. However actual resistance
to the cuts and requires the build-
ing of local networks that can
organise in and across workplaces,
communities and parts of the coun-
try. Actions like this draw together
trades unionists, voluntary and
community groups. But we also
need to describe the kind of public
services we require in the kind of
communities we want to see. This
means organising discussions with
people about what roles they play

in this. It means working with the
voluntary sector in a way that is
complementary and avoids it
becoming the repository of shifts in
responsibility without shifts in
resources. Public accountability
must also be retained. By defini-
tion, “co-production” – the joint
design and running of services by
workers and users – needs to be on
a human scale. This sort of radical-
ism can challenge the “big society”
of weak welfare, low taxes and
high inequality. But winning will
require more than being self-right-
eous. We need to make services
popular and responsive in working
class communities and to the
diverse range of people that use
them, reminding all that public
services provide the backbone of a
sustainable economy. Defending
the public needs to be seen as part
of a culture of resistance.

TOWARDS THE GOOD SOCIETY
It looks like being a long cam-
paign. The events of June 2010
should only be seen as a start. In
part this is because there is not,
as yet, an adequate infrastruc-

ture for the alliances of unions and
those that support public services.
The economic crisis that is pro-
pelling the cuts agenda has nation-
al, european and global
dimensions. But – without
descending into competing local-
ism – the region, the city and the
community are places where the
fight back needs to be built. The
defence of community centres,
schools and health centres are
obvious mobilising points.
Defending the jobs of PCS civil
servants based in large offices can
be done by highlighting the impact
on the local economy. More diffi-
cult will be responding to the non-
filling of posts, the impact of
“voluntary” redundancies and the
withdrawal of grant funded proj-
ects. Here it is down to the unions
to resist the onslaught. Joint shop
stewards committees and the role
of trades union councils, where
they retain local strength, will once
again become important. We need
to support the Scottish TUC to
develop its campaigning role.

None of this will happen automat-
ically; inter union rivalry and the
slowness of headquarters to
respond appropriately will not
simply change because of cuts.
Action to build trust and co-opera-
tion needs to be ongoing.
Cameron and his allies will

attempt to enlist consumers and
the voluntary sector to undermine
the defence of public services.
Experience of inefficiency or unre-
sponsiveness will be employed to
justify change. Arguments will be
deployed that suggest that there is
no alternative to making cuts with-
out raising taxes. This mobilisation
will be connected to an articula-
tion of the future that suggests the
“natural” order of a society based
on huge inequality. Of course the
Coalition will use the language of
international competitiveness and
growth: a return to business as
usual.
We need a country where citi-

zens are participants in public serv-
ices, with taxes used to fund
quality services and promote redis-
tribution. But to achieve this we
need to be realistic about our
strengths and the challenges.
Putting up “No to Cuts” banners
may be easier than building a net-
work of connected alliances across
Britain that force the Coalition to
retreat. We need to do both.
Strikes, stoppages and occupations
should be employed as tactics that
involve – not alienate – in a cam-
paign that includes huge numbers
of people. The task is enormous
but the alternative is the increasing
barbarism of the market. Alliances
that work towards a different sort
of world are essential. And who
knows, we might also end up with
a different sort of party.

� Stuart Fairweather is convener of
Democratic Left Scotland.

NOTE
Thanks to those that made com-
ment on early drafts. This article
draws on Gregor Gall’s
Constructing Alliances to Oppose
Cuts in and Privatisation of Public
Services, University of Hertford-
shire, 2010.
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KEYNESIAN

John Maynard Keynes (1883–1946) was the most original
and influential economist of the

twentieth century, ranking along-
side Adam Smith in the eighteenth
century and Karl Marx in the nine-
teenth. The historian A.J.P. Taylor
(1965, p.136), credits Keynes with
having “invented most of modern
economics”. Certainly, he is one of
the few economists of any era
whose name, in adjectival form,
appears in the Oxford English
Dictionary. David Ricardo (1772–
1823) and Thomas Malthus
(1766–1834) also share this
honour, but whereas they are now
studied only by historians of eco-
nomic thought, the ghost of
Keynes continues to haunt con-
temporary policy debate: witness
the backlash among fiscal conser-
vatives against the exceptional
measures taken by governments
around the world to prevent the
recession triggered by the financial
crash of 2008 from turning into
another great depression.
That said, few people would

nowadays describe themselves as
Keynesians. Mainstream econo-
mists never understood Keynes
and lost interest in him altogether
after the post-war settlement col-
lapsed in the 1970s and the con-
trol of inflation replaced the
pursuit of full employment as the
primary goal of macroeconomic
policy. Even heterodox economists
seeking to retrieve and extend the
great man’s insights prefer to be
known as “post-Keynesians”. And

although government responses to
the recent crisis appeared to herald
a return to Keynes, it is going to
take more than one seismic shock
to break the hold of vested finan-
cial interests and neo-liberal ideol-
ogy over the direction of economic
policy.
In the recent general election

campaign, for example, both
Labour and the Liberal-Democrats
argued that premature action to
reduce the UK’s record budget
deficit risked precipitating a
double-dip recession. Yet neither
party saw fit to challenge the
Tories’ pre-Keynesian views on
public spending. When available
human and material resources are
fully employed, the only way to
improve public services without
diverting resources from private
production and consumption is to
reduce waste and inefficiency in
the public sector. But when there is
large-scale unemployment and
productive capacity stands idle,
even wasteful forms of loan-
financed public spending may
enrich the community. Noting that
pyramid-building, earthquakes
and even wars have all, at various
times, enhanced general prosperi-
ty, Keynes observed wryly:
“If the Treasury were to fill old

bottles with banknotes, bury them
at suitable depths in disused
coalmines which are then filled up
to the surface with town rubbish,
and leave it to private enterprise
on well-tried principles of laissez-
faire to dig the notes up again (the

right to do so being obtained, of
course, by tendering for leases of
the note-bearing territory), there
need be no more unemployment
… It would, indeed, be more sensi-
ble to build houses and the like;
but if there are political and practi-
cal difficulties in the way of this,
the above would be better than
nothing” (Keynes, 1936: p. 129).

WAS KEYNES A “KEYNESIAN”?
Why, over sixty years after his
death, is Keynes still a controver-
sial thinker, not least in the coun-
try of his birth, in whose service,
through overtaxing a weak heart,
he gave his life? During the long
post-war boom, the received view
was that Keynes transformed the
way economists think about their
subject and gave governments the
tools they needed to stabilise capi-
talism. This is certainly what
Keynes hoped would happen. But
it is not what actually happened,
either in the realm of theory or in
the sphere of policy. From the very
beginning, the radical core of his
most important work, The General
Theory of Employment, Interest
and Money, was ignored or
obscured as economists sought to
reconcile what Keynes was saying,
or what they supposed he was
saying, with the established body
of economic doctrine. Indeed,
Keynes himself was steeped in the
neo-classical school of thought
that had dominated Anglo-
American economics since the late
nineteenth century and attested to

During the
long post-
war boom,
the received
view was
that Keynes
transformed
the way
economists
think about
their subject
and gave
governments
the tools
they needed
to stabilise
capitalism.

Man becomes adjective … David Purdy examines the theories
of the greatest economist of the twentieth century and how
they have informed economic thought since then.
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his “long struggle of escape from
habitual modes of thought and
expression.”1 Joan Robinson, one
of the young iconoclasts who
worked with Keynes in
Cambridge, later remarked:
“… there were moments when we
had some trouble getting Maynard
to see what the point of his revolu-
tion really was,” (Robinson, 1975:
p.125).
The difficulty of disentangling

