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Migrating to Britain.
The UK’s relationship with the EU is an odd 

one, full of contradictions and unintended 
consequences. At first the UK tried to under-
mine the EEC, as it then was, by setting up an 
alternative European free trade association, 
EFTA. When that didn’t work, it applied to join 
the EU. This was allowed to happen despite 
the wise reservations of de Gaulle, who saw 
what Britain was up to, namely using another 
diplomatic strategy to destroy Franco-German 
co-operation, the key European political rela-
tionship that Britain always feared and which 
still lies at the heart of European diplomacy.

Once in Europe, and with pro-Europeans like Ed-
ward Heath out of the way, the disruption strategy 
moved into full swing under Margaret Thatcher and 
then Tony Blair. We got the European free market 
with the Maastricht Treaty in 1993, allowing the free 
movement of capital and labour. Next came enlarge-
ment, particularly towards Eastern Europe, the thinking 
being that the Franco-German relationship would be 
disrupted by the accession of states hostile to Germany 
and friendly to the US. With this move Blair’s govern-
ment had another great idea in 2004, why not bring 
forward the free movement of labour into Britain by 
eight years and give the indolent and inward looking 
working class of Britain a good shake-up? It seemed 
like a good idea at the time and the Tories raised no 
great objections. Two birds could be killed with one 
stone – disrupting the EU by opening up to the east 
and kicking the British working class into life through 
introducing migrant labour -  how clever!

Unfortunately however, the British working class was 
annoyed rather than shaken up. Inward migration also 

exposed some of the problems in British society. We 
have a lopsided education system that either prepares 
young people for university or for unskilled labour. 
As in all countries, but to a greater extent than else-
where, the British will not do work that they consider 
demeaning or excessively low paid. The antagonistic 
relationships between capitalists and trade unions 
prevent firms being run even partially in workers’ in-
terests and vocational education, already in bad shape, 
has declined still further over the last ten years. Not 
only did these problems make young British people 
unable to compete with better qualified young people 
from Europe, it also gave employers a free lunch 
of well-qualified young people whom they did not 
have to take the time and trouble on to take up jobs, 
whether or not they were skilled jobs and whom they 
could often pay on lower rates than those expected by 
British employees. 

With only something like 20% of new jobs created in 
the years since 2004 going to the locals, it was hardly 
surprising that the role of migratory labour started to 
cause resentment among sections of the population. 
The response of the Tory Party has been odd and quite 
incoherent. A sizeable number of MPs castigate the edu-
cation system for turning out lazy unmotivated young 
workers (see the LA review of ‘Britannia Unchained’, 
LA Feb 2013). Yet they object to any interference in 
employer prerogatives by obliging them to provide 
vocational education. They don’t see the connection 
that young people make between working at school 
and their likely job prospects. 

They are happy to see colossal public subsidies going 
to supplement low-skill, low paid work through tax 
credits which discourage firms from investing in the 
know-how of their workers. And then they complain 
about the increasing role of migrant labour in the 
British economy, as if they never had any role to play 
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in bringing it about. At least Nigel 
Farage of UKIP has the sense to see 
that it is self-contradictory to berate 
British workers as inadequate and 
object to diligent migrant labour. 
He refuses the self-serving tactic 
of blaming the lazy British worker 
for his woes, but has little idea 
beyond banning migrant labour 
for dealing with the underlying 
problem. However, the Tories are 
keeping remarkably quiet about the 
prospect of the Ukraine becoming 
an associate member of the EU, 
belatedly realising the possible 
domestic consequences of their 
policies to disrupt Europe. 

One fact not much mentioned 
in the fuss about Romania and 
Bulgaria is that these countries 
do take vocational education seri-
ously and that they may well add 
to the competition of well-qualified 
labour which is not too demanding 
of high wage rates, which young 
British workers are now facing. 
It is not all about unskilled work-
ers coming to pick vegetables in 
Lincolnshire.

It is not an exaggeration to say 
that young people in Britain face 
a crisis, provoked by successive 
government policies and a failure 
of the trade unions to react to the 
growing problem of poor voca-
tional education and high youth 
unemployment, which are really 
two sides of the same coin. The 
coalition abolished the Education 
Maintenance Allowance, destroyed 
Careers Education and imposed 
huge fees on young people going 
to university. 

Those who don’t go to univer-
sity face a number of challenges. 
These include: competition with 
well-qualified and motivated mi-
grant labour; little or no quality 
vocational education; competition 
for non-graduate jobs with gradu-
ates and a general and pervasive 
shortage of well-paid and satisfy-
ing jobs. The graduates themselves 
will be faced with debts of around 
£50,000 per head when they qualify 
and will find it difficult to gain 
the previously taken-for-granted 
perks of middle class life, such as 
a mortgage. Many of them will be 
doing nothing more than taking 

jobs which don’t need degrees from 
people without degrees who can do 
those jobs perfectly well. There is 
likely to be massive middle-class 
anger when this sinks in and the 
state will probably have to write 
off a huge proportion of this debt 
to deflect a middle class protest 
movement. Watch out for the am-
bitious and demagogic politician 
who sees the coming opportunity to 
ingratiate himself with this growing 
constituency.

None of this will help the 53+% 
of young people in England and 
Wales who do not go to university. 
Only about 3% of these will do 
an apprenticeship which is in any 
way comparable to one in the Ger-
man Dual System (which is used 
by 60% of 16-25 year olds in that 
country). A very small proportion 
of 16-18 year olds are in full-time 
employment. Too often, college-
based courses cannot give young 
people the workplace experience 
that they need to compete in the 
labour market. The trade union 
movement has a huge opportunity 
to take up this issue, which is one of 
the big challenges to our future as a 
country which has any aspirations 
to a productive economy. It needs 
to make vocational education and 
training one of its key campaign-
ing issues. But before it even does 
that it has to motivate more trade 
union executives to take a different 
attitude. This includes the leaders 
of some teaching trade unions who 
take a complacent attitude to the 
views of many of their members 
who seem to think that going to 
university ought to be the only 
option for young people and who 
cannot be bothered to think about 
whatever other opportunities there 
might be, let alone campaign for 
more of them. Government policies 
which encourage competition be-
tween schools and colleges to retain 
young people within the education 
system do not help either.

The Migrant Worker has become 
a convenient bogeyman to divert the 
political parties and the trade unions 
from challenging businesses to take 
a more responsible attitude to their 
future work force. They have been 
allowed to ignore the responsibil-
ity that they have for developing 
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vocational education. They appear 
to be happy in practice with a low 
skill, low wage economic model 
that is nurtured through state aid, 
despite their rhetoric. 

It is highly unlikely that the UK 
will leave the EU despite all the 
fuss and bother and there is virtu-
ally no chance that the UK will be 
able to prevent the free movement 
of labour into the country even if it 
left the EU, as this would also mean 
leaving the European free market 
economic zone. All the rhetoric 
about this is so much smoke and 
dust which diverts the public from 
the underlying issue of neglect of 

the upcoming generations of Brit-
ish workers. 

In effect we have a situation which 
the élites in both political parties 
worked for without understanding 
the consequences for domestic 
policies. They are caught in a bind 
because they cannot conceive that it 
might be necessary to hold employ-
ers to their responsibilities and they 
can get away with this attitude be-
cause the trade union movement is 
letting them. It is always dangerous 
to predict that the British working 
and middle classes will get angry 
about what is being done to them, 
but the chances of some form of 

political anger about this neglect 
erupting into mainstream politics 
over the next few years should 
not be discounted. Whether it will 
be safely diverted into anti-EU 
and anti-migrant worker feeling is 
largely up to the trade unions and 
the TUC. The TUC in particular has 
shown some sign that it understands 
what is happening. It now needs to 
persuade its members and inject 
some backbone into the Labour 
Party. 

Book Review by Mark Langhammer

“Going South  Why Britain will have a Third 
World Economy by 2014”: 

Larry Elliott & Dan Atkinson, Palgrave MacMillan, 2012 ISBN 978-0-230-39254-0

The past month has seen George Osborne argue 
confidently that the economy is emerging from reces-
sion. In November, the Treasury published a positive 
take on the economy, collated from 40 or more city 
analysts and institutional forecasters1. GDP is to rise 
by between 1.2% and 1.6%, with forecasts for 2014 
ranging between 1.8% and 3%. Governor of the Bank of 
England, Mark Carney considers that the recovery has 
“taken hold” with unemployment to fall more sharply 
than predicted: “The economy is growing robustly as 
lifting uncertainty and thawing credit conditions start 
to unlock pent-up demand.”2

Britain’s Boardrooms certainly concur with FTSE 100 
Directors pay having risen by 14%, Incomes Data Serv-
ices estimating the average pay for FTSE 100 bosses has 
reached £3.3m.3

So, everything’s fine, then?  In this overdue book review 
of Larry Elliott and Dan Atkinson’s “Going South”  Labour 
Affairs invites you to consider an alternative analysis to 
that of Obsborne, and his Treasury analysts.

Larry Elliott, the economics editor of the Guardian and 
Dan Atkinson, economics editor of the Mail on Sunday 
have followed up previously published critiques on the 
British economy

– “The Gods that Failed” and the prescient, pre-bust 2007 
polemic on New Labour economics “Fantasy Island” - with 
another excellent offering.  “Going South” is a confident 
stab at predicting British economic decline towards “de-
developing” third world status, an assessment of how we 
got there, a guide to how to survive the fall, and an attempt 
at what needs to be done to improve matters in the context 
of rapidly narrowing economic options. 

The book opens with a comparison of Britain’s economic 
position in pre-war 1914 with the anticipated position in 
2014 in “Lagos upon Thames” concluding that Britain is  
“going backwards, de-developing, heading for third world 
status”.  Notwithstanding its permanent representation on the 
UN security council, its global diplomatic reach, its military 
capability (and military overspending) some world class 
universities and a smattering of genuinely global compa-
nies, Elliott and Atkinson argue that the “quick fixes with 
which we have sought to disguise our shrinking economic 
performance – imperial preference, European Community 
membership, North Sea oil, financial de-regulation, asset 
stripping and periodic property and house price bubbles – 
are all used up.”

Predicting a fresh financial crisis, they argue that there 
is no good reason why the UK cannot go the same way as 
Argentina or Lebanon. “Once the workshop of the world, 
the United Kingdom is now deeply in debt, with a work-
force that is not only poorly educated and unproductive but 
also, thanks to immigration, considerably in excess of the 
economy’s medium term needs”  with the biggest budget 
deficit of any G20 economy and with a manufacturing base 
“so shrivelled at just 10% of the nation’s output that it can-
not take advantage of a depreciating currency.”

 The argument for impending third world status con-
tinues: “Since the start of the crisis, the UK has borrowed 
more in seven years than in all its previous history. It has 
impoverished savers by pegging the bank rate well below 
the level of inflation and indulged in the sort of money 
creation policies normally associated with Germany in 
1923, Latin American banana Republics in the 1970s and, 
more latterly, Robert Mugabe’s Zimbabwe.”  