Keynes’s thought from the neo-
classical tradition together with
the reluctance of mainstream
economists to abandon that tradi-
tion gave rise, after the Second
World War, to what Paul
Samuelson, author of the world’s
best-selling economics textbook,
christened the “grand neo-classical
synthesis” (Samuelson, 1955:
p.vi). This was a marriage of
Keynesian macroeconomics with
traditional microeconomics.
Thanks to Keynes, the argument
ran, governments knew how to
prevent boom and bust and pre-
serve full employment. Apart from
unforeseen shocks and policy mis-
takes, aggregate spending on
goods and services could always be
made to match the economy’s pro-
ductive potential, as determined
by available supplies of resources
(land, labour and capital) and
existing technology. Henceforth,
therefore, both chronic inflation,
due to excessive demand, and per-
sistent unemployment, due to defi-
cient demand, could be avoided.
But with full employment assured,
the traditional account of how
market forces allocate resources
among the different branches of
productive activity and determine
the (pre-tax) distribution of
income among the different classes
of resource-owners (landowners,
wage-earners and capitalists)
comes into its own.
In the event, counter-cyclical

demand management turned out
to be far more problematic than
this sunny prognosis allowed for.
For one thing, there were external
constraints on domestic economic
policy. Under the post-war interna-
tional trade and monetary system,
governments undertook to liber-

alise trade flows and to peg their
currencies to the dollar. Exchange
rates could be adjusted upwards or
downwards, but only when a
country’s balance of payments was
in persistent surplus or deficit. In
practice, the system was asymmet-
ric: only deficit countries were
under pressure to correct a trade
imbalance and since import con-
trols were taboo and devaluation
was a last resort, the only recourse
was to curb imports by depressing
aggregate demand, thereby reduc-
ing output and employment. In the
1960s and 1970s, the UK econo-
my in particular followed a “stop-
go” pattern, repeatedly lurching
from expansion to contraction as
sterling came under pressure in the
currency markets.
A second, even more intractable

problem was how to reconcile full
employment with stable prices.
Historically, capitalism had relied
on periodic mass unemployment
to contain wage pressure and
maintain work discipline. Under
the post-war settlement, the oper-
ation of this built-in stabiliser was
suspended. The eventual conse-
quences were momentous. With
wages determined by collective
bargaining, the growth of money
wages persistently outstripped the
growth of output per worker,

pushing up labour costs per unit of
output. Typically, employers
sought to claw back the wage
increases they had conceded by
raising their selling prices in order
to protect their profit margins,
though in the 1960s, as the pres-
sure of international competition
intensified, profit margins were
squeezed, curtailing investment
and hampering firms’ ability to
compete with rivals overseas.
Higher prices simply provoked
fresh demands for higher money
wages. Thus, as long as fiscal and
monetary policy was dedicated to
preserving full employment, wages
and prices went on chasing each
other upwards. This mattered little
as long the rate of inflation
remained low (on average), did
not vary much from year to year
and did not exceed that experi-
enced in other countries. It mat-
tered greatly as the rate of inflation
accelerated into double digits, fluc-
tuating wildly and eroding the
competitiveness of a country’s
tradable goods.
There were two, but only two

solutions: one was to abandon the
wages “free-for-all” and introduce
some form of pay policy; the other
was to abandon the commitment
to full employment and institute
an old-fashioned deflationary

JOHN MAYNARD KEYNES
Born in 1883 to a middle-class Cambridge
family, he won a scholarship to Eton, leaving
there to enter King’s College, Cambridge,
again receiving a scholarship, to study
mathematics.

He joined the Civil Service in 1906,
returning to Cambridge in 1908. His first
professional article on economics appeared
the following year.

He worked in the Treasury during the First World War, being
appointed its financial representative at the 1919 Versailles peace
conference.

It was during the twenties and thirties that he developed his
economic theories that were to become so influential.

Involved in the Bloomsbury Group, his early romantic life was
homosexual. In 1921 he met and fell in love with Lydia Lopokova, the
Russian ballerina. They married in 1925. They had no children.

A lifelong member of the Liberal Party, Keynes amassed a small
fortune as an investor and was a collector of fine art.

Suffering poor health in later life, he died of a heart attack in 1946
at the age of 62.
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purge. The former option offered
the labour movement the chance
to exchange concessions on pay
for advances in economic democ-
racy – at economy-wide, enterprise
and workplace levels. In the UK,
the chance was spurned: the idea
of tackling the country’s problems
by extending democracy into the
citadels of economic power held
little appeal for most of the left
and the labour movement. Thus,
initiative and responsibility for
quelling inflation and restoring
corporate profits passed to the
radical right, which seized them
with alacrity and set about over-
turning the post-war settlement.

RISK, UNCERTAINTY AND THE
ACCUMULATION OF CAPITAL
Most early reviews of the General
Theory missed the wood for the
trees. Exasperated, Keynes restat-
ed his argument in clear and
simple terms, roundly condemning
neo-classical theory as a “pretty,
polite technique for concealing the
fact that we know very little about
the future” (Keynes, 1937). To be
sure, capitalist activity is based on
calculation, made possible by the
role of money as a stable standard
of value. Yet uncertainty about the
future is an ineluctable feature of
human existence. Given reliable
facts, the probability of risk can be
calculated. But Keynes distinguish-
es this from uncertainty: that is,
situations and circumstances in
which we do not know and have
no means of knowing how events
will unfold. The further into the
future we try to predict and proj-
ect in our endeavours, the less we
can rely on calculable risk and the
more we are faced with radical
uncertainty.
Uncertainty affects many human

activities, from waging war to
fighting epidemics, but none more
than the accumulation of capital.
Planning horizons are long; expen-
diture is typically large and lumpy;
the capital costs of projects are
incurred long before the profits
firms expect to make from them
materialise; past experience may
be of little help in judging future
prospects; and the consequences

of mistakes are likely to be serious
– possibly disastrous – for all con-
cerned. In short, uncertainty
abounds: about future costs and
prices, the strategies of rival firms,
the course of technical change, the
general state of the economy, the
international situation, and so on.
This is why private investment
spending is volatile.2 When the
business environment is stable,
uncertainty stays within bounds.
But if the landscape starts to shift,
uncertainty grows and firms may
hedge against it by avoiding com-
mitments, selling off assets and
holding money as a liquid store of
wealth. Whether the force of liq-
uidity preference proves stronger
than the drive to expand produc-
tion depends on what Keynes calls
“animal spirits” – that is, feelings
of confidence and optimism –
though this factor, he stresses, is
not simply a matter of individual
psychology: the choice between
holding money and investing in
production is affected by the struc-
ture and behaviour of financial
markets.
Stocks and shares have a dual

character: as claims (in the form of
dividends) on the long-term profits
of business enterprise, and as spec-
ulative assets whose price varies
with expectations about the enter-
prise’s future profitability. Even in
the absence of manias and panics,
routine uncertainty about the
long-term prospects of an enter-
prise means that investors are con-
stantly trying to anticipate, in the
short-term, its market valuation.
The resulting opportunity for
speculative gain creates short-term
volatility in share prices and insta-
bility for firms. As Keynes (1936:
p. 159) famously observed:
“Speculators may do no harm as

bubbles on a stream of enterprise.
But the position is serious when
enterprise becomes the bubble on a
whirlpool of speculation. When
the capital development of a coun-
try becomes the by-product of the
activities of a casino, the job is
likely to be ill-done.”
Managing an economic system

with these characteristics and
propensities is no easy task. Two

situations pose particular problems
for the authorities: the moment of
crisis itself when bubbles burst and
confidence ebbs; and the after-
math of a severe recession when
animal spirits are depressed and
chronic demand deficiency pre-
vents the achievement of full
employment. There are no simple
blueprints for dealing with either
situation. In part, this is because
the key to restoring stability or
promoting recovery is to pursue
policies that enhance or at least
preserve business confidence. At
the same time, governments, espe-
cially in democratic states, must
strive to win and maintain popular
legitimacy. These respective imper-
atives are in tension, sharpening
the edge of political conflict and
putting a premium on intellectual
and political creativity, whether in
formulating new theories, fashion-
ing new projects, framing new
policies or forging new alliances.
In short, resolving a crisis or escap-
ing from a depression calls for
both intelligent economics and
innovative statecraft.

THE ECONOMY AS MACHINE
Neo-classical economists rely
heavily on the concept of equilibri-
um borrowed from Newtonian
physics. Keynes’s argument implies
that this concept is of little, if any,
use in understanding economic
development. The analogy
between economics and physics is
fundamentally flawed: first,
because whereas a pendulum
swings back and forth in space,
economies move through histori-
cal time, where strictly one-way
traffic is the rule; and second,
because a pendulum – unlike, say, a
flying trapeze artiste – does not
make plans, form expectations,
take decisions or have experiences.
One of Keynes’s lasting legacies

was the idea that in a monetary
economy aggregate output,
income and expenditure are linked
in a circular flow which expands
or contracts according to changes
in the balance between injections –
due to private investment, public
expenditure and exports – and
leakages – due to private saving,

KEYWORDS: KEYNESIAN
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taxation and imports. But what
one makes of this idea depends on
one’s wider conception of the
economy. Someone who thinks of
the economy as a gigantic machine
independent of human conscious-
ness and volition and who aspires
to emulate the explanatory and
predictive prowess of physics, will
see nothing wrong with abstract-
ing economic phenomena from the
historical, institutional and cultur-
al context in which they occur.
In the 1950s, for example, A.W.

Phillips, an engineer-turned-
economist, actually built a physical
model of the circular flow complete
with transparent tubes and
coloured liquids. (It is now housed
at the London School of
Economics.) It was probably this
construction that the post-
Keynesian writer G.L.S. Shackle
(1967: p.189) had inmind when he
coined the term “hydraulics” to
refer to mechanistic interpretations
of Keynes’s ideas. Certainly, from
themid-1950s onwards, economics
textbooks began to include simple
mathematical models of macroeco-
nomic equilibrium, which made no
reference to such key Keynesian
concepts as uncertainty, fear, sur-
prise and animal spirits. This was a
feature they shared in common
with the larger and more sophisti-
cated models that are still routinely
used by governments, central banks
and research institutes to forecast
short-term changes in economic
aggregates such as GDP, inflation,
employment, consumption and
investment.

THE CASE FOR CAPITALISM
Politically, Keynes described him-
self as a “liberal socialist”, though
it is hard to pin down just what he
meant by this and his opinions
were notoriously mutable. “Ask
two economists a question,”
quipped his critics, “and you’ll get
two different answers – three if
one of them is Keynes.” “When
the facts change,” retorted the
master, “I change my mind. What
do you do?” But on one point he
never wavered. It was, he believed,
adherence to the dogma of laissez-
faire in the face of the huge dislo-

cations caused by the First World
War, the stagnation of European
economies in the 1920s and the
world-wide depression of the
1930s that imperilled not just cap-
italism as an economic system, but
the liberal social and political
order that prevailed in the most
advanced capitalist societies: the
US, Britain and France. His mis-
sion was to save capitalism from its
high priests and their political
acolytes by forging a practicable
democratic alternative to both fas-
cism and communism.
For Keynes, capitalism was a

necessary evil, though not a per-
manent one. Necessary, he
thought, because it held out the
prospect of finally lifting the
“curse of Adam”, unleashing
humanity’s productive powers and
liberating mankind from gross
material scarcity; and because by
giving scope to entrepreneurs and
innovators, it offered a relatively
harmless and socially useful outlet
for energies that might otherwise
flow into more sinister and
destructive channels. But capital-
ism was not the end of history. Its
larger purpose was to establish the
preconditions for a truly civilised
society, to prepare the “economic
possibilities for our grandchil-
dren” when “we shall once more
value ends above means and prefer
the good to the useful,” (Keynes,
1930, p. 331). Sadly, Keynes and
his wife Lydia Lopokova, one-time
principal ballerina with the
Diaghilev Ballet, failed to produce
the children they both wanted.
Still, if Keynes was right in think-
ing that another hundred years
would suffice for capitalism to
complete its historic work, by now
its time should be nearly up. Is his
vision of life after capitalism a
mirage?

� David Purdy is a regular contrib-
utor to Perspectives and a member
of Democratic Left Scotland’s
national council.

NOTES
1. Confusingly, Keynes uses the

term “classical economics” to
refer to all his predecessors,

including not only Smith and
Ricardo, to whom this label
was originally applied by Marx,
but also Jevons, Walras,
Marshall and other members of
the “marginalist” or neo-classi-
cal school. Concerned as he
was with the macro-dynamics
of capitalism, Keynes has some-
times been described as the last
of the classical economists.

2. Keynes, like Marx, treats con-
sumption spending as a passive
component of the growth
process, helping to sustain the
current level of output rather
than driving it up. In the past
twenty years, consumption
spending has been boosted by
the extension of credit from
banks, credit card companies
and mortgage houses. As a
result, the household saving
ratio has become a destabilis-
ing influence, falling during
expansions and rising when the
economy contracts.
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Looking at
ALASDAIRGRAY

Looking at Alasdair Gray is usu-
ally to have Alasdair looking
straight back at you, implicitly

asking you what do you think
you’re looking at? What do you
want from what you’re looking at?
And why aren’t you looking at
something else? The self-portraits
and portraits by others that have
been looking out from the covers
of various books are normally
quizzical, shrewd, judging the
reader and scrutinising the
author’s self-expectation. It is a
classic Modernist position: the
question is, who’s looking? And
for what?
Alasdair Gray was known in

Glasgow for many years before the
publication of Lanark in 1981
changed everything, for him and
us. He was known as an artist,
struggling to make ends meet,
committed to his art, painting,
commissions for murals, and less
publicly but with no less determi-
nation, to his writing. Now he is
much more publicly known for his
writing and it will be a welcome
day when the major retrospective

of his visual work in drawing and
painting is collected.
In the early years, the private

nature of his struggle to keep writ-
ing, as opposed to the public visi-
bility of his work as a painter,
meant that when the proof of his
commitment was delivered in the
novel, there was a deep sense of
fulfilment and of a promise kept,
among people who had been long
hopeful that it would see the light
of day, but had been tried by wor-
ries about how much trouble and
time it would take. The launch that
took place on 25 February 1981 at
the old Third Eye Centre in
Sauchiehall Street in Glasgow was
one of the most memorable events
of that era. But to say all this is to
look on those years from the out-
side. What must it have been like
for Alasdair to write that book?
What depth of conviction, belief in
his own art and his own ability,
belief in the need for the book
itself, what vulnerability, uncer-
tainty, what need to discover the
answers, pushed him, so hard and
for so long, to its point of delivery?

What was driving his pen, through
those years before the proof
arrived, before the book could be
read in its entirety?

REALITY AND IMAGINATION
His friend Archie Hind had pro-
duced one classic Glasgow novel,
The Dear Green Place, in 1966,
and had written almost nothing
else. That book had been about an
artist, a writer, struggling with his
own imagination, ultimately fail-
ing to complete the novel he so
dearly, desperately wanted. While
Hind’s book remains vitally impor-
tant, Gray’s takes the genre one
incredibly transforming stage fur-
ther: he breaks through the con-
finements of realism and
demonstrates with absolute cer-
tainty how reality and the imagina-
tion interpenetrate, how one helps
change the other, and the former
fuels the latter, in a kind of eternal
recharging. What had blockedMat
Craig in Hind’s beautifully written
novel, Gray blasted forever.
It changed Scottish fiction. James

Kelman is as committed to aesthet-

THE PORTRAIT OF ALASDAIR GRAY
Commissioned by Democratic Left Scotland, the portrait is the work of
Alexander (Sandy) Moffat (pictured, right, in his studio).

Sandy was formerly head of Painting at Glasgow School of Art. He has
works in the National Galleries of Scotland collection including a portrait
of Muriel Spark and his Poets’ Pub, which featured on the cover of
Perspectives 23.

The painting of Alasdair was unveiled in a public ceremony at
Glasgow’s Oran Mor on Wednesday 23rd June 2010, where it will remain
on long-term public display. Oran Mor is a converted church, now a bar
and venue, at 731 Great Western Road, Glasgow G12 8QX.

As a portrait of one of Scotland’s great contemporary writers
is unveiled, Alan Riach pays tribute to the significance of both
Gray himself and Alexander Moffat’s new painting.
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ic precision and social morality, Iain
Banks is as wayward an imagination
and as wild a proposer of surreal
approaches to actual things; Janice
Galloway is as searchingly focused
an analyst of selfhood, guilt and
self-determination, A.L. Kennedy
as self-effacing and intensely imagi-
native a literary artist. All andmany
more would acknowledge Gray as
in some sense the master, an
enabling and pivotal figure, in liter-
ature, in the context of all the arts
and what the arts can do, and in
politics. He is a bridge from Hugh
MacDiarmid, about whose work he
has written so insightfully and sym-
pathetically, to a younger genera-
tion of writers whose best work
even nowmay still be to come.

LANARK
Lanark arrived in the decade fol-
lowing England’s double cheek-
slaps to Scotland of 1979, the twin
disenfranchisements of the devolu-
tion referendum and the general
election, when, in one case after
the other, the registered opinion of
most Scottish voters was disal-
lowed by Westminster. This fact
reminds us that, while Lanark was
a triumph of its time, it is not only
the work of writers and artists that
helps bring about change: what
British culture would not permit in
1979 has not been defeated. In
some ways things are worse now
than they were then. There are no
grounds for satisfaction, let alone
complacency.
But there is a moment in which

we should pause and acknowledge
its author publicly. Lanark takes its
historical place alongside many
other works in all literary and
artistic genres and many works of
cultural and critical reassessment,
a great tide of work arising to carry
the weight of Scotland’s cultural
value, speaking to a national and
international readership, that can
be charted over the last three
decades.
And it also stands at the begin-

ning of Gray’s great series of
works, in fiction, occasionally in
verse, in plays, in art, paintings,
drawings, an astonishing variety of
forms of expression. And all this

produced by a personality not self-
protective and vain with his time
and attention, but someone who
would go out of his way to encour-
age people, to help.
Consider a mere selection of the

books: Unlikely Stories, Mostly
(1983), in which the erratum slip
reads: “This slip has been inserted
by mistake”; 1982, Janine (1984),
with its searing introspective por-
trait of a character working
through his own worst aspects to
emerge on the other side of abject
degradation; The Fall of Kelvin
Walker (1984), a lucid, poised,
provocative parable in which a
young Scotsman goes to London
ultimately to confront his nemesis:
in a sense this is a version of
Conrad’s Heart of Darkness, fun-
nier, of course, but no less fearful;
Poor Things (1992), a neo-Gothic-
quasi-Victorian-satiric-pastiche
self-discovery mystery story that
also manages to deliver Carlylean
moral authority in its presentation
of the social, political and personal
constructions of identity, our rela-
tions with others and with our-
selves; Old Men in Love (2007), a
compendium of stories crossing
European history, from an ancient
civilisation built on slavery to
modern Glasgow, connected by
their collector and the executor of
his estate and brought into exis-
tence by Alasdair himself, with the
assistance of various mysterious
interventions and fortunate prox-
imities, of which, like many of my
contemporaries, I am myself not
innocent. And in 2010, the long-
awaited collection of his drawings
and paintings, A Life in Pictures.