The Elliott, Atkinson summary of the current UK posi-
tion goes as follows:
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“The City has replaced manufactur-
ing as the hub of the economy.Those 
in charge of the finance sector rook 
their customers and their shareholders 
to become filthy rich. Pay and rewards 
are skewed heavily towards the top 
1% of earners. Everybody else has 
to put up with wage restraint, but is 
able to consume more by virtue of the 
City’s willingness to load everybody 
up on debt and the Bank of England’s 
willingness to facilitate asset price 
bubbles by keeping interest rates low. 
Most work is in low skill jobs, with 
large dollops of public spending used 
to create white-collar jobs for gradu-
ates that would, in previous eras, have 
been held down by school leavers ... 
There was in addition, a mountain of 
off-balance sheet liabilities from the 
live now, pay later private finance ini-
tiative, the future cost of public sector 
pensions and the need to provide care 
for an aging population .  There is, 
however, a difference between credit 
acting as a lubricant of the economy 
and credit acting as a powerfully ad-
dictive drug.”

In a chapter on the “Great Reckon-
ing” Elliott and Atkinson say that the 
“ability to keep the lights on has always 
been one easy way of distinguishing 
between a developed and develop-
ing country: the United Kingdom is 
perhaps within five years of failing 
the test.”

Quoting climate change, tax eva-
sion to the tune of around £70 billion 
per annum, the failure to civilize its 
“zombie” banks when the chance 
arose, they conclude that:

“When the next crash comes, the 
post-mortem examination on the UK 
economy will conclude that the banks 
were not fit for purpose, failing in their 
basic task of taking in savings and 
recycling them as loans for productive 
investment.”

Who could argue with that?
An interesting chapter on “Hanging 

on in there” advises on likely develop-
ments in the fall towards third world 
status. They predict that less use will 
be made of PLCs or limited liability 
vehicles, with more emphasis towards 
partnerships – a move from commu-
nities of law to communities of trust.  
Within a less trustful environment, 
fruitful investments may include stand 
alone domestic equipment (genera-
tors, air-conditioners, water filtration 
systems, self contained gas supplies 

etc), as well as in ‘point to point’ com-
munication, predicting “a noticeable 
come back for those services which 
have no server, no memory, no hard 
drive and no other users of that par-
ticular channel; telephone calls, letters, 
telexes and the traditional point to point 
fax machine”.

They also predict that arable farms 
may be a useful investment bet, given 
the likelihood of food shortage. “Water, 
food and energy are about to become 
scarce” argue Elliot and Atkinson. 
Thefts of crops and livestock will 
become more prevalent. Land or 
property investments will favour gated 
communities, or properties under the 
mansion tax threshold, which they 
expect to be implemented. They as-
sume, as a matter of course, that there 
will be more civil unrest and rioting 
such as that seen emanating from Tot-
tenham in 2011

Concluding that “..no democratic 
country has ever imposed so great a 
burden on its ordinary citizens for the 
benefit and protection of that country’s 
wealthiest élite. The worst kleptocrats 
of Africa and Asia must be watching 
in astonishment. They never knew it 
could be this easy”  

 
The crude choice is on which in-

dustrial development model to follow.  
The absence of a vocational economy 
is noted in a scathing assessment of 
the apprenticeship programmes: “the 
reality was that many were simply 
12 week training courses provided 
by private sector firms with no guar-
anteed jobs at the end. Historically, 
apprenticeships had always been a 
form of cheap labour, but for the young 
worker there had been the promise 
of a ‘trade’ at the end of it.  Learning 
how to stack a shelf at Tesco or how 
to collect the shopping trolleys from 
the far flung corners of the car park at 
ASDA does not really live up to the 
sepia tinted image.”

Elliott and Atkinson argue that 
Britain has been following an active 
interventionist policy, in support and 
defence of the City of London and 
financial speculation.  An analysis in 
favour of the “Sweden” versus “Free-
port Ho” models is undertaken, but 
noting that the traditional UK response 
has been “to bang the drum for free 
trade, to reject the idea of an activist 
industrial strategy ...and to assume that 
a lower exchange rate and some severe 

belt tightening by the state will lead to 
a rebalancing of the economy.”

The thesis that the UK supports an 
active industrial strategy is politically 
useful, just that support is for the wrong 
vehicle – that of the City of London, 
speculation, financial chicanery and 
the rest. This has resulted in the City 
“crowding out” manufacturing and 
productive industry, with the best uni-
versity talent heading for the ‘Square 
Mile’. 

The argument is clear. What is less 
clear whether any major party on the 
British stage is capable of using such 
an argument.

Strategic Planning would, for 
instance, require turning RBS (80% 
nationalized) into a state investment 
bank with a remit of providing a 
long term source of cheap funding to 
manufacturing – quoting Cambridge 
economist Ha-Joon Chang as noting 
“there is no recorded example of a 
country successfully making the leap 
from developing to developed status 
without the use of protectionism.” 
However, they argue that there is lit-
tle point in putting up tariff barriers 
“unless there is something to protect. 
At present, there is not ...”  

Elliott and Atkinson are not blind to 
the pitfalls, understand the failure of 
the British left in rejecting industrial 
democracy in the 60s and 70s, and are 
admirers of the Mittelsand companies 
and industrial systems in Germany 
whilst aware of the difficulties of 
transporting this solution to a cultur-
ally different  society such as the UK. 
They nonetheless point encouragingly 
at recent TUC efforts to learn “German 
Lessons” in the search for a robust 
industrial policy.

Another excellent book, but likely 
to be wasted on the British centre left!  
Read it and weep!

(Endnotes)
1 www.gov.uk/govedrnment/

publicatioins/forecasts-for-the-economy-
november-2013 

2 www.bankofengland.co.uk/
publications/Pages/inflationreport/2013/
ir1304.aspx 

3 FACT service, RSD Publi-
cations Vol75, Issue46, November 
2013 
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“British public wrong about nearly everything” 
or “Perceptions are not reality” 

By Colin Lawson on December 14th, 2013 

Democracy is  dependent upon 
an electorate that is accurately 
informed.

Unfortunately, UK government 
ministers and the right-wing press have 
made sure that we are misinformed 
about everything – here is the result. 
The chart is the result of an Ipsos.MORI 
poll examining the difference between 
peoples’ perceptions (mean estimates) 
and reality (actual) when asked 
questions about the UK population.

they could somehow twist the data 
into a moral outrage about increasing 
teenage pregnancy.  Even the Mail has 
failed to manage this – so far.

More from the IpsosMORI poll:
Foreign aid: 26% of people think 

foreign aid is one of the top 2-3 items 
government spends most money on, 
when it actually made up 1.1% of 
expenditure (£7.9bn) in the 2011/12 
financial year. More people select 
this as a top item of expenditure than 

Also:�Watching Only Fox News 
Makes You Less Informed Than 
Watching No News At All� http://
www.businessinsider.com/study-
watching-fox-news-makes-you-less-
informed-than-watching-no-news-at-
all-2012-5#ixzz2o2UEgHzE

These are just a few examples of 
government ministers misinforming 
the public:

David Cameron Rebuked For 
Making Misleading Economy Claim, 
Again:  http://www.huffingtonpost.
co.uk/2013/03/08/david-cameron-
obr-economy-growth_n_2836515.
html

Ministers who misuse statistics 
to mislead voters must pay the 
price.   http://www.theguardian.
com/commentisfree/2013/may/31/
ministers-misuse-statistics-resign

M i n i s t e r  r e b u k e d  o v e r 
immigration statistics:  http://
www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-
16730433

Incapacity benefit test claims 
‘conflated figures’ – watchdog: http://
www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-
22720007

Iain Duncan Smith criticised over 
benefit cap figures:  http://www.bbc.
co.uk/news/uk-politics-22462265

Duncan Smith ‘clarifies’ Commons 
slip over benefit data: http://www.bbc.
co.uk/news/uk-politics-11792700

 
This gives just a few recent examples 

of tabloid misinformation:
The Daily Mail & The Sun 

continue to undermine their own 
case for press freedom: http://www.
reasonandreality.org/?p=2837

More:
The Lies of Right Wing Tories, 

Blairites, Free Marketeers and 
Neolibertarians:  http://www.
reasonandreality.org/?p=2017

Some Questions for our local 
MP John Glen:  ht tp:/ /www.
reasonandreality.org/?p=1789

Cameron won�t make me a 
Minister  I�m a white, married, Home 
Counties Christian, says Tory MP 
John Glen: http://www.reasonandreality.
org/?p=1494

!

 Here is another example from 
the Ipsos.MORI poll (referenced 
below):

Teenage pregnancy: on average, 
we think teenage pregnancy is 25 
times higher than official estimates:  
we think that 15% of girls under 16 
get pregnant each year, when 
official figures suggest it is around 
0.6%[i].

Here is the reality
“With the lowest numbers 

recorded since 1969, the teenage 
pregnancy rate is proof of all the 
hard work of sexual health and 
education professionals, and the 
lasting legacy of the decade-long 
Teenage Pregnancy Strategy. 
Read more at http://www.fpa.
org.uk/news/teen-pregnancy-
rates-continue-fall-england-and-
wales#1CdvzfTmfHPWh1cR.99

Was this news on the front page 
of the Daily Mail.  Of course not – it 
did not fit their alternative reality.  It 
would only be on their front page if 

pensions (which cost nearly ten times 
as much, £74bn) and education in the 
UK (£51.5bn)[vi].

Benefit fraud: people estimate 
that 34 times more benefit money 
is claimed fraudulently than official 
estimates: the public think that £24 
out of every £100 spent on benefits 
is claimed fraudulently, compared 
with official estimates of £0.70 per 
£100[v].

 
These two pieces of research 

indicate the gap between perception 
and reality in the British public:

The IpsosMORI Poll – Perceptions 
are not reality: http://www.ipsos-
mori.com/researchpublications/
researcharchive/3188/Perceptions-
are-not-reality.aspx

British public wrong about nearly 
everything, survey shows:  http://
www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/
home-news/british-public-wrong-
about-nearly-everything-survey-
shows-8697821.html
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Post-Apartheid South Africa 
stands alone as a case of suc-
cessful nation-building in the 
1990s. 

It must have helped a lot that 
US influence was weak. From the 
1980s onwards they have blighted 
wherever they tried to help.  (Even 
accepting that they were trying to 
help rather than to disrupt, which is 
moot). I’d also assert, that another 
major reason for South Africa’s 
relative success in a highly risky 
political transition was thanks to 
the political background of leaders 
like Mandela. African Nationalists 
who learned the basics of politics 
from the South African Communist 
Party.

This isn’t the message you’d get 
from Invictus, of course. Invictus is 
a 2009 biographical sports drama 
film directed by Clint Eastwood, 
based on a book called Playing the 
Enemy: Nelson Mandela and the 
Game That Made the Nation.1  It 
tells the remarkable story of how 
Mandela went against radicals in 
his own party and insisted that the 
new government should accept 
the Springboks rugby team as a 
national team, even though it was 
overwhelmingly white with just 
one mixed-race player at the top 
level.

I wrote everything apart from 
this paragraph and the next while 
Mandela was still alive, though 
unwell.  I see no need to change 
it now. I’ve also not followed 
the media’s prolonged wallow in 
Mandela-trivia now that the man is 
safely dead.  But if anyone knows 
whether the Communist Party train-
ing was mentioned, I’d be interested 
to hear about it.  

I’d also suggest that those who 
were part of the struggle from the 
beginning now get together and 
make a collection called “People 
Who Hated Mandela”. Ignore the 
outright racists, who have at least 
had the decency to be consistent, 
and have also been marginalised. 
Go after the hypocrites, who prob-
ably include a lot of leading Tories 
and US Republicans.