RULE OURSELVES AS WE SHOULD
Norman MacCaig has a poem
called “Praise of a man” – a man
who goes through company like a
lamplighter, a knifegrinder, illumi-
nating things, sharpening minds,
keeping things razory, well lit-up.
We do not praise people in
Scotland enough, for the good
things they do. It is a country more
easily susceptible than many to the
imposition of a divide-and-rule
mentality, or to put it another way,
to the disposition towards being

divided-and-ruled. Gray opposes
this in his books,Why Scots Should
Rule Scotland (1992 and 1997)
and How We Should Rule
Ourselves (2005) and the message
is directly and explicitly political.
But it is more than that. Gray’s
challenge, evident in everything he
has done, is to connect the partial-
ities, get through our worst capaci-
ties, be friendly, be open to those
we welcome, oppose those we
know must be resisted, and rule
ourselves as we should, and can
best do.
When the artist Alexander

Moffat embarked on the series of
portraits of themajor Scottish poets
and writers of the 1970s and
1980s, culminating in the collective
Poets’ Pub, now, with many of his
other portraits of individuals, in the
Scottish National Portrait Gallery
in Edinburgh, he was depicting a
generation of writers, cultural crit-
ics and thinkers whose points of
view and collected works stipulated
the singularity of each one of their
different visions of the world. Yet
he was doing two other things as
well. He was making these writers
visible, actual people with faces you
could recognise, long before they
were known to a wider public
through photographs reproduced
in magazines and newspapers and
on television. It was one of themost
significant acts of introducing our
great writers to younger genera-
tions. Evenmore importantly, how-
ever, he was producing a catalogue,
an open and extending list of major
artists whose works could be read
in a spirit of complementarity, at
the heart of modern Scotland.
Alasdair Gray has always been of
that company and the Sandy’s new
portrait of him is a wonderful con-
firmation of the connectedness of
all partialities, an affirmation of
what Alasdair himself has been
arguing for and writing about for
the best part of half a century. The
beat goes on.

� Alan Riach holds the Chair of
Scottish Literature at Glasgow
University and is the President of
the Association for Scottish
Literary Studies.
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TARTANTREACHERY:
RADIO CALEDONIA

The radical right has been a noisy and some-
times menacing part of the British politi-
cal spectrum. But as far as Scotland was

concerned, hyper-nationalism was always
going to have a difficult time in a country that
was a sometimes restive part of a multi-nation-
al state, and riven by sectarian conflict.
The British Union of Fascists (BUF) had only

limited success in Scotland. Dumfries was an
exception, with upwards of 400 members in 1934.
For a time, Motherwell was also considered one of the
BUF’s most promising branches. Relatively strong
influence in Renfrew could be attributed to Dr Robert
Forgan: elected for Labour in 1929, he had resigned
over National Government, and was defeated as New
Party candidate in 1931.
In Edinburgh, the original BUF leaders broke away

to form a Scottish Union of Fascists. This party wore
the usual Fascist badge with the addition of a St
Andrew’s cross. In February 1935, the security serv-
ices could report that the movement “has never
been popular and now appears to be on the down-
ward grade.” In the local elections of late 1937, in
Edinburgh, the two Fascist candidates mustered
only 180 votes. This was not Bethnal Green. The tra-
vails of indigenous Fascism contrasted with the for-
tunes of the Italian Fascist Party. In 1936, of 15
branches of Fascist Party, five were in Scotland:
Aberdeen, Dundee, Edinburgh, Glasgow, Greenock.
The Italian declaration of war in June 1940 would
bring a crackdown on the Fascist presence and a com-
munity regarded as the enemy within.
Scottish Fascism never struck roots in the masses,

yet Scottish names often figure on the British Far
Right of this period. The Duke of Buccleuch was
very close to one Captain Bernard Acworth – leader
of the Liberty Restoration League – and one Harry
Edmonds, who, after the effective suppression of the
BUF in 1940, was a leading figure in keeping Fascism
in Britain alive. Another acquaintance of the Duke
was Captain Archibald Maule Ramsay, Tory MP for

Peebles, and rabidly anti-semitic founder of
the Right Club. Let’s not forget that in
1923, a year after Mussolini’s March on
Rome, the poet Hugh MacDiarmid
declared: “We want a Scottish Fascism
which shall be … a lawless believer in law –
a rebel believer in authority.”
There were also the traitors: Jessie Wallace

Jordan, a Dundee hairdresser imprisoned in 1938
for “entering a prohibited area of Fife”; Norman
Baillie-Stewart, the “officer in the Tower” and later
collaborator with William Joyce, “Lord Haw Haw”,
broadcasting from wartime Berlin; and the main sub-
ject of this article, Donald “Derrick” Grant, the man
who was Radio Caledonia.

FASCIST SEMINARS
Grant was born in 1907, at Alness, Easter Ross,
where his father was a grocer. On leaving school at
the age of 16, he secured work at a woollen compa-
ny in Bradford. He was there for about two years
before returning to Alness to help his parents. He
then worked as a salesman in Newcastle, County
Tipperary, and London. It seems that “Derrick”

Grant became sympathetic to fascism during his time
in Alness. According to Farquhar Ewen, who knew the
Grant family, the mother also worked as a cleaner at
the estate of the Bainbridges of Argay, who hosted
Fascist seminars attended by William Joyce. “Derrick
must have found some books with extreme ideas,”
Ewen recalls. He was subsequently told by his father
never to return home.
It was while in England in 1934 that Grant moved

definitively towards Fascism. In October 1946, he
told his MI5 interrogators:
“I had taken the average interest in politics and was

particularly interested in social welfare. I had the
desire to see England a still better place for her people
to live in and, being not entirely satisfied with the
achievements of the political parties at that time, I
became attracted to the Fascist movement.”

“Derrick”
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Donald “Derrick” Grant was
Scotland’s Lord Haw Haw.
Gavin Bowd reveals the story
behind “The Voice of Scotland –
Radio Caledonia”
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Grant also began to receive propaganda literature
from Nazi Germany. In 1938, he wrote to H.R.
Hoffmann of the Foreign Propaganda department,
Munich: “An instructress of the ‘Women’s League of
Health and Beauty’ has asked me about the physical
training of women in the new Germany. Any literature
on this subject will be much appreciated and passed
on. By the way I should like to correspond with either
a member of the Party or the Hitler Youth. I am
Scotch, 31 years of age and a member of the Imperial
Fascist League. … I would like go to Germany for the
first time to see the miracles which Fascism has
accomplished there. Best wishes from a British
Fascist.” Under this influence, Grant’s connec-
tion with the Third Reich deepened. As a result
of his “desire for world peace and an understand-
ing between the nations”, Grant joined the
Anglo-German Link, which promoted pen-
friendships and exchange visits. In 1938, Grant
hosted a girl fromMagdeburg, and, in the year of
the declaration of war, decided to go himself to
Nazi Germany.

MI5 SCEPTICAL
This was quite a time for a British subject to holiday in
the Third Reich. MI5 were sceptical about his
motives: “Source said that Grant was believed to have
been on some Fascist-Nazi mission just before the war,
have been engaged in activities on behalf of the
Germans.” Anyway, Grant could later claim:
“Despite the threats of war, the actual declaration

came as a surprise to me and I could hardly credit that
we had gone to war over the question of Danzig and
the Polish Corridor especially in view of the fact that
prominent Allied men had declared the existence of
the Corridor to be a menace toWorld Peace. I held the
fairly common view that the whole thing would just
fizzle out.”
On 11 September 1939, he was arrested and impris-

oned. On release, he was given labouring jobs. Thanks
to Fraulein Helena Jirka, secretary of the Nazi Party
Gauleiter, Grant found lodgings. In June 1940, also
thanks to Jirka, Grant received a letter from the radio
service in Berlin, inviting him to an interview with one
Dr Erich Hetzler, head of the English section.
According to Norman Baillie-Stewart, Hetzler was “a
fanatical Nazi who … strutted around the station not
merely in his impressive uniform but wearing his
sword as well.” Grant recalled:
“The interview took place on the day that Marshall

Petain declared that France must lay down arms. It
was explained to me in Berlin by Dr Erich Hetzler that
the work concerned the effort to secure a mutual
peace between Britain and Germany and the promo-
tion of an understanding between the two countries.
… [Hetzler] suggested that we should start a small
short wave radio transmitter to be addressed to
Scotland with the aim of advocating a peace and
development of understanding between the two
people. I agreed for the following reasons: 1) I sin-

cerely wanted to see the Scottish people at peace and
devoting their energy to their future welfare. 2)
Taking a purely objective view as a Scot, I could not
see that the war really concerned Scotland.”
On taking on this work, he surrendered his British

passport, for which he received a Freedom Pass under
another name, that of Donald Palmer.