In its dying decades, European 
Leninism resolutely distanced itself 
from the ‘Stalinist’ politics that had 
actually worked, while not really 
coming to terms with its own past. 
But in South Africa, it retained 
elements of its original vigour. 
Mandela made a realistic estimate 
that it was better to take over the 
existing state structures intact than 
try to smash them. There was a real 
danger of ethnic splits, black against 
blacks of different tribal groups as 
well as black against coloured and 
white. It’s happened often enough 
in other African countries. It has 
so far been largely avoided in 
South Africa, because the African 
National Congress unites most of 
the major groups.

The sports boycott that had been 
applied since the 1960s had been 
an effective weapon, it seems. As 
one Afrikaner put it, “The ANC’s 
policy of international sports iso-
lation, especially rugby isolation, 
was very painful to us Afrikaners. 
Psychologically it was a cruel 
blow, because rugby was one ter-
rain where we felt as a small nation 
that we could hold our heads high.  
Preventing us from playing rugby 
with the rest of the world turned 
out to be a hugely successful level 
of political influence.”2

It also seems that the start of the 
Soviet collapse encouraged South 
African president F. W. de Klerk to 
seek a settlement. “The fall of the 
Berlin Wall, which had happened 
barely two months earlier, offered 
grounds to believe that, whatever 
happened in South Africa, commu-
nism would never again be viable, 
whether in Eastern Europe or South 
Africa.”3

I’m not sure the book is right 
on that.  One has to wonder about 
the assassination of Chris Hani in 
1993: he was leader of both the 
South African Communist Party 
and the ANC’s armed wing. He had 
supported negotiations but might 
have been a rival later. Or would 
have been a plausible successor: he 
was 24 years younger than Mandela 
and might have made a difference 

in the longer run. His killing was 
apparently by a lone right-winger, 
but is suspected of being plotted by 
the South African right. I’d wonder if 
it didn’t come from the USA, taking 
the long view and willing to risk see-
ing South Africa dissolve into chaos 
as long as it didn’t get an effective 
and hostile government.  But since 
the book doesn’t go into the matter, I 
won’t take it further for now.

South Africa did drift towards chaos 
in the transition to majority rule. All 
things considered, I think Mandela 
made the right choice in going for 
a gradual transition. The USA after 
the Soviet collapse was looking for 
another war: it ended up as Iraq and 
then Afghanistan along with a behind-
the-scenes role in trashing Yugoslavia. 
It could easily have been South Africa 
as a battleground instead. It does have 
a depressingly high level of violence 
and crime, but also the possibility of 
improvement, thanks to Mandela.

Invictus – book and film – centres 
on the Springboks rugby team, their 
progress in the Rugby World Cup 
which was held in post-apartheid South 
Africa. Mandela chose to make it an el-
ement in building national unity, which 
was wise. Likewise he accepted there 
would be no revenge or punishment 
– of course the white South Africans 
still had the USA as their ‘roof’, their 
super-powerful protector.

History continues. The ANC rules, 
but has viable internal democracy. 
Mandela was succeeded as President 
by Thabo Mbeki, who was probably 
not Mandela’s first choice. Mbeki in 
turn has been succeeded by Jacob 
Zuma, definitely not Mbeki’s choice 
but the clear winner. South Africa 
moves on, and has joined BASIC, a 
block with Brazil, India and China 
as champions of developing nations. 
In sport, rugby is still mostly white, 
with a growing number of coloured 
(mixed-race) and now the occasional 
black African.4  There is reasonable 
hope for the future.

(Endnotes)
1 Carlin, John.  Playing the Enemy: 
Nelson Mandela and the Game That Made 
the Nation.
2 Invictus. Page 66, Atlantic Books 
edition of 2009.
3 Ibid., page 76.
4 [http://www.guardian.co.uk/
sport/2007/oct/21/rugbyunion.
rugbyworldcup2007]

How Mandela Made South Africa a Unified Nation
by Gwydion M. Williams 
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It is British policy to extend the 
jurisdiction of the International 
Criminal Court (ICC) to every 
corner of the earth, except the 
Palestinian territories occupied by 
Israel since 1967, that is, the West 
Bank, including East Jerusalem, 
and Gaza.

And it is not as if the Occupying 
Power isn’t committing acts that 
Britain regards as illegal in these 
territories, in particular, settlement 
building. British policy on this issue 
as stated on the FCO website is as 
follows:

“Our position on Israeli settlements 
in the Occupied Palestinian Territories 
is clear: they are illegal under 
international law, an obstacle to peace 
and make a two-state solution harder 
to achieve.” [1]

Settlement building is a war 
crime

Though the British Government 
never says so explicitly, settlement 
building is a war crime under the Rome 
Statute which defines the offences 
that can be prosecuted by the ICC. It 
is a war crime because it involves the 
Occupying Power transferring some 
of its own civilian population to the 
territory it occupies. And under Article 
8.2(b)(viii) of the Rome Statute

“the transfer, directly or indirectly, 
by the Occupying Power of parts of 
its own civilian population into the 
territory it occupies” [2]

is a war crime.
Since there is no doubt that Israel has 

transferred well over 500,000 Israeli 
civilians into territory it occupies, 
and that the process is still going on, 
there is a prima facie case that Israelis 
responsible for the settlement building 
programme, including the present 
Prime Minister Benyamin Netanyahu, 
are guilty of war crimes. It may be 
that Americans and others who fund 
settlement building are guilty of aiding 
and abetting war crimes.

Yet the British Government is 
opposed to Palestine becoming a party 
to the Rome Statute so that it is possible 
that Israelis responsible for settlement 
building will be brought to account 
for what the British Government itself 
regards as illegal actions.

Challenging impunity around 
the world

In July last year, the British Foreign 
Office launched an ICC strategy 
paper [3], which expressed Britain’s 

enthusiastic support for international 
systems of justice in general and the 
ICC in particular.

A key element of British policy set 
out in the paper is the extension of the 
jurisdiction of the ICC by encouraging 
states that are not party to the Rome 
Statute of the ICC to join, with the 
objective of the ICC eventually 
acquiring universal jurisdiction.
The paper explains that the British 
Government intends to:

“Work with other States Parties to 
encourage more states to ratify and 
accede to the Rome Statute and to fully 
implement its provisions in domestic 
law. …

“Urge States not party to the 
Rome Statute to consider ratifying or 
acceding to the Treaty …”

The paper explains:
“Widening the reach of the Court 

beyond the current 122 States Parties 
will increase accountability and help 
challenge impunity.”

Inappropriate to challenge Israeli 
impunity

This enthusiasm for extending ICC 
jurisdiction was sadly missing when 
Foreign Minister William Hague 
spoke in the House of Commons a 
few months later on 28 November 
2012.  Then, he offered UK support 
for a UN General Assembly resolution 
granting Palestine statehood, providing 
Palestinian leaders promised, amongst 
other things, that if Palestine acquired 
statehood it would not become a party 
to the Rome Statute.

Here’s what he told the House of 
Commons:

“Our country is a strong supporter, 
across all parties, of international 
justice and the International Criminal 
Court. We would ultimately like to 
see a Palestinian state represented 
throughout all the organs of the United 
Nations. However, we judge that if 
the Palestinians were to build on this 
resolution by pursuing ICC jurisdiction 
over the occupied territories at this 
stage, it could make a return to 
negotiations impossible.” [4]

Yes, believe it or believe it not, it is 
British policy to extend the jurisdiction 
of the ICC to every corner of the 
earth, except the Palestinian territories 
occupied by Israel since 1967. There it 
is apparently inappropriate for Britain 
to challenge impunity.

Two days later, when in retaliation 
for the UN granting statehood to 
Palestine, Israel announced plans 

for yet more building in settlements, 
William Hague reacted as follows:

“I am extremely concerned by 
reports that the Israeli Cabinet plans 
to approve the building of 3000 new 
housing units in illegal settlements in 
the West Bank and East Jerusalem. 
Israeli settlements are illegal under 
international law and undermine trust 
between the parties.” [5]

Dare I suggest that, if settlements are 
illegal under international law, then, 
if at all possible, those responsible 
should be tried in an international 
court and, if found guilty, punished 
appropriately?  Dare I suggest that, 
to this end, Palestine should be 
encouraged to accept the jurisdiction 
of the ICC?

Palestinian Authority tried to 
grant the ICC jurisdiction

In January 2009, the Palestinian 
Authority tried to grant the ICC 
jurisdiction over the occupied 
territories so that it would be possible 
for Israelis to be prosecuted by it for 
actions against Gaza during Operation 
Cast Lead.  

The ICC can prosecute individuals 
for genocide, war crimes or crimes 
against humanity, as defined in the 
Rome Statute of the Court [2]. It 
acquires jurisdiction in respect of these 
crimes by states granting it jurisdiction 
under Article 12 of the Statute. A state 
can grant jurisdiction to the Court:

(a)  by becoming a Party to the 
Statute (Article 12(1)) or

(b)  by making an ad hoc declaration 
accepting the Court’s jurisdiction 
(Article 12(3)).

The ICC can try individuals for 
genocide, war crimes or crimes 
against humanity, committed in the 
territories of states (or by its nationals 
anywhere) that have granted the Court 
jurisdiction.

On 21 January 2009, the Palestinian 
Authority made an ad hoc declaration 
to the Court under Article 12(3) in the 
following terms:

“In conformity with Article 12, 
paragraph 3 of the Statute of the 
International Criminal Court, the 
Government of Palestine hereby 
recognizes the jurisdiction of the 
Court for the purposes of identifying, 
prosecuting and judging the authors 
and accomplices of acts committed in 
the territory of Palestine since 1 July 
2002” [6].

It took the ICC Prosecutor over 

Britain says every state should join the ICC - apart from Palestine  
by David Morrison 
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three years (until April 2012) to 
decide that the Court couldn’t accept 
the jurisdiction offered. This decision 
hung on whether or not Palestine was 
a “state” within the meaning of Article 
12(3), which says that a “State may, by 
declaration lodged with the Registrar, 
accept the exercise of jurisdiction by 
the Court with respect to the crime in 
question”.

Strangely, the Prosecutor concluded 
that it wasn’t up to him to decide 
whether or not Palestine was a 
“state”, within the meaning of Article 
12(3), saying that “competence for 
determining the term “state” within 
the meaning of article 12 rests, in the 
first instance, with the United Nations 
Secretary General who, in case of 
doubt, will defer to the guidance of 
General Assembly” [7].

However, now that the UN General 
Assembly passed resolution A/
RES/67/19 [8] accepting Palestine 
as a state, there is little doubt that 
Palestine can simply become a Party to 
the Statute under Article 12(1). Given 
that Palestine has been accepted as a 
state by the UN, it is almost certain 
that the answer would be YES.

During a public discussion held 
at the Academie Diplomatique 
Internationale in Paris on 20 March 
2013, Fatou Bensouda, the Prosecutor 
of the International Criminal Court, 
said that it was clear that ICC 
membership for the State of Palestine 
was Palestine’s for the asking (see John 
Whitbeck, Palestine and the ICC, Al 
Jazeera, 16 April 2013 [9]).

Whitbeck also reported Fatou 
Bensouda’s view on the issue 
of retroactivity, that is, whether 
individuals could be prosecuted for 
past crimes committed before Palestine 
becomes a party to the Rome Statute. 
She said that she did not think that 
retroactivity could extend back to the 
birth of the court in 2002 and if any 
retroactivity was permitted, it would 
not be earlier than 29 November 
2012, when the UN General Assembly 
recognised Palestine as a state.

Palestine to join other UN 
bodies?

A year has passed since Palestine 
was granted statehood by the UN 
General Assembly. It was generally 
expected that, having achieved that, 
the Palestinian Authority would 
press ahead to join other bodies 
associated with the UN, of which 
there are about 20, including the 
ICC.