RADIO CALEDONIA
Since the fall of France, Britain had become
Germany’s main target. Preparations for a landing in

the British Isles were accompanied by the step-
ping up of clandestine broadcasts in English. The
Buro Concordia set up a series of secret stations
which gave the impression of broadcasting from
within the enemy country. It was on 27 June
1940 that the transmitter “Radio Caledonia –
The Voice of Scotland” went on the air for half-
an-hour daily. Its programmes were aimed at the
dockyards on Clydeside, appealing largely to
Scottish nationalist sentiment. Although Foreign
Ministry officials were dubious about the likely

receptivity of the Scots, they approved of the plan.
Grant later told his interrogators:
“My own idea of the line this station should adopt

will be clear from my previous statements. This
course however, could not be definitively because of
the interference of the German authorities and partic-
ularly Dr Erich Hetzler, chief of our department. On
those occasions when I was given a free hand to write
and talk, I chiefly devoted talks to the economic bet-
terment of Scotland and a better future for her
people.”
The exact content of these broadcasts remains elu-

sive. There are no surviving recordings or transcrip-
tions, nor are there recollections by Scottish listeners.
In October 1945, Herbert Krumbiegel, an electrical
engineer, tantalisingly told interrogators: “Whilst
Palmer was speaking I could see him in his cubicle and
could also hear his voice, as I had a loudspeaker fitted
in my room for that purpose. I understood very little
English at that time and therefore cannot say what he
was speaking about.”
Radio Caledonia lasted two years. Grant described

thus his subsequent wartime activities:
“In August 1942, having been long of the opinion

that the station was serving no useful purpose, I
begged Dr Hetzler that it be discontinued. This was
agreed and the last transmission was made a few days
later. In the period that followed up to the beginning
of April 1945, I remained at the same department and
mainly devoted myself to Archive work. This consist-
ed of reading the British papers when received and
filing any articles contained in them of interest for the
other two stations, the New British Broadcasting
Station and Workers Challenge! [of Lord Haw Haw].
I was occasionally asked to write news items for the
NBBS and Workers Challenge. Not being in agree-
ment with the line adopted by these stations I did this
work most unwillingly and frequently managed to

TARTAN TREACHERY
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avoid on the excuse that I had too many English lan-
guage newspapers to read.”
In April 1945, after a period of convalescence for

bronchitis, he managed to “make good my escape”.
But Grant certified to his interrogators: “I undertook
this work willingly and without any form of coercion.”
It was by intercepting mail from the Red Cross that

the British authorities began to take an interest in
Grant. Major Perfect, head of regional security,
informed Ross and Cromarty Police that on 16 August
1941 a letter had been sent by him from Hanover to
his mother: “Keeping very well. Have everything I
need. Still Golfing? Would enjoy a game’.” A PC
Macdonald of the Ross and Cromarty constabulary,
who was asked to make enquiries about Grant in his
home village, called on the local doctor, Farquhar
Macrae. Grant’s mother, it transpired, had told the
doctor that “Derrick was very avid on the German
Nazis”. But nothing further was learnt of his activities
in Germany until September 1944, when an escaped
British POW made a statement concerning a number
of British renegades with whom he had worked for
the NBBS.

RENEGADE BROADCASTERS
After the fall of the Third Reich, with Grant still in
hiding, MI5 gathered statements concerning him and
other renegade broadcasters. POWs forced to collab-
orate on these programmes were particularly useful.
On 15 May 1945, Pilot Officer Freeman, a Nazi sym-
pathiser recruited for “Germany Calling” but who had
nevertheless been at constant loggerheads with
the German Foreign Ministry, declared:
“This NBBS had the finest collection of poor

type Englishmen one could wish to meet, but in
passing I should like to record that one, Palmer, was
a sincere man. He was deluded and knew it, but had
the courage not to say it, he was sincere in his basic
beliefs and managed to avoid becoming a hireling in
the sense the other men …”
William Griffiths, a POW of theWelsh Guards, who

was recruited for Welsh National Radio, had this to
say about Palmer:
“At first he had a station of his own solely for Scotch

listeners. He ran the station himself, but I do not know
the name of it. He wrote and broadcast his own work.
Afterwards, in the summer of 1942, when the station
closed down, he was employed on reading newspa-
pers, and cutting out pieces for reference and propa-
ganda. He was very anti-Jewish.”
In October 1945, MI5 received an interrogation

report concerning Vivian Stranders, Sturmbannfuhrer
in the SS (British by birth, naturalised German 1932),
who was behind the abortive British Free Corps, and
served also as a radio commentator called “Mediator”:
“Palmer struck Stranders as an idealist who wanted

to work for an Anglo-German friendship and they met
occasionally. … Originally Palmer had wanted to go
and fight the Russians but Stranders persuaded him
not to do this.”

On 26 November 1945, MI5 investigators tracked
down Fraulein Helena Jirka. Her home in Hanover
was standing in an almost completely bombed out
street. The name of her recently deceased father archi-
tect was still outside the door. She was not very co-
operative: “She failed to identify the photograph of
Donald Grant. It was soon clear that she was lying.”
She finally stated that Donald Grant ‘“went to
Magdeburg in 1939 to stay with a girl who had visited
him in England in 1938.” During this conversation,
the mother of Fraulein Jirka appeared: “The mother
strongly disapproved of Grant and his treacherous
activities and of her daughter’s allowing him to use
their address as a post-box.” She accused her daughter
of being mitleidig: “soft-hearted”. The MI5 officer
was unconvinced: “A tougher and less pleasant speci-
men of Nazi humanity could hardly be conceived than
Helena Jirka. … She was clearly keen to protect
Grant, probably from mixed political and emotional
motives, although she professed to regard him as a
traitor to his country.”
Donald Grant managed to avoid capture for more

than a year despite being number 22 on a “Civilian
Renegades Warning List”. Because of an “irresistible”
homesickness he eventually surrendered himself to a
British liaison officer in Baden Baden, on 31 October
1946. One Major Davies ensured he was given a
packet of cigarettes and a meal. In return, he told all.
In his report to MI5, Major General Lockhead, chief
of the intelligence division, concluded that Grant was
“a pathetic figure now reaping the fruits of misguided
and illegal actions.” This assessment may explain the
lightness of his sentence, especially in comparison
with that given to Lord Haw Haw, hanged on 3
January 1946. On 6 February 1947, the voice of
Radio Caledonia was sentenced to six months’
imprisonment.
Derrick Grant’s father had died during the
war. On release from prison, he returned to
Alness to help his mother run the grocer’s

shop. Angry villagers stoned the shop and chased the
“traitor” out. Grant fled to London, emigrated to
apartheid South Africa, then is believed to have died
in London in the mid-1980s.

CONCLUSION
As a form of conclusion, it could be said that Scotland
has had its minor yet picturesque brushes with
Fascism. We also see that the contradictions which
tore at the “Fascist International” in Hitler’s Europe
erupted, on a much smaller scale, in Great Britain.
Even before the sun had set on Empire, it was difficult
to be both a Scottish and British Fascist, something
illustrated in the ambiguities of Derrick Grant and
Radio Caledonia. In these turbulent times, there was
always the temptation of tartan treachery.

� Gavin Bowd is Lecturer in French at the University
of St Andrews and author of books on Scottish, French
and Romanian culture and politics.

He returned
to Alness to
help his
mother run
the grocer’s
shop. Angry
villagers
stoned the
shop and
chased the
“traitor” out.



20 / SUMMER 2010 / PERSPECTIVES 26

REBUSWITHOUTA CAUSE –
BUTWHO’S COMPLAINING?