There is little doubt that, had it done 

so, it would have been admitted to all of 
them. Remember that in October 2011, 
a year before it achieved statehood and 
in the teeth of fierce opposition from 
the US and Israel, it was admitted to 
full membership of UNESCO by 107 
votes to 14 with 52 abstentions.

But, it hasn’t done so, because there 
has been fierce pressure on it not to do 
so, especially from the US. And, it has 
now promised the US that it will not 
apply for membership of any of these 
bodies until April 2014 during the 9 
month period of “negotiations” with 
Israel, brokered by the US Secretary 
of State, John Kerry.

It is absolutely outrageous that the 
US, with the support of Britain and 
others, has pressurised Palestinians 
into forgoing a possible legal means 
of redress against the illegal actions 
by the power that has held them 
under military occupation for almost 
50 years.

Comoros asks ICC to prosecute 
Israelis re Mavi Marmara

On a brighter note, there is a 
possibility that Israelis may be 
arraigned before the ICC for the Israeli 
military assault on the Mavi Marmara 
on 31 May 2010. This took place in 
international waters, when it was part 
of a humanitarian aid convoy to Gaza, 
and resulted in the deaths of 9 civilian 
passengers.

This is possible because the Mavi 
Marmara was registered in the 
Comoros Islands and the Union of the 
Comoros is a state party to the Rome 
Statute. Under Article 12(2)(a) of the 
Rome Statute, the ICC has jurisdiction 
in respect of crimes committed, not 
only in the territory of a state party, 
but also on ships or aircraft registered 
in a state party. On 14 May 2013, the 
Union of the Comoros requested that 
the ICC mount an investigation into 
the Mavi Marmara assault.

This request has been made under 
Article 14 of the Rome Statute which 
states:

“A State Party may refer to the 
Prosecutor a situation in which one 
or more crimes 

within the jurisdiction of the Court 
appear to have been committed 
requesting the 

Prosecutor to investigate the situation 
for the purpose of determining whether 
one or more specific persons should be 
charged with the commission of such 
crimes.” [2]

On 14 May 2013, lawyers 
representing the Union of the Comoros 
presented a document to the ICC 
prosecutor, under Article 14, requesting 

her “to initiate an investigation into the 
crimes committed within the Court’s 
jurisdiction, arising from [the Mavi 
Marmara] raid’’ [10]. The document 
sought to make a case that Israeli 
military personnel committed war 
crimes (for example, ‘wilful killing’ 
under Article 8(2)(a)(i) of the Rome 
Statute) and crimes against humanity 
under Article 7.

The prosecutor has to conduct a 
preliminary examination in order to 
establish whether the ICC’s criteria 
for opening an investigation are met. 
That examination is ongoing at the 
time of writing.

References:
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E A 9 A E F F 7 - 5 7 5 2 - 4 F 8 4 - B E 9 4 -
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English.pdf
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Froggy
News From Across The Channel

France sees sense on 
scarves

The Conseil d’Etat (State Coun-
cil) is a body of the French 
national government that acts 
both as legal adviser to the 
President of the Republic and 
ministers, and as the supreme 
court for administrative jus-
tice. On Monday 23 December 
2013, the Conseil d’Etat ruled 
that mothers who wear a scarf 
are allowed to accompany 
school trips. One is grateful 
for the existence of the Con-
seil d’Etat, to tone down or 
rectify the madder decrees of 
our trendy ministers. Luc Cha-
tel, education minister under 
Sarkozy, had sent a circular in 
2011 to nursery and primary 
schools, suggesting that they 
include in their school rules a 
ban on mothers accompanying 
school trips if they wear a scarf 
(as part of being a Muslim). 
Not all schools did include this 
ban in their internal rules; this 
made for a patchwork situa-
tion, some schools operating 
the ban, others not.  A mother 
could find herself allowed on 
one child’s trip and not on his 
sister’s if they went to differ-
ent schools.

A collective was founded to 
protest at this state of affairs: 
Mères toutes égales (Mothers all 
equal). One of the founders was a 
member of a parents association 
(France has several national parents 
associations, of differing political 
colour, for parents of school age 
children, that express their opinions 

on school matters).  Her name is 
Ismahane Chouder, and she makes 
the very useful point that we should 
talk about mothers ‘wearing a 
scarf’, not ‘the veil’. It is a scarf, 
such as women in the 1950s used to 
cover their heads with when leav-
ing the house. There are glamorous 
photos of Brigitte Bardot wearing 
one such.

Standards of modesty vary with 
time, and standards prevalent in 
France in the fifties might as well 
never have existed. The idea of 
wearing a scarf out of modesty is 
seen as a medieval custom. Calling 
the scarf a scarf instead of a veil 
would help bring it into the realm 
of the ordinary, where it belongs.

Immigration.
There is a discussion on limits 

to immigration in Britain today in 
the press: the Evening Standard all 
against limits, the Daily Mail all in 
favour, the Guardian in between. 
The French government tries to 
suppress this topic of discussion, 
by introducing red herring topics 
nationally. (The most recent one 
was an attempt at a law making 
prostitution illegal, which amused 
the public for a while.)  Discussing 
immigration directly would involve 
discussing wages and housing, all 
dangerous topics. So you deflect 
this and discuss women and girls 
wearing the scarf, which of course 
the government calls the veil, to 
make it sound as outlandish as pos-
sible. A report was commissioned 
on secularism in public life. It sug-
gested that girls might be allowed 
to wear the scarf at school after 
all (it was banned in 2004). Shock 
horror, acres of print and outrage 
on the airwaves. It also suggested 
teaching Arabic in schools. It is 
a shame if this useful initiative 
gets buried because of the scarf 
controversy.

A new body was created to 

oversee the secular character of 
public life, called the Observatoire 
de la Laïcité (Observatory for 
Secularism in public life). There 
was already a “High Council on 
Integration” with a section special-
ising in questions of secularity; the 
Observatoire replaces this section. 
One of its members, Dounia Bouzar, 
a convert to Islam anxious to defuse 
Islamic fundamentalism, suggested 
that two Christian festivals should 
be removed from the calendar of 
public holidays and replaced by 
one Jewish festival and one Islamic 
festival to be celebrated by all. The 
Observatoire de la Laïcité is prob-
ably not going to be a great source 
of common sense ideas.

Council of State (2)
The newspaper L’Humanité read 

the advice given by the Council of 
State on the scarf and school out-
ings. The advice is that mothers 
wearing a scarf can accompany 
school trips, as reported above, 
but the text also says that ‘in order 
to do their job properly, education 
personnel might have to recom-
mend to parents that they should 
abstain from making manifest 
their religious beliefs (when ac-
companying school trips).’ So the 
situation is in fact not much clearer 
than before.

Teachers and school personnel 
are not necessarily anti-Muslim 
when they make these rules against 
the wearing of a scarf. They are 
simply anti-clerical, in the old 
republican tradition. The Republic 
was founded against the Church, in 
the later years of the Revolution, 
then in 1875 when the Republic 
was finally established for good.  
And the education system was made 
the corner stone of anti-clericalism: 
the school of the Republic was 
to be ‘free, compulsory and non-
religious’. Otherwise monarchists 
would take over again. Teachers 
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have been vigilant since the 1882 
laws founding the modern school 
system. They were vigilant during 
the war, when Pétain had the right, 
in theory, to put religious symbols 
back on school walls. He advised 
against it, knowing the strength of 
feeling among teachers.

And they are vigilant now.  Re-
ligion must be kept out of schools. 
Religion is only acceptable in the 
home behind closed doors.  Hence 
the discrepancies among schools: 
some staff are more obsessed with 
this old-fashioned anti-religious 
preoccupation than others. But it 
is common among the French to 
associate religion with reactionary 
views. A number of Muslims also 
would prefer women not to wear 
the scarf, let alone the full length 
face covering outfit.

A diversion.
Some socialists at the end of 

the nineteenth century denounced 
anti-clericalism because it was a 
diversion from the class struggle: 
attacking priests took the place of 
striking for more pay: ‘they give 
us priests to eat, but it’s bread we 
want’ was the cry of these socialists. 
Something similar is happening 
now: the discussion should centre 
on low pay and bad housing, is-
sues shared by Muslims and non 
Muslims.

Anti-islamic measures are also 
a diversion from a discussion of 
immigration; as in England, em-
ployers favour the employment 
of already qualified workers, or 
alternatively of cheap labour, from 
abroad. The population, on the 
other hand, would prefer a limit 

of foreign labour, both to preserve 
the familiarity of their neighbour-
hoods and to protect employment. 
Even l’Humanité  makes the case 
for a limitation of immigration, 
saying that such a limit would be 
helpful to immigrants already set-
tled in France. State discrimination 
against women wearing a scarf 
gives the impression that the au-
thorities are ‘against immigrants’, 
when in fact they are in favour of 
immigration.

Dismantling Roma encamp-
ments, expelling some members 
of that community also gives the 
public the impression the govern-
ment is doing something to address 
their concerns about immigration. 
But in fact illegal immigration 
is much smaller than legal im-
migration: there are 2.6 million 
foreigners legally present in France; 
between 200,000 and 400,000 are 
there without papers; of those, 
36,000 had their situation made 
legal in 2012.  And 36, 822 were 
expelled in 2012. (These figures 
originate from the Ministry of the 
Interior and an organization for 
the defence of immigrants called 
Groupe d’information et de soutien 
des immigrés (Immigrant Informa-
tion and Support Group).

Bishops congratulate local 
candidates

Teachers are right to be wary!  
The Church is interfering in public 
affairs!  And just before the next 
elections!  A Catholic magazine 
called La Vie (Life) on 11 Decem-
ber published a communication 
from the Conference of Bishops 
of France.  On the occasion of the 

forthcoming local elections (23 and 
30 March 2014), the Bishops wrote, 
encouraging people to vote and con-
gratulating the future candidates for 
their ambition to serve the common 
good at local level. Their text said 
that the local councillors are rooted 
in their locality, and these roots 
give meaning to their personal and 
social lives; local politicians work 
for the common good in contrast to 
the prevailing individualism. Nev-
ertheless politicians are branded as 
useless in populist speeches.

 La Vie suggested that this al-
lusion to ‘populist speeches’ is a 
veiled attack on the National Front; 
the Bishops are careful not to be 
explicitly involved in politics. Of 
course the Bishops have done worse 
than comment on forthcoming local 
elections: in the big 2012 debate, 
they took up a position against same 
sex marriage, and against teaching 
children that differences between 
men and women are mainly con-
structed by society.  

Traditional anti-clericalism is a 
handicap for modern French soci-
ety: it prevents it from hearing the 
Catholic message of working for 
the common good and against in-
dividualism, which otherwise could 
have developed into an important 
Christian Democrat movement, 
and it prevents it using common 
sense when dealing with people 
who think of religion as a social 
bond between its members, and 
for whom external signs are impor-
tant. Anti-clericalism also distracts 
people from the real issues, and it 
divides them when they should be 
united. 

The ideas of economists and political philosophers, both when they are right and when they are wrong, 
are more powerful than is commonly understood. Indeed the world is ruled by little else. Practical men, 
who believe themselves to be quite exempt from any intellectual influence, are usually the slaves of some 
defunct economist. Madmen in authority, who hear voices in the air, are distilling their frenzy from some 
academic scribbler of a few years back. I am sure that the power of vested interests is vastly exaggerated 
compared with the gradual encroachment of ideas.