James Kelman’s claim at the
2009 Edinburgh Book Festival
that if Scotland had a Nobel

Prize they’d give it to “a writer of
fucking detective fiction” named
no names but implicitly pointed
the finger at Ian Rankin, prime
suspect on the Scottish crime
scene. The resultant furore saw
journalists invoke those classic
authors from James Hogg to
Muriel Spark apparently being
overlooked in favour of Rankin
and Rowling (the idea that Hogg
has yielded to Hogwarts is hinted
at in Kelman’s sideswipe at “some
upper middle-class young magi-
cian”). Denise Mina detected in
Kelman’s complaint a “play for
status”, an exercise in pulling rank.
What’s clear amid the mud-sling-
ing is that the controversy threat-
ens to deny the connections
between Scottish writers in favour
of artistic differences – between lit-
erary and genre fiction – that are
also differences of readership loy-
alties and royalties.
Ironically, Rankin’s latest novel,

The Complaints, actually stages
the very debate on genre that
Kelman’s caustic comments ignit-
ed. The story centres on Inspector
Malcolm Fox who likes Classic
FM. His sister Jude’s DVDs are
“romantic comedies; dreams of
another, less imperfect life”. His
father Mitch’s reading comprises
“Wilbur Smith; Clive Cussler;
Jeffrey Archer – books men were
supposed to like”. His driven col-
league DS Annie Inglis “liked the
novels of Ian McEwan and films

with subtitles.” In a Kelmanesque
moment, Fox is told by his superi-
or, “You’re not here to write a
Mills and fucking Boon!” The
characters’ names – Breck,
Faulkner, and Jude – nod towards
some serious literary forebears.
The irony is that Rankin is a liter-

ary son of Kelman, disowned by the
father. He published his first book
on the back of Scottish publisher
Polygon’s success with Kelman, and,
enthused by Kelman’s writing,
showed his father some, “But he
said he couldn’t read it because it
wasn’t in English. Now my dad is
from the same working-class lin-
guistic community as Kelmanwrites
about. If he couldn’t read it, but half
of Hampstead was lapping it up,
that to me was a huge failure and I
decided then not to write phoneti-
cally.” Fortunately, Rankin had a
mother figure to support his jour-
ney into dialect-free genre fiction.
In Muriel Spark’s Loitering with
Intent, Fleur Talbot berates a writer
“so hard-pressed for ways in which
to express an idiom that he had
fallen back on phonetic spelling,
always a literary defect in my opin-
ion.” Rankin’s PhD, never complet-
ed, was on Spark – he wrote the
introduction to the Virago Modern
Classic edition of Symposium – and
his current project is an adaptation
of Hogg’s Confessions of a Justified
Sinner, proof that the literary/genre
divide is a false partition.
Unlike Kelman, though, Rankin

doesn’t do phonetics, just foren-
sics. In The Complaints, Arsenal
fan Vince Faulkner seems the sole

speaker of non-standard English
(“she keeps bending me bleedin’
ear”). When DS James Breck
adopts an accent during question-
ing, “Fox noticed that his col-
league had roughened his natural
voice and was bringing in more
glottal stops.” We must take his
word for it, as we don’t bleedin’
well get to hear them glottal stops.
An auctioneer’s “educated Scots”
is indistinguishable from the rest
of the dialogue. But if Kelman and
Rankin differ on dialect they share
a gift for making a city speak out
of a stony silence, Kelman through
the individual voice, Rankin by
investigating a scene in ways that
make his most compelling charac-
ter Edinburgh itself, rendered in a
manner as darkly complex as
Kelman’s depictions of his home-
town. Behind the false partition of
literary fiction and its popular
counterpart lies the inconvenient
truth that working-class writing
and radical fiction don’t always
conform to type. Scotland’s crime
writers are certainly as entitled as
their allegedly more literary peers
to be seen as exponents of social
realism and even social surrealism.
Rankin’s new cop on the block
may be Rebus without a cause, but
he’s an edgy bugger with plenty to
complain about in a city where
there’s always a willing ear turned
to gossip, grime and gripes, as
Kelman well knows.

� Willy Maley is Professor of
English Literature at the University
of Glasgow.

Willy Maley bemoans a culture of complaint where even the plus points can
be turned into negatives. Scotland’s international reputation in certain kinds
of literature – historical romance, crime writing, children’s fiction – is a case
in point. The controversy around James Kelman’s recent attack on genre
fiction is a cover-up job that conceals the close connections between popular
authors like Ian Rankin and the self-styled guardians of literary fiction.
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BOOK REVIEWS

Living Dolls:
The Return of
Sexism
by Natasha Walter
(Virago Press,
£12.99,
paperback)

Natasha Walter’s book is a
vital account of the way in
which the political economy

of neo-liberalism systematically
degrades women. Living Dolls
focuses on the pervasive desire
amongst young girls to be models,
to be “sexy” and to pursue fulfil-
ment through pleasing men. It does
this by thorough research into how
girls choose brands and lifestyles.
Walter also interviews women
working as lap-dancers and in the
sex industry. In this she demon-
strates beyond doubt that these are
not liberated women. Their jobs
are difficult and demeaning rather
than glamorous and sexy.
While I was a postgraduate I

used to tutor on a course in the
theory of critical social science.
This course focused on the signifi-
cant theoretical developments in
social science from the 1960s
onwards, including structuralism,
Marxism, postmodernism and
feminism. I tutored around 100
students in this period. Even
though more than half were
women only three of these students
were willing to describe themselves
as feminists. I was shocked by this
abandonment of feminism by these
young men and women.
This trend has been somewhat

reversed since then. Over the past
four or five years there has been a
resurgence of feminist activities.
Students are forming feminist soci-
eties. More young women are
identifying as feminist. And this is
enormously important.
The retreat from feminism in

the late 1990s is almost certainly
due to a concerted attempt to rep-
resent radical politics as dangerous
and self defeating. In the same way
as liberation struggles in the global
south were associated with corrup-
tion and worse opportunities for

formerly colonised people, so fem-
inism was seen as having damaged
women. The Daily Mail famously
claimed that feminism caused
cancer. Extraordinarily young
women had come to see sexual
objectification as the ultimate
method of empowering them-
selves. The renewed vigour of fem-
inist activity amongst young
women allows a critical space to
resist this sexual objectification.
Central to this conservative dis-

course are the claims of biological
determinism. This determinism
claims that women have a pre-
given social role. That role is
purely physical – an object for male
consumption. Natasha Walter very
ably demolishes these claims.
At the heart of any radical analy-

sis is a description of false con-
sciousness. Certain discourses of
“sexiness” have become desirable
for young women. These discours-
es are produced and reproduced
through the media. This use of the
means of cultural production
makes particular discourses domi-
nant – these discourses can be said
to be hegemonic. And discourses
promoting women’s liberation
through self-objectification and
subjugation to men have become
hegemonic. Living Dolls sets out
the devastating effects of that
hegemony.
Of course, at the heart of gender

politics is political economy. The
hegemonic nature of the discourse
of neo-liberal political economy is
what causes the oppression of
women. This is where Living Dolls
provides clearer arguments. The
objectification of women and
enthusiasm for biological deter-
minism are functions of a system
of production that places profit
ahead of people. The mobilisation
of socially conservative discourses

of gender is clearly in the interests
of capital accumulation.
Biological determinism has long

been a feature of the reactionary
backlash at progress towards equal-
ity. Living Dolls gives an excellent
account of why the biological
grounds for difference between the
sexes is wildly overstated in the
mainstream media. While stories
highlighting differences between
men and women are popular, those
that point to little or no difference
are rarely reported. It is useful to
have such a methodical description
of the evidence on both sides of
this argument.
The reason girls come to think

of modelling as a desirable career
and the reason lap dancing is con-
structed as fun or empowering is
that they are effective ways to
commoditise women. Living Dolls
would benefit frommore attention
to the economic underpinnings of
gender politics. While the book
lays out the anatomy of oppression
and false consciousness, it does not
give an adequate account of the
causes of the false consciousness
that leads to oppression.
The new left focused on the role

of multiple social cleavages. By
moving away from over-analysis of
class conflict, Gramscians devel-
oped a valuable understanding of
the structure of society. This laid
out the role of race, gender, sexu-
ality and other realms of identity
politics: a role that was often as
important as that of class. But
Natasha Walter underdevelops the
role of class in constructing gender
roles.
It is hard to argue that the

oppression suffered by women
employed in lap dancing is the
same as that of middle class chil-
dren encouraged to buy Playboy
branded goods. The challenge for
progressive politics is to balance
the need to end oppression on
grounds of gender while also fight-
ing the class war.

� Maggie Chapman is a Scottish
Green Party councillor on
Edinburgh City Council and a
member of Democratic Left
Scotland.