John Maynard Keynes, The General Theory of Employment, Interest and Money

The Creator would appear as endowed with a passion for stars, on the one hand, and for beetles on the 
other, for the simple reason that there are nearly 300,000 species of beetle known, and perhaps more, as 
compared with somewhat less than 9,000 species of birds and a little over 10,000 species of mammals. 
Beetles are actually more numerous than the species of any other insect order. That kind of thing is 
characteristic of nature.

J. B. S. Haldane, What is Life? The Layman’s View of Nature
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Notes on the News
        By Gwydion M. Williams

T h e  D e s o l a t i o n  o f 
Saatchi

With all the talk about the 
messy divorce of Charles Saatchi 
and Nigella Lawson, I didn’t see 
anyone remember that Charles 
and his brother Maurice were 
behind the famous “Labour Isn’t 
Working” election poster back in 
1979.

The poster designed by Saatchi 
Brothers tapped into a general 
discontent with the highly successful 
Corporatist and Technocratic system 
that had been built after World 
War Two. This discontent could 
have been met by various reforms, 
most notably Workers Control and 
Industrial Democracy. In the 1970s, 
this was assumed to be the next big 
advance. But as it happened, it was 
defeated by a mix of trade union 
traditionalism and large numbers of 
want-to-be revolutionaries on the 
Hard Left. This created an opening 
for the Centre-Right, if they were 
willing to shift from traditional 
conservatism to some sort of Radical-
Right approach.

By the 1970s, the system that 
was born in the 1940s was working 
imperfectly. But the new Thatcherite 
system that replaced it kept the 
substance of Corporatism and 
Technocracy, masked with a vulgar 
populism that appealed to greed and 
ignorance. Ignoring most of their 
own ideology, the New Right ran the 
system to give as much as possible 
to the richest 1%, the “Heavenly 
Creatures”. It was much worse 
socially, creating injustice and not 
producing the promised renewal of 
traditional values.

It did successfully prevent a solid 
new morality emerging on the basis 
of 1960s values.  But the New Right’s 
own attempts to replace it with 
something positive were pathetic. 
John Major made a decent effort with 
“Back to Basics”, except no one had 
any intention of applying it to their 
own lives. Major himself didn’t: we 
later discovered that it was “Back to 
Basics, Front to Edwina Curry”.

Nigella is in many ways a product 
of this mess, even a victim of it. She 

is the daughter of Nigel Lawson, 
Thatcher’s main Chancellor. Her 
parents divorced in 1980, at the dawn 
of Thatcherism. Her mother then 
married A. J. Ayer, a philosopher of 
complete emptiness.

(If philosophers refuse to talk 
about anything beyond philosophical 
certainties, then they can say nothing 
important and should shut up.  But 
real life is based on Reasonable 
Beliefs, things that are definite 
enough to form a basis for action. 
Ayer was keen on sports, so in 
everyday life he must have been 
familiar with the process whereby 
humans make reasonable decisions 
on the basis of imperfect information 
and incomplete analysis to achieve 
some desired end. But as far as I can 
make out, his philosophical concern 
was juggling metaphysical notions to 
reach unimportant conclusions.)

Though Nigella has on occasions 
distanced herself from her father’s 
policies, she isn’t that distant. She 
choose to marry a Saatchi. And 
it seems that during their divorce 
(apparently provoked by Charles 
grabbing Nigella by the throat in 
public) they decided to prosecute 
Nigella’s “personal assistants” for 
fraud.

The Grillo sisters were long-time 
servants, and not hugely well-paid.  
“Francesca was paid £28,000 a 
year and had worked for the couple 
for a decade, while her sister began 
working for Miss Lawson and her 
late husband John Diamond 14 years 
ago and was paid £25,000.”1  They 
had been given credit cards to make 
purchases for their employers, and 
had apparently used them for personal 
purchases. A sum of £685,000 
unjustified spending was alleged.

£685,000 is an enormous sum to 
most of us, but not for Nigella or for 
Charles Saatchi.  Her cookbooks have 
earned her millions, while the Saatchi 
brothers have an estimated wealth of 
120 million. Any sensible person in 
their position would have written it 
off. Any sensible person would have 
expected the Grillo sisters to say a lot 
of unkind things, if brought to trial 
for fraud and facing the prospect 
of prison.  And any sensible person 
would have checked first with an 

expert about the rules of evidence, if 
they didn’t already know them.

Normally, an accusation of regular 
drug use would be a serious libel and 
would be grounds for major damages, 
unless the accuser could prove drug 
use beyond a reasonable doubt.  
Someone might have solid grounds 
for believing it and still not dare say 
it. This is an oddity of English law, 
which required defendants in libel 
cases to do more than simply prove 
that they had reasonable suspicions. 
It allowed absurdities like Liberace 
winning damages from the Daily 
Mirror for an article implying he 
was homosexual, which was entirely 
true but not provable. It protects a 
multitude of ruling-class sins, which 
is not at all accidental.

In a criminal trial, different 
rules apply. You can say what you 
like, provided you can show some 
plausible connection to the issue 
before the court. There are no come-
backs unless this testimony can be 
proved to be lies, in which case the 
state prosecutes you for perjury. In 
this case, Nigella admitted some 
drugs use, just not as much as the 
sisters alleged. But even if she were 
telling the whole truth and the sisters 
were lying, she has no real come-
back. And nor has Charles Saatchi, 
for various remarks making him look 
like a crude bully.

The sister’s story will now be 
serialised in the popular press, and 
read widely. Not by me: I was already 
contemptuous of such characters and 
uninterested in “celebrities”. But it 
will be read by millions of people 
whose opinions matter to Nigella and 
Charles Saatchi.

Arrogance and a failure to treat 
ordinary people as fellow-humans 
is a major weakness of the current 
“Overclass”, the people who have 
flourished since the 1980s. Cunning 
in small ways, but basically foolish. 
The older ruling class knew that 
servants should be looked after, and 
there were few damaging revelations. 
And it wasn’t just material well-
being: there was genuine respect and 
some of that old ruling class were 
worth it. I can’t think of even one 
of the current bunch who is worth 
anything morally.
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Heavenly Creatures in a 
Bespoke Universe 

The current “Overclass” really 
do seem to think of themselves as 
“Heavenly Creatures”,2 not just 
superior but recognised by everyone 
as such. Anyone who fails to show 
respect must be motivated by envy, 
rather than a genuine distaste for such 
characters. Likewise any criticism of 
their policies must be wicked, rather 
than a belief that the Overclass have 
bungled massively since the collapse 
of the Soviet Union.  

(This last was drastically shown by 
the editor of The Guardian having his 
love of Britain questioned, because he 
had published details of the Security 
Services spying on ordinary citizens. 
A more reasonable explanation is 
genuine concern about the loss of the 
normal limitation of a judge needing 
to approve the violation of someone’s 
privacy on the basis of reasonable 
suspicion of some serious crime or 
intended crime.)

The notion of a self-made elite with 
a right to superior status developed 
within Puritanism. The newly rich 
liked the notion that worldly success 
was a sign of Divine Blessing.  It 
was preferable to the older idea of 
“high birth” conferring superiority. 
But it tended to go along with some 
duty of care for the less fortunate. It 
needed the decline of Christianity, 
the hyping of an inaccurate version 
of Darwinism by characters like 
Dawkins and the blossoming of 
“Economic Rationalism” for this 
creed to get wholly out of hand.

Adam Smith famously said “It 
is not from the benevolence of the 
butcher, the brewer, or the baker that 
we expect our dinner, but from their 
regard to their own interest.”3 Which 
leaves out the bulk of actual human 
interactions, which are neither wholly 
benevolent nor wholly governed 
by self-interest. We may not expect 
benevolence from the butcher, baker 
etc., but we would expect honesty 
and avoid a dishonest shopkeeper. 
Avoid an unscrupulous or dishonest 
bank, even if we did not expect 
them to cheat us.  We inherently 
dislike dishonesty, and want to see it 
punished.

The problem for the left has 
been an increasing reluctance to 
see dishonesty or anything else as 
suitable to be punished by state 
power.  People see it as OK for 
people to make breaches in rules that 
don’t suit them, the hippy heritage. 
Then seem genuinely astonished 

that others use this same breach for 
different ends. That made most of 
the left impractical and ineffective.  
Opened the way to the rise of 
Thatcher / Reagan ideology, and rule 
by the “Heavenly Creatures”.

You also get a lot of cynics, 
people who gave up after finding that 
changing the world was not as easy 
as 1960s radicals had supposed.  If 
nothing makes much difference, it is 
OK to sell out to the highest bidder, 
as many of them have.

All of this assumes a Bespoke 
Universe,4 a universe tailored to 
human needs and geared to rewarding 
virtuous humans and punishing the 
rest. This too is a heritage of religion, 
but nowadays clad in the garb of 
science.

The true scientific view suggests 
the opposite. As living organisms, 
we have been “bespoken” to live 
and flourish in the very distinctive 
environments found on the surface of 
the Earth. Nothing else that would be 
remotely suitable exists in the rest of 
the solar system, and we’d be better 
off making artificial space habitable 
than trying to make Mars or the 
moon habitable.  (Nor is their any 
current need to do either, with many 
parts of the Earth having hardly any 
inhabitants.)  It remains unknown 
how many places similar to Earth 
can be found in the wider universe: 
most of the known exoplanets are 
massively unsuitable.5

Socially, humans are “bespoken” 
to live as small family groups, with 
a lot of mutual care.  Investigations 
of a 400,000 year old “pit of bones” 
in Spain found a girl who died at 12 
with a deformed skull, and an elderly 
man with severe back problems who 
couldn’t have fended for himself.6  
These pre-humans and probable 
ancestors of the Neanderthals must 
have cared for their own. Modern 
human remains from prehistoric 
remains show at least as much 
evidence of caring.

Modern civilisation allows humans 
to live in much larger societies, 
making them much more secure 
and prosperous. But this unfamiliar 
existence creates a continuous and 
unsolved problem of social duties 
and social enforcement. A series of 
crises, sometimes followed by a big 
step forward in social organisation.

The Thatcher-Reagan solution 
took advantage of the most recent 
such difficulty, a crisis within the 
Corporatism that had been created 
in the 1940s. But it would have 
been wiser even from a centre-right 
viewpoint to have sought to reform 

that system rather than attacking 
it and trying to bring back 19th-
century capitalism. All of their 
efforts have not in fact restored 19th-
century capitalism, and life for small 
independent producers is worse than 
ever. Only the “Heavenly Creatures” 
have flourished, getting the lion’s 
share of the extra wealth in Britain 
and almost all of it in the USA.

M a n d e l a  a n d  t h e 
Doughnutters

When the Afrikaners finally 
accepted that they’d have to give the 
vote to the black majority, the West’s 
main contribution was to try to boost 
the “Inkatha Freedom Party”. This 
party combines Zulu tribal feeling 
with a generally right-wing outlook. 
Mandela came from a family of 
hereditary royal councillors among 
the Xhosa, the other big tribal group. 
So an effort was made to paint him as 
just an Xhosa leader.

As it happened, this failed. Lots 
of Zulus supported the ANC and 
Mandela and rejected Inkatha. There 
was indeed a tricky balancing-act 
necessary to transform the society.  
Destabilisation efforts and political 
competition created a level of 
violence that has become the new 
norm. But Civil War was avoided.  

Mandela’s successor Thabo Mbeki 
was another Xhosa, and not the man 
Mandela would have chosen, but the 
succession was smooth. Rather more 
contested in the case of Jacob Zuma, 
a Zulu. But most ANC Zulus thought 
it was their turn, and that he was the 
man for the job.