LIVINGDOLLS:
THE DEGRADATIONOFWOMEN

Maggie Chapman applauds the choice of topic
but finds the analysis lacking.
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This final volume of Timothy
Neat’s two-part biography of
Hamish Henderson completes

a magnificent achievement. Lucid,
compelling, packed with informa-
tion, insights and the healthy
provocations Henderson endorsed
all his life, it is brim-full of stories
and encounters with other fasci-
nating lives as it describes an essen-
tial trajectory – Henderson’s life –
in Scotland in the second half of
the twentieth century.
It is centrally Henderson’s story

but its rich tapestry or layering of
social, political, national and inter-
national contexts builds up the
connections so that an entire his-
torical period is understood more
profoundly, from and in the con-
text of Scotland. This is the world
Henderson explored, recorded,
encouraged into verse and story
and song, and archived in the
School of Scottish Studies, with
which his life after the Second
World War was continually, vitally
connected. There can be few better
examples of an academic institu-
tion supporting the work of a
scholar, teacher and poet whose
international reputation and local
presence brought – and continues
to bring – credit to that institution.
Edinburgh University was his
working home and the example
that sets, of a tertiary educational
establishment nourishing a man so
generously given to public engage-
ment, social commitment and

indeed controversy, is important.
If Hamish sometimes seemed out-
rageous in the context of
Edinburgh’s douce gentilities, all
the more reason we should be glad
of his life.
The first volume of Neat’s biog-

raphy took us through Hamish’s
boyhood and soldier days in the
Second World War, the writings
that came from that, the political
commitment that strengthened
and deepened in him, his poetry,
most memorably both the songs
that entered popular consciousness
without reference to their author
alongside the aesthetically refined,
emotionally loaded Elegies for the
Dead in Cyrenaica and his transla-
tions of Antonio Gramsci, the cru-
cial Marxist intellectual
imprisoned in Mussolini’s Fascist
Italy, writing up his ideas about the
relations between politics, cultural
distinction and popular culture in
the modern world.

DEMOCRATIC CONVICTION
Henderson’s Elegies are a lasting
testament, but what he learned
from Gramsci he was to transform
into applications in Scotland, a
lifelong drive to review national
potential not only in realms of
high poetic distinction but also in
popular culture: literally, what
people do, make, how we act and
what we choose. Henderson’s
democratic conviction in educa-
tion, knowledge, experience and

conversation among people, the
exchange of ideas and informa-
tion, is at the heart of this. He was
convivial, of course, but that was
part of his vision of what people
might make of their lives and what
Scotland might be in the world, if
its people began to realise their
own potential.
The book is exceptionally

reader-friendly. The early chapters
begin more or less mid-century
and then gradually move forward,
each one starting chronologically
later in Henderson’s life, each one
following a strand of his work
through the following decades.
Thus we have him knocking on the
front door of the traditional singer
Jeannie Robertson and all that fol-
lowed from that; his encourage-
ment and engagement with the
folk tradition and then the folk
music revival, both live, in specific
locations, and recorded, as inter-
national commercial priorities
turned it into big business, with
more profits for some than others;
we have his university career at the
School of Scottish Studies,
accounts of his lectures and his
relations with administration; we
have his series of flytings with
Hugh MacDiarmid; we have the
story of his encounter with his
wife-to-be, Katzel, his marriage,
fatherhood and the later separa-
tion, with Katzel and their daugh-
ters living in a neighbouring flat
and Hamish spending time with

Hamish
Henderson:
A Biography
Volume 2 –
Poetry Becomes
People
(1952–2002)
by Timothy Neat
(Polygon, £25.00,
hardback)

HAMMERING ON
THE BLOODYDOOR

Alan Riach argues that the second and final volume of the
biography of Hamish Henderson is a triumph, creating a
recognisable living portrait of a man who embodied and
expressed the best of Scotland.
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them regularly and lovingly. Each
strand overlaps and layers on the
others so that reading the book
builds up a multi-faceted, inter-
woven picture of a man through
time, his commitments, involve-
ments, interventions, ideals and
accomplishments. The reading
experience is rich, textured, and
full of cross-lights and connec-
tions, but it never looms monolith-
ically or weighs in with a literalist
decade by decade, slice by slice,
week by week method. It is consis-
tently illuminating and pulses with
attentiveness.

A BRAVE MAN
Henderson’s courage rises unob-
trusively throughout the book.
Whether simply in resolute consis-
tent adherence to the priorities of
being human or on specific occa-
sions, engagement in campaigns,
protests or celebrations, he was a
brave man to be so open to public
statement and demonstration in
Scotland. His commitment to
people – most marvellously to the
travellers whose stories and songs
he recorded in the 1950s – takes us
to various parts of Scotland and
removes the carapace of cliché to
bring us encounters with lives of
enormous diversity and quality.
Perhaps the greatest tragedy the

book exposes is how little of this
was taken up by mass media and
given air time on radio or televi-
sion. It was bad enough in the ear-
lier decades, but a footnote on
p.296 gives an astonishing detail,
that from 1988 to 1998, over one
hundred television programme
proposals by the author, Timothy
Neat, were rejected by Scottish
broadcasting authorities. With
Neat’s record, in the films he made
with Henderson and pre-eminent-
ly in his film portrait of Sorley
MacLean, Hallaig (1984), the
broadcasting authorities should
have been knocking on his door.
Indeed, the awful stories of
Establishment suppression of the
dissemination of lively educational
material about the diversity and
value of Scotland’s literature and
culture is – again, unobtrusively,
without shrillness – a message the

book delivers emphatically. And
for Hamish, all this takes place in
the big political arena. When, very
near the end, Hamish hears news
of the Twin Towers, it is almost
unbearable to hear the sigh in his
words, “Here we go again!”
But his courage was grounded in

earth, in understanding and
accepting the eternal dialectic he
memorably catches in his song,
The Flyting of Life and Death,
where each principal makes its
claim with vivid, fighting enegy.
The synthesis of the song, of
course, is its own energy, which,
whenever you hear it or read it,
conveys its declaration of faith in
the energy of life, victorious.
Similarly, it is the triumphs of his
long life that shine on, and there
were many.

PROCESS OF CHANGE
Let me try to sketch a few of the
subjects individual chapters go
into. Hamish vigorously supported
the anti-apartheid campaign and
Nelson Mandela. Another memo-
rable song, Rivonia carries the
refrain, “Free Mandela Free
Mandela ...” One anecdote has it
that African fishermen would sing
this song as they worked the
waters around Robben Island,
where Mandela was imprisoned.
The biography roots the composi-
tion and performance of the song
in history, so that we are kept
aware that the South Africa we
know now was a very different
place then. That sense of Hamish
engaged in changing history is a
crucial achievement of this book.
The process of change is not
engendered by a single hero, but
Hamish is seen at crucial moments,
acting, picking up a telephone,
writing a letter, talking to some-
one, delivering a song, taking part
in something he believed in. The
lesson of his example is not heroic.
It is not singularly Hamish’s
achievement. It is that every single
one of us takes part in the story,
one way or another.
He supported gay rights – he

believed that homosexuality was
simply a part of the world, had
been around for a lot longer than

Christianity, and should not be
oppressed by religious or social
bigotry – and he believed that lib-
eral freedoms should be an essen-
tial part of Scotland’s renewed
national identity. He spurned the
Thatcher Government’s offer of an
OBE and was almost immediately
voted “Scot of the Year”. He
worked tirelessly to try to promote
Scottish traditional singers and
many others on Scottish radio and
television. Again, one despairs:
why are our national media not
actively seeking this kind of contri-
bution to our airwaves? Despite
his public clashes with Hugh
MacDiarmid, he lent considerable
weight to the process of putting up
Jake Harvey’s vivid and imposing
Hugh MacDiarmid Memorial
Sculpture, on Whita Hill, above
Langholm. He was equally a sup-
porter of Ian Hamilton Finlay in
Finlay’s wars with the bureaucrats
of Strathclyde Regional Council.
He was an enormously effective
catalyst, suggesting, nudging ideas
into other people’s consciousness-
es, insisting that something that
might have seemed impossible,
could in fact be done.

APPETITE FOR LIFE
As the book progresses, Timothy
Neat’s relationship with his subject
comes more clearly into focus.
Henderson and Neat evidently had
a great friendship that they both
enjoyed, making films, hatching
plans, developing ideas and occa-
sionally travelling together, in
Scotland and in Europe, as occa-
sions arose. A thoroughly magnifi-
cent account is given of Neat’s
taking Hamish for an afternoon’s
drive from the care home he was
staying in towards the end of his
life, and being told off for deliver-
ing him back late, at the end of the
day. They had been away for ten
hours and travelled two hundred
and seventy miles, Hamish enjoy-
ing every bit of it. The story comes
across not as authorial self-justifi-
cation, as it might have done, but
as praise of Hamish’s appetite for
life that Neat recognised, that we
all can learn from and be encour-
aged by.

He spurned
the Thatcher
Government’s
offer of an
OBE and was
almost
immediately
voted “Scot
of the Year”.
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Hamish seems to have been in
touch with and in support of just
about all the major movements to
make Scotland a better place in the
second half of the twentieth centu-
ry. He knew everybody and took
part in everything. Sometimes, in
the book, this risks weighting the
account too heavily in his favour,
at the expense of what might have
been the involvement of others.
Any single episode might get a dif-
ferent treatment from a different
point of view. Indeed, the contra-
dictions are sometimes acknowl-
edged by Timothy Neat. What
seemed deep personal rancour
between Hamish and Norman
MacCaig is contradicted by
MacCaig’s correspondence as
quoted in the book. Yet MacCaig,
the patrician classicist, was in some
ways antipathetic to Henderson,
the popular shaman, just as the
kirkly orthodox Establishment 90-
year old George Bruce is described
congratulating Hamish on his 80th
birthday with an almost helpless
implication of condescension. The
rivalries and smarting oppositions
between characters is in some ways
lively, evidence of real personality,
in other ways a sad aspect of the
story. All these poets will be seen
ultimately as working together in
different ways to try to bring
something more worthwhile into
existence. And Hamish was a
living example of the work of self-
extension to which human nature
is healthily inclined.

TRIUMPHANT ABSENCE
He is not present in Alexander
Moffat’s group portrait, Poets’
Pub, in the Scottish National
Portrait Galleries, as he might be,
alongside MacDiarmid, MacCaig,
MacLean, Goodsir Smith,
Crichton Smith, Mackay Brown,
Garioch, Morgan. In a sense, this
is fair enough: in the second half of
the last century, Henderson pro-
duced little enough in the way of
books of poems to compare in
scale, quantity and quality with
these contemporaries. And
Moffat’s painting is a great asser-
tion of value in itself. It would be
mean-spirited to carp about who

isn’t in it. But there is a more
important sense in which
Hamish’s absence is triumphant.
His faith in the fact of the present
book’s subtitle was what he
endorsed and worked for through-
out that half-century. His poetry
was put into people, became them.
He escaped the monolithic status
his own physical stature might
have conferred. His triumph
remains courageous anonymity, a
presence among people rarely
acorded to living writers, a sense
that beyond the achievement of
writing – perfectly evident in the
Elegies, the songs, other poems –
there is the achievement of step-
ping up to the world, entering it,
taking it on while you’re here,
leaving a track when you go, who-
ever you are, poet or not.

LIVING PORTRAIT
But perhaps the most vital triumph
of the book is to create a living
portrait people who knew Hamish
will recognise, with love, fondness,
admiration, scepticism, frustra-
tion, all the attendant feelings that
must go with such a man. I met
him in the 1980s and 1990s, on
average about once every year
when I was in Edinburgh, back
from New Zealand. I would call
in, unscheduled, to Sandy Bell’s

for a beer and he would be there,
in the afternoon or evening, won-
derfully welcoming, picking up the
conversation from where it had
been a year ago, or from the last
letter, focusing on whatever essay,
book or recording he’d sent me to
help my teaching Scottish litera-
ture at the University of Waikato.
Over the years, his mouth seemed
to get bigger and his teeth fewer,
his hair more sparse, but his eyes
never lost their appetite and glow
and his generosity was unfailing.
Visiting the chaos of papers and

shelves in his office in the School of
Scottish Studies was a reminder of
how scholarship and Scotland and
the joy and the juice of it all might
all be connected and generate good
things. I remember asking him, in
the late 1980s, how he began,
thinking of my own wish to return
to Scotland. “Forme it was this,” he
said. “You just keep hammering on
the bloody door.” And he grinned,
as much as to say, it’s always the
story and you’re part of it too. Like
our friend Angus Calder, Hamish
believed that poetry becomes
people, helps people to become
themselves, and he believed in the
fact that we are, all of us, what his-
tory is made of. Our actions and
beliefs are history already. Which is
why the beat goes on.

He believed
in the fact
that we are,
all of us,
what history
is made of.

The autumn issue of Perspectives
(No 27) will be available in late
September.

To ensure you get your copy
regularly why not subscribe?
For details see back cover.

radical feminist green



People and politics
In Scotland, as in the rest of Britain, there is widespread disillusionment with politics.
The mainstream parties have lost touch with ordinary people and issues are trivialised
and distorted by the media.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Democratic Left Scotland
na Deamocrataich Chli an Alba

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

� I wish to join Democratic Left Scotland

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

� £5 � £12 � £24 � £36 � £48 � £60

� I wish to support DLS’s campaigns

Please indicate the amount you wish to donate

� £5 � £10 � £15 � £20 � £25

� Other £____________

Please indicate if your donation is

� monthly � annual � one-off

Payment

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

� I enclose a cheque to the value of £____________

� Please send me a banker’s order form

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

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

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

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

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

Please return this form to Democratic Left Scotland,
10 Constitution Road, Dundee DD1 1LL
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There’smore
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than
politics

parties
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Visit Democratic Left Scotland’s website
for news, views, events listings, articles

and downloads from Perspectives
and blogs.

www.democraticleftscotland.org.uk



In which El Presidente
dons The Hat and
outlines his manifesto…

DIARY

As the self-styled,
democratically elected
leader of the Greater

Shawlands Republic, I invite all
readers of Perspectives to join my
movement. I appeal to all people
of the left: people of the near-left;
people of the centre-left; people
of the far-left; people who have
already left, people who wish they
had left and people who are
wondering why they started
reading this in the first place.
Brothers and sisters, may I

introduce myself: I am El
Presidente, leader of the gSR. My
dream is of self-determination for
the peoples of the south side of
Glasgow and beyond. When that
is achieved and when the area
known as Shawlands is officially
recognised as the capital of the
south side of Glasgow, I can then
hand power to the people, retire
to my dacha in Pollok Park and
begin writing my memoirs.
Following the recent UK

general election, I telephoned El
Camerone to offer my
congratulations and to extend
fraternal greetings from the
gSR. I also requested £700
million for the regeneration
of Shawlands. His
response was notable for
its brevity. I am sorry to
say that relations between
the gSR and the UK
government have got off
to a bad start. However,
onwards. As we say here,
“Avanti!”
In my quest for autonomy

for my people, I recently
went on a fact finding
mission to the Maldives.
I can now
reveal
the

main fact which I found on that
fact-finding mission: the Maldives
is absolutely gorgeous. Closer to
home, in the nearby area of
Shawbridge, I have been taking
soundings. I spoke to the people
and heard their voices. I am still
hearing voices. They cry for
change. Democratic change
mostly, but often simply for spare
change.
It would be foolish, of course,

for me to hand power to the
people before the conditions are
right. For the people are as
children in the garden of the
revolution. They are as potatoes
in the field of change. And we
cannot hand power to the
potatoes.
Of them and of you, I ask only

for trust, loyalty and some money.
The money will be used to

consolidate my power base and to
buy an armoured vehicle. For my
enemies are many. Last week the
Internal Security Division
intercepted a CIA ventriloquist
who planned to put words in my
mouth and discredit the
movement. The ventriloquist
escaped capture, but his
dummy is currently
helping the ISD with
their enquiries.
Here are the basics of

the gSR manifesto.

EQUALITY FOR MOST
The gSR is currently
looking at the concept of
equality and will submit
its findings to the

Equality

Committee in due course. I have
yet to choose who will sit on the
Equality Committee.

REFORM OF FINANCIAL SYSTEMS
Instead of having workers’
pensions used as capital to
speculate on the stock market, we
propose to simplify the gambling
element and just put the money
on a horse.

THE ECONOMY
Any time that the economy is in
trouble, we are told that the
solution lies in the return of
confidence. The gSR proposes to
spread and accelerate confidence
by legalising cocaine.

HEALTH FOR ALL
It is a matter of public record that
the NHS has more managers than
it does nurses. This is the only
example in human history of an
institution where the bosses
outnumber the workers. Even
bees, I am told, have a better
understanding of the division of
labour. Ancient Egyptians too
understood the concept: one
pharaoh, lots of slaves. Had their
hierarchy been similar to that of
the NHS, the waiting list for a
pyramid would have been
ridiculous.
The gSR proposes to improve

health services by having more
nurses than managers. This would
improve patient care, boost
morale and save millions in
middle management consultancy
fees. (Indeed, the consultants we
hired to look at this theory say it
checks out.)

The gSR hopes to inspire all
Scotland’s south side regions. In
time, all the south sides will forge
cultural links in a national
federation. So, people of the left
who live in the south: take heart,
take pride and take one day at a
time.
Forward together to the future

of tomorrow! Avanti!

� El Presidente’s fantasy alter ego
is the stand-up comedian known
as Bruce Morton.

Last week
the Internal
Security
Division
intercepted a
CIA
ventriloquist
who planned
to put words
in my mouth.
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I wish to subscribe to Perspectives for the next four issues.

� £8 (UK) � £10 (Europe) � £12 (Rest of world) Please tick appropriate rate
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S U B S C R I B E !
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