Mandela managed to peacefully 
change the system, in part by 
accepting that it should not change 
all that much. He ended a system 
which placed all whites above any 
non-white, which wouldn’t have 
seemed minor to those on the sharp 
end. But he accepted a continuation 
of economic inequality, with most 
whites remaining better off. And 
corruption flourished under his rule, 
even though he was not himself 
involved.

This outcome meant that the 
“Heavenly Creatures” of the 
Anglosphere reassessed him and 
decided he was actually one of their 
own. Hence the keenness of global 
leaders and celebrities to be seen at 
his funeral, “doughnutting” a major 
media event.7 Some of those there 
had been genuine friends and long-
term supporters. But most of them 
were not, and some were former 
foes.  
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The Observer took the opportunity 
to remind everyone of the stand 
they took in 1964, when Nelson 
Mandela and others were facing the 
death penalty. The Observer kept the 
issue before the world’s eyes, and 
probably saved the lives of the ANC 
leadership.8  Fine as far as it goes, but 
not enough.

Someone now needs to do a book, 
“People Who Hated Mandela”, 
collecting all of the bad things 
that were said over the years by 
mainstream Anglo politicians. Ignore 
the overtly racist far-right, who have 
been marginalised. Make available 
to the global public the things the 
Centre-Right said and did that they 
have mostly not apologised for.

Though even some of the friends 
have proved imperfect. The funeral 
reporting included a long editorial 
whine from The Guardian, telling 
off the ANC because “its structure, 
influenced by the South African 
Communist party, reflects the 
pernicious doctrine of democratic 
centralism. This is supposed to mean 
total freedom in discussion, then 
absolute obedience to the majority’s 
will. As usually perverted, it means 
that decisions are made by a small 
group at the top and passed down, 
giving only the appearance of 
participation by members.”9 Which is 
true enough, but it also mostly avoids 
civil war and ethnic rioting. And is at 
least as good as open factionalism or 
mutli-party competition at giving the 
majority of the people the things they 
thought they were voting for.

Respect for democracy?
Putin has been repeatedly elected 

by a clear majority of the voters. 
His main opponents are a revived 
Russian Communist Party. The other 
significant forces are the right-wing 
nationalist “Liberal-Democrats” and 
the social-democratic “Just Russia”. 
Liberal and Westernising parties 
have sunk into well-merited oblivion.
Yet the Western media go on playing 
up to a small number of unpopular 
dissidents.

Outsiders seem to thoroughly 
dislike the Russian people, holding 
them to blame for the failure of the 
libertarian capitalist reforms that 
were carried through under Yeltsin. 
It’s not just or sensible, but it has 
become the Western consensus.

It’s also not a good strategy to 
win over China. The West seems to 
want them to be ashamed of their 
own achievements and respectful of 

Western demands. A few Chinese 
have been won over to such a 
viewpoint. But if I were plotting to 
subvert China, I would not regard 
such characters as an asset.

Meantime the West has stayed 
neutral as the richer and more 
Westernized element in the Thai 
capital demand surrender to their 
wishes and reject a new election, 
which would almost certainly be won 
by the government they are protesting 
against. It seems that their notion of 
democracy is for everyone else to 
agree with them. Anti-corruption 
is the main slogan, but an anti-
corruption policy is easy to promise 
and very hard to deliver. And often 
a cover for something else, policies 
mentioned quietly and not likely to 
win mass support.

In Ukraine, the heirs of the Orange 
Revolution would at least accept a 
new election, because they have some 
hope of winning it. But they have 
also learned nothing and forgotten 
nothing. Ukraine is inherently pulled 
both East and West, and has no clear 
lines on which it might split. This 
applies particularly to Kiev, mother-
city of the Rus identity that later split 
into Great-Russians, Ukrainians, 
Byelorussians and a scattering of 
Ruthenians.

The protestors seem to believe in 
Fantasy Democracy. Democracy is a 
Good Thing and is certain to deliver 
us just what we want. So if it does 
not deliver us just what we want, it 
can’t be democracy. Just because the 
wrong people have a majority of the 
votes does not make it democratic 
if the “Heavenly Creatures” wish it 
otherwise.

You can’t have successful multi-
party democracy if you demand that 
the other side surrender and do what 
you tell them.  But Western advice 
has frequently encouraged just this 
sort of attitude. The Ukraine remains 
a mess, while Russia has recovered 
its strength.

Meantime it seems that the Syrian 
crisis may end with an open election 
that may well endorse Assad and 
the Baath. This likelihood was why 
the original protestors refused to 
compromise and demanded Assad’s 
removal before any election. And 
like the rest of the “Arab Spring”, it 
has ended in a mess.

The Syrian uprising is reasonably 
suspected of being a Bilderberg 
bungle.10 But the Bilderberg 
connection is probably exaggerated: 
the Bilderberg Group is a private 
forum for a selected few among the 

“Heavenly Creatures”, not some 
functional secret organization. 
Not all attendees agreed with plots 
to overthrow Assad. Those who 
probably did plot it didn’t show 
much foresight, not expecting the 
Islamists to become dominant if 
fighting started. Yet this was exactly 
what any sensible conspirator should 
have been worrying about. You put a 
chimp and a lion in the same room, 
what do you think will happen?

If you class the Bilderberg Group 
as wicked conspirators, then you 
should also see them has having more 
in common with the Great Goblin 
from the recent Hobbit film, rather 
than Sauron the Terrible.11  Wise they 
are not, nor subtle. Syria has gone so 
far wrong that you now find articles 
in the Daily Telegraph denouncing it 
as a mess-up.12

Anyone not scared of revolution 
has not understood revolution. This 
doesn’t mean you let those fears 
dominate, if a revolution seems a 
fair prospect. Just that you should 
think first, and think carefully.The 
same applies to secession, rights 
of self-determination. Nice if it 
can be managed smoothly, but also 
highly risky. Africa has mostly 
stuck to colonial boundaries, the 
conventional wisdom being that any 
tampering with these would lead to 
chaos. US pressure and lobbying 
by Afro-American politicians did 
finally persuade Sudan to let its 
Black-African south secede as South 
Sudan. Which then failed to establish 
a proper government, and is currently 
(24th December) descending into civil 
war based on tribal divisions. People 
from rival tribes are being massacred 
and prospects of a viable state seem 
small.13

China’s Debt
Western economists are convinced 

that something nasty must happen to 
China some time soon, if it goes on 
ignoring Western advice on politics 
and economics. Debt is commonly 
cited as the big issue. But a recent 
article tucked away in the financial 
section of The Economist argues 
otherwise.

China currently owes money to 
itself, Chinese with debts to other 
Chinese. This is not dangerous 
unless Parasitic Finance is allowed. 
Globally, China has few debts and 
vast bond and currency reserves 
that it cannot currently make use of 
without causing a global crisis. Yet 
possessing it gives China great power 
and security. The USA owes China 
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money, and so is limited in what it 
dare do. For China to start dumping 
dollars would produce a paper loss, 
but no loss of actual or usable wealth 
for China.

Concerning internal debt, the 
mainstream Western claim is that 
“China is misallocating capital on a 
grand scale”14 This is contradicted by 
continuing fast growth, unwelcome 
evidence that political control can be 
a lot more efficient than profit-based 
systems. Or evidence that people in 
China and elsewhere behave mostly 
as human beings rather than the 
fictional and inhuman entities of 
“Rational Economics”.

Sentiments like that don’t get 
voiced in The Economist, of course. 
But it exists to give sound advice to 
business people, so some realism is 
allowed even about the future of the 
West’s main rival:

“One might think that low interest 
rates would encourage consumption 
by reducing the reward for saving. 
But the evidence suggests that 
Chinese households save to meet 
certain goals, such as making a down-
payment on a home. If saving yields 
little, they simply do more of it…

“China is, then, living within its 
means. And those means are now 
considerable. It produces over $8 
trillion-worth of goods and services, 
without undue strain on its capacity.
There is little question that capital 
does not always go to the most 
deserving investment, and that the 
lives of China’s citizens would be 
more comfortable if consumption 
played a bigger part in the economy. 
But China’s capital stock still seems 
more productive than Thailand’s or 
South Korea’s.”15

China also is probably not a market 
economy in the Western sense of 
the term. The European Union still 
refuses to recognise it as such, and 
may well be correct.16 Nor have 
socialist goals been abandoned, just 
delayed when it became clear that the 
West had pulled through its 1960s 
crisis. The newly installed leader Xi 
Jinping insists that the basic outlook 
is still Marxist.17  The official position 
remains that limiteåd capitalism is 
just a stage towards something more 
socialist.

As for politics, a look round the 
world suggests that people with a 
heavy exposure to Marxism often 
have a very strong advantage. 
Success in South Africa was achieved 
by the ANC, which was steeped in it. 
Marxism has shown itself to be much 
closer to the truths of modern society 
than any of the alternative political 

philosophies.  
Marxism also packages the 

new thinking that developed in 
Western Europe, in a form that 
can be understood by people not 
raised in that tradition. Meantime 
New Right philosophy has proved 
to be a subtractor of value. Much 
inferior to a pragmatic view when 
it comes to building anything solid 
or worthwhile. Hence the failure 
to consolidate the brief advantage 
following the Soviet collapse.

Globalisation and Global 
Warfare

There could never be much doubt 
about the outcome of the Lee Rigby 
trial. His killers had chosen to act 
in the spirit of the Anglosphere’s 
decision to make the conflict global, 
and did not deny what they had done. 
Their “defence” was never likely to 
be accepted, but it did give them a 
useful dose of publicity.

What’s most interesting is the 
attitudes shown by the Western 
media. Using drones to kill enemy 
civilians is fine. Killing a few poor 
non-white bystanders is acceptable. 
But attacking an off-duty soldier is 
monstrous.We also had unauthorized 
acts of violence called cowardly by 
the prosecution, even though the 
killers stayed around to face the 
consequences of their actions, and 
were in fact expecting to be shot 
dead.18

Fighting dirty is not the same as 
being a coward, and nor is being 
brutal. The Islamist movement fights 
dirty because it is weak compared 
to the advanced technology of 
the West. But it chooses to go on 
fighting, because it is brave. Western 
politicians and some media try to deny 
the connection. Presumably thinking 
that it was just a coincidence that 
they became radicalized after large 
numbers of Muslims started getting 
killed in situations where the USA 
and Britain had smashed existing 
authoritarian structures.

That’s typical of the thinking of 
“Heavenly Creatures”. The sort of 
thinking that gets ordinary soldiers 
killed for no good reason.

Trust Me, I’m a Lawyer
No one is ever likely to say “trust 

me, I’m a lawyer”. But many people 
express a deep belief in “The Law”, 
as if it were something that had a 
meaningful existence separate from 
the opinions of the trained lawyers 
who administer it.

You can in fact trust lawyers more 
than most people when it comes to 
looking after money or performing 
a particular task, if you have hired 
them for their professional services.  
But that’s just why they are not 
trustworthy on wider social matters. 
Their hearts tend to follow their 
wallets.

In the case of Human Rights, 
the relevant judges and lawyers 
somehow believe that they are 
being superlatively honest while 
only harassing approved foes of 
the Anglosphere. Elderly Nazis or 
people employed by the Nazis will be 
harassed till the very last of them are 
dead, but what about the Nazi’s very 
willing allies among the Croats and 
Bosnian Muslims? The War Crimes 
Tribunal for Former Yugoslavia 
applies only to events that happened 
after the break-up.  Men just as guilty 
as the elderly Nazis will be left alone, 
because bringing them to trial would 
remind everyone which sides the 
Croats and Serbs were on in World 
War Two.

To understand the logic of 
Anglo law, let’s do a bit of Reverse 
Engineering. Reverse engineering 
is the process of discovering the 
technological principles of a device, 
object, or system through analysis of 
its structure, function, and operation. 
It may have originated in the world 
of computers: it is certainly very 
widespread there. It was through 
Reverse Engineering that rival 
companies were able to produce 
cheap personal computers that would 
run software produced for the IBM 
Personal Computer, hugely damaging 
IBM’s business and turning the basic 
architecture of the IBM Personal 
Computer into the dominant format, 
now commonly known just as PC. 
Making a direct copy would have 
been piracy: doing it via Reverse 
Engineering was ruled as legal after 
some bitter legal fights.

In the case of Anglo law, suppose 
one wanted a system that gave 
successful lawyers an income way 
above the norm for people with 
similar intelligence and training 
in other professions. And had a 
culture full of pompous hypocrites, 
people glib with fine sentiments but 
unwilling to accept even a small loss 
when they might be expected to act 
on those sentiments.  How would this 
differ from what is actually seen?

Law as actually applied includes a 
lot of Quacking Donkey logic. This 
creature quacks, has feathers and 
webbed feet, lays eggs and is fond of 
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swimming. Therefore it is a donkey. 
It would make a neat slogan: Legal 
Mind, Quacking Donkey.19

Snippets
The West got worried when North 

Korea’s new leader Kim Jong-un 
removed his powerful uncle Chang 
Song-thaek, who was then executed. 
Chang was seen as close to China and 
apt to favour Chinese-style reforms.  

Since this uncle seems to have been 
a kingmaker, it may just be a classic 
case of “kicking away the ladder”.  
And in authoritarian systems, a leader 
will sometimes break a potentially 
dangerous rival and then take over 
their policy. Definitely, China is keen 
to avoid a row and maintain good 
relations with Kim the Third.20

***
There is a nice diagram at [http://

www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/
the-fix/wp/2013/12/06/american-
poli t ics-as-a-diseased-brain/] , 
showing the end of bipartisan politics 
in the USA. It is also at [http://
www.economist.com/news/united-
states/21591190-united-states-
amoeba], but that is for subscribers 
only.

***
Some young people think that they 

have been robbed and are kept under 
by the ordinary members of the “Baby 
Boom” generation. Actually the big 
shift since the 1970s in Britain, the 
USA and most of Europe has been a 
much larger slice of wealth going to 
the richest 1%. And there has been no 
“trickle-down”, no net improvement 
in growth in GNP. But this has been 
successfully obscured by a mass 
of propaganda designed to set the 
majority against each other and 
ignoring what the rich are doing.

The rise in house prices and private 
pensions means that older people 
look better off. But if you own a 
valuable house and also live in it, you 
need it and can not sell it. Also since 
the richest 1% are mostly past middle 
age, they inflate the average wealth 
of older people. The actual wealth 
of average old people is something 
else.

***
The Anglosphere is much more 

unequal than ordinary people believe 
it to be. Also more unequal than they 
would wish it to be. For the USA, there 
is a nice animation at [http://www.
utrend.tv/v/9-out-of-10-americans-
are-completely-wrong-about-this-
mind-blowing-fact/].  For the way 
in which Britons are systematically 
misled, mostly by the tabloid press, 

see [http://www.reasonandreality.
org/?p=2887]

***
Meantime there has been a 

bubble in Bitcoin. This is a currency 
independent of any state authority, 
meaning it is a very risky place to 
hold your money. Recently it seemed 
the Chinese would accept it, then this 
view was reversed, and the value of 
Bitcoins suddenly halved.21  Anyone 
who’d known this would happen 
could have made a big profit, moving 
into and out of Bitcoins at just the 
right times. No one should dabble 
in Bitcoins unless they have reliable 
insider knowledge.  Or unless they are 
dabbling in criminal transactions.

***
Christmas was once a Christian 

gloss on the older pagan festival of 
Yuletide or Saturnalia. And is now 
all about consumption. The older 
ideas of forgiveness and tolerance 
have mostly been forgotten about. 
Christmas marketing used to begin 
immediately after Halloween, 31 
October. Now it begins even sooner. 
And poor families with children 
get pushed into debt to meet the 
heightened expectations.

***
Amidst the row about spy services 

spying on anyone and everyone, 
we now have a story about leaks of 
similar confidential data: “’The data 
broker industry as it is today, does 
not have constraints and it does not 
have shame,’ she explained. ‘It will 
sell any information about any person 
regardless of sensitivity for 7.9 cents 
a name, which is the price of a list 
of rape sufferers which was recently 
sold.’

“’Lists of rape sufferers, victims 
of domestic violence, police officers’ 
home addresses, people who suffer 
from genetic illnesses,’ Dixon 
continued. ‘Complete with names, 
home addresses, ethnicity, gender 
and many other factors. This is 
what’s being sold and circulated 
today.’”  22 Even if you personally 
are in none of those categories, you 
should worry about what else may be 
being sold from the voluminous files 
of the spooks.

***
Channel Four News has recently 

been publicising new evidence that 
the Libyans had nothing to do with 
the Lockerbie bombing.23  But this 
suggestion has been around for years, 
connecting it to Saddam Hussein’s 
1990 Saddam invasion of Kuwait: 
“So why, then, was all this evidence 
against the Syrian and Iranian-
backed PFLP and PPF ignored? 

As Paul Foot explained in Private 
Eye’s special report, ‘Lockerbie: The 
Flight from Justice’, initially they 
were pursued - for a solid 18 months, 
right up to the point of announcing 
that arrests were imminent. Then 
suddenly the political mood in the 
Middle East changed dramatically. 
Saddam Hussein invaded Kuwait 
and the US/UN forces needed Arab 
support beyond their usual friends in 
Egypt.”24

***
On the matter of MP’s pay, the 

public is being penny wise, pound 
foolish. People doing a critical job are 
being denied a modest pay rise. But 
this leaves them wide open to being 
tied to the interests of the rich through 
lobbying fees and “consultancies”.

***
Elections in Nepal have seen a 

massive fall in support for the main 
Maoist party. In terms of seats, they 
have fallen from 229 seats to 80, with 
some seats still to be decided. The 
Nepali Congress currently have 196 
seats, up from 115. A non-Maoist 
Communist Party that is effectively 
centre-left has gone from 108 to 
175. That’s with 575 out of 601 
seats decided. And means that the 
Nepali Congress and the moderate 
Communists would have a working 
majority if they could form a stable 
coalition. They have worked together 
before, and now they would have 
64% of the seats and represent about 
57% of the electorate. The Maoists 
could be the official opposition, and 
a swarm of additional small parties 
could be mostly ignored. The biggest 
of them is the Royalists, currently 
24 seats and less than 3% of the 
votes. This is very different from 
the previous election, where several 
different coalitions were feasible and 
none of them were stable.

(Endnotes)
1 [http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/

article-2514395/Nigella-Lawson-described-
habitual-criminal-court.html]

2 “Heavenly Creatures” is the name 
of a film made by Peter Jackson.  It was 
based on a real-life case of two teenage girls 
who committed a murder in New Zealand 
in the 1950s.  They seem to have picked 
up from Hollywood the notion of superior 
persons above normal rules.  They then 
applied it to themselves in a shared fantasy 
with magical and religious overtones.  This 
was the basis on which they murdered the 
mother of one of them, and were naturally 
caught and punished.  They were low status, 
and Anglo society has no tolerance of 
murder, though it will tolerate many other 
things among the elite.  This idea has got 
much worse since the 1970s.
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3 [http://www.brainyquote.com/quotes/quotes/a/
adamsmith136391.html#OllwcbLdfhXm4QFI.99]

4 Bespoke originally meant a suit or other garment made 
to a buyer’s specification.  At first it applied to only men’s tailored 
clothing.  It is now used much more widely, e.g. “bespoke software”

5  Exoplanets have been found in th “Goldilocks Zone”, the 
region around other stars that would be neither too hot nor too cold 
for something like Earth to exist.  Some of them are not much bigger 
than Earth, and so might be very Earth-like.  But they might also be 
completely different, as Venus and Mars turned out to be.

6  From issue 2946 of New Scientist magazine, page 8-9
7 “Doughnutting” is a term that originated in the British 

House of Commons when it was first televised.  It was noted that 
when there were few MPs in the House, many of them would move 
close to whoever was speaking.  This pattern resembled a ring 
doughnut, and the term caught on.

8 [http://www.theguardian.com/world/2013/dec/08/without-
observer-mandela-would-have-hanged]

9 [http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2013/dec/15/
south-africa-the-anc-nelson-mandela]

10 [http://www.globalresearch.ca/syria-regime-change-on-
bilderberg-agenda]

11 Both creatures are seen in Film One of the Peter Jackson 
trilogy, but Sauron only appears without human disguise in Film 
Two.  Both might be quite at home at Bilderberg, but the impression I 
get of the real-world Bilderberg Group is of a bunch of rich and well-
connected bunglers, not smart and sinister Dark Lords.

12 [http://www.telegraph.co.uk/comment/columnists/peter-
oborne/10525639/How-many-more-times-can-the-Foreign-Office-
get-it-so-wrong.html]

13 [http://www.theguardian.com/world/2013/dec/23/south-
sudan-state-that-fell-apart-in-a-week]

14 [http://www.economist.com/news/finance-and-
economics/21590896-those-who-argue-chinas-investment-binge-
unsustainable-are-overstating-their]

15 Ibid.
16 http://www.china.org.cn/opinion/2011-09/23/

content_23476665.htm
17  [http://chinanews.quora.com/December-4-Communist-

Philosophy-the-CPC?__snids__=247829132&__nsrc__=1]
18 [http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-25153273]
19 To be strictly accurate, “duck” is the common name for 

a large number of species in the Anatidae family of birds, which 
also includes swans and geese. They do not all come from a single 
common ancestor that gave rise to nothing but ducks.  

20 [http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/blogs-china-blog-25366158]
21 [http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/technology-25428866]
22 [http://www.rawstory.com/rs/2013/12/19/data-brokers-

sell-rape-victim-names-for-7-9-cents-each-congressional-hearing-
reveals/]

23 [http://www.channel4.com/news/lockerbie-bombing-libya-
palestine-cia-murder-thatcher]

24 [http://www.private-eye.co.uk/sections.php?section_
link=in_the_back&article=122]

Noticing Alex Sayle
Have you noticed the antics of Alex Sayle on 

UK TV recently - a former communist, former 
radical comedian, former novelist, a broken-
down-looking Father Christmas with his white 
beard he rants and raves, sneers, laughs cyni-
cally about his hard-working Jewish parents 
being communists during his boyhood - those 
laughable trips to communist-controlled Czech-
oslovakia and other East European countries. 
He rocks with rage while his poor old mother 
- I believe to be in her 90s - watches him on 
the Box. He refer to her by her first name and 
castigates her for taking him away from the 
joys of Blackpool and into the beautiful city 
of Prague, he missed his fish-and-chips and 
the turd-strewn sea, the half-starved donkeys 
on the beach and the kiss-me-quickly-hats. I 
wonder if these rantings will revive his many 
failed careers while he also beats that well-worn 
Cold War path to Stalin and Mao’s doors to 
accuse them of mass-murder. Or is the media 
becoming the comedian, laughing at him, while 
he becomes the audience?

Wilson John Haire

The classical theorists resemble Euclidean 
geometers in a non-Euclidean world who, discovering 
that in experience straight lines apparently parallel 
often meet, rebuke the lines for not keeping straight—
as the only remedy for the unfortunate collisions 
which are occurring. Yet, in truth, there is no remedy 
except to throw over the axiom of parallels and to 
work out a non-Euclidean geometry.

John Maynard Keynes, The General Theory of 
Employment, Interest and Money

The anarchists put the thing upside down. They 
declare that the proletarian revolution must begin 
by doing away with the political organisation of the 
state. But after its victory the sole organisation which 
the proletariat finds already in existence is precisely 
the state. This state may require very considerable 
alterations before it can fulfil its new functions. But 
to destroy it at such a moment would be to destroy 
the only organism by means of which the victorious 
proletariat can assert its newly-conquered power, 
hold down its capitalist adversaries and carry out 
that economic revolution of society without which 
the whole victory must end in a new defeat and in a 
mass slaughter of the workers similar to those after 
the Paris Commune.

Friedrich Engels, letter

Since property here exists in the form of stock, 
its movement and transfer become purely a result 
of gambling on the stock exchange, where the little 
fish are swallowed by the sharks and the lambs by 
the stock exchange wolves.

Karl Marx, Capital

Science is as yet in its infancy, and we can foretell 
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Parliament
Notes Dick Barry

Arrivederci Roma?
No one knows how many 

Bulgarians and Romanians will 
take advantage of the largely 
unrestricted right to live and 
work in the UK from this month. 
MigrationWatch UK have estimated 
a figure of 50,000 to 70,000 each 
year for the next five years. This is 
based on the numbers it believes 
have come here since 2007. Official 
estimates suggest that figure is 
between 135,000  and 150,000. 
Many of these are working in low-
paid jobs or in the black economy. 
Reading the alarmist headlines in 
the Express, Mail and the Sun, one 
would assume that the UK was 
the sole destination for those not 
already here. The fact that many 
more, estimated to be well in excess 
of a million, have previously chosen 
to live in Germany, Italy and Spain 
is conveniently ignored.

It’s perfectly understandable 
that people should be concerned 
about the effects of large-scale 
immigration on public services 
such as education, health and 
housing, and its impact on jobs. 
But this could be ameliorated by a 
better balance between supply and 
demand, though not entirely to the 
satisfaction of indigenous Britons 
who believe immigrants receive 
preferential treatment. Perhaps of 
more concern is the effect of mass 
emigration on the economies of 
donor countries. Emigration from 
Bulgaria, Romania and other poor 
countries means a loss of workers, 
both skilled and unskilled. The UK, 
along with other relatively rich EU 
countries should be doing more to 

assist those countries in training 
and retaining such workers. 

The Government talk about 
the “pull factor”, implying that 
most immigrants come here to 
live on benefits, when they know 
that most come here to work and 
when pressed admit that is the 
case. The “pull factor” is exerted 
by British employers, something 
May chose not to comment upon 
in the debate reported below. 
Tories don’t like immigration, 
but know that employers, many 
of whom support the Tory party, 
are responsible for bringing in 
workers from other countries. Last 
March, the Chartered Institute 
of Personnel and Development, 
published the results of a survey 
of 1,000 employers. This showed 
that  a third of  British companies 
are using specialist recruitment 
agencies to hire migrant workers 
from the EU and outside. The 
Financial Times for 14th March 
reported that “employers often 
chose EU workers over their 
UK-born counterparts because of 
their better skills and work ethic, 
including their willingness to work 
ant-social hours.”

A possible influx of large numbers 
of Bulgarians and Romanians was 
the subject of a Commons debate 
on 27 November. Home Secretary 
Teresa May outlined some of 
the measures the Government 
intends to adopt to deal with this. 
The following is her opening 
statement.

Teresa May: “In June 2005, 
the previous Government signed 
accession treaties with Romania 

and Bulgaria, and in doing so 
they granted all Romanians and 
Bulgarians the right to come to 
Britain. The treaties came into 
effect in 2007, and as a result the 
seven-year transitional controls 
relating to free movement will end 
on 1 January 2014. From that date, 
Romanians and Bulgarians will 
have the right to largely unrestricted 
free movement across Europe. 
Unlike the previous Government 
who chose not to apply the 
transitional controls for countries 
such as Poland and Hungary in 
2004, this Government are doing 
everything we can to ensure we are 
prepared for this latest extension in 
EU free movement rights.”

“First, we are making use of the 
full seven years available to us 
to impose transitional controls, 
something the Labour party failed 
to do in 2004, which meant that 
Britain was the only major country 
in Europe to grant full access to its 
labour market to millions of Poles, 
Hungarians and others. Secondly, 
we are tightening the European 
immigration regulations to ensure 
that we do not gold-plate EU free 
movement rules. We are therefore 
amending the regulations to create 
a statutory presumption that a 
European’s right to reside here 
ends after six months unless they 
can prove that they are actively 
seeking work and stand a real 
chance of finding it.”

“Thirdly, we are taking action 
to limit the pull factors that attract 
people to come to Britain. My 
right hon. Friend the Secretary 
of State for Work and Pensions is 



Labour Affairs  18

No 243  January 2014

introducing a three-month delay 
before a European jobseeker can 
claim benefits and a new minimum 
earnings threshold to ensure that 
EU nationals are genuinly working 
in the UK before they can access 
benefits. He is also developing a 
tougher six-month test to assess 
whether benefit claimants have a 
genuine chance of finding work. 
This will apply to all EU nationals 
who come here to look for work 
and those who have already worked 
here. Those changes will come into 
effect as soon as possible in the 
new year.”  

“My right hon. Friend the 
Secretary of State for Health is 
ensuring that, wherever possible, 
the NHS claims back the cost 
of treating Europeans from their 
country. My righgt hon. Friend the 
Secretary of State for Communities 
and Local Government will issue 
new statutory guidance to ensure 
that local authorities set a residency 
requirement, or a minimum period 
of residence in a community, 
before a person qualifies for social 
housing.”

“Fourthly, we are ensuring that 
there is a full and proper operational 
response to the challenges brought 
by that extension in free movement. 
We are working with the police, 
local authorities and other agencies 
to identify Europeans who are 
rough-sleeping and not exercising 
their treaty right to be in the UK. 
Where appropriate, those people 
will be removed. We are also 
changing the European immigration 
regulations to introduce a 12-month 
bar on their return to Britain, unless 
they can prove that they have proper 
reason to be here.”

“Fifthly, I have lobbied other 
member states in the Council of 
Ministers about the abuse of free 
movement, and there is a growing 
coalition of support for change. In 

April this year, Germany, Austria 
and the Netherlands, along with 
Britain, wrote to the European 
presidency and the Commission 
to make the case for change. 
Although I am pleased that the 
European Commission has at long 
last admitted that there is a problem, 
it is still refusing to do anything 
meaningful about it.”

“These are the measures we 
are taking to prepare us for the 
extension of free movement in 
January, but in the long-term 
there is much more we need to do. 
The Prime Minister made it clear 
at the beginning of the year that 
any future Government he leads 
will seek to renegotiate Britain’s 
relationship with the EU before 
we hold a referendum, and that 
referendum will ask the people 
whether we should be in or out. As 
I have made clear in the past and 
reiterate today, that renegotiation 
must address the problems caused 
by free movement. Now, in her 
reply, the shadow Home Secretary 
needs to tell the House whether 
she agrees with that renegotiation 
and referendum and whether she 
agrees that the renegotiation must 
address the problems caused by 
free movement.”

Yvette  Cooper,  Shadow 
Home Secretary: “We all agree 
that transitional arrangements 
should have been in place for 
the A8 countries. At the time, 
the Conservative party voted 
for A8 accession even without 
transitional arrangements. The 
Home Secretary’s party also 
supported the Romanian and 
Bulgarian accession agreement. 
The Prime Minister has today 
claimed that the rules on transitional 
controls should have been changed 
at the time, but he did not argue for 
changing transitional controls then 
and failed to do anything about 
changing transitional controls when 

this Government endorsed Croation 
accession in 2011 with exactly the 
same transitional controls in place. 
Will she explain why the Prime 
Minister failed to act in 2011, given 
what he said today?”

“Neither are the Government 
doing anything about the impact of 
accession on the workplace. Most 
people from Europe come to Britain 
to work, not to claim benefits, and 
1 million British citizens live and 
work elsewhere in Europe too, 
yet there is a serious problem 
of low-skilled migrant workers 
being exploited, undercutting local 
workers and local businesses too. 
That is bad for everyone, yet she 
is doing nothing about it. We have 
urged her to take action, against 
recruitment agencies that target 
only foreign workers; against 
factories that segregate shifts by 
nationality; against the loophole 
in the minimum wage that means 
migrant workers are put into 
overcrowded tied accommodation 
to get round the rules; and against 
employers in the care sector, for 
example, who have recruited 
heavily from abroad but failed to 
train or to pay the minimum wage. 
Each time she has refused, so what 
is she or the Prime Minister doing 
to address those problems for wages 
and jobs? Nothing.”

Of course, in her reply, May didn’t 
answer any of the points raised by 
Cooper, preferring to attack Labour 
for allowing too many immigrants 
into Britain. Britain is a country 
built on immigration, but this is 
largely forgotten in the hysteria 
generated by the Tories and their 
supporters in the poular press. Most 
reporting by the press and rhetoric 
from politicians paints a negative 
picture of immigration. Where there 
are reports of an increase in crime 
it is assumed that immigrants are 
largely responsible. Immigration 
inevitably brings people intent on 
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“The Romans first with Julius Caesar came,
Including all the nations of that name,
Gauls, Greeks, and Lombards, and, by computation, 
Auxiliaries or slaves of every nation.
With Hengist, Saxons; Danes with Sueno came,
In search of plunder, not in search of fame.
Scots, Picts, and Irish from the Hibernian shore, 
And conquering William brought the Normans o’er. 
  
All these their barborous offspring left behind 
The dregs of armies, they of all mankind;
Blended with Britons, who before were here,
Of whom the Welsh ha’blessed the character 
From this amphibious ill-born mob began
That vain ill-natured thing, an Englishman.
 
The customs, surnames, languages and manners
Of all these nations are their own explainers:
Whose relics are so lasting and so strong,
They ha’left a shibboleth upon our tongue,
By which with easy search you may distinguish
Your Roman-Saxon-Danish- Norman English"

crime, but this is an issue for the 
police to deal with. Like recipients 
of  benefits, immigrants are seen 
as people who want something for 
nothing, in contrast to ‘hard working 
families.’ There is nothing wrong 
in wanting to control or manage  
immigration. In fact it is the only 
sensible policy. But it must be done 
in a way that doesn’t demonise all 
immigrants, in particular singling 
out certain groups. It must be fair, 
effective and respond to informed 
public opinion.

Who Are The English?
The English regard themselves 

as a special breed, a race apart. But 
what does it mean to be English? 
How does one define Englishness? 
Perhaps we all ought to read 
Daniel Defoe’s ‘The True-Born 
Englishman.’, arguably the best 
description of Englishness. Defoe 
was born in London, around 1660. 
In 1701 he published his brilliant 
satire on the English. The following 
is an extract from his explanatory 
preface in which he writes about 

the foolishness and ignorance of 
being anti-foreigner.

“A true Englishman is one that 
desreves a character, and I have 
nowhere lessened him that I know 
of; but as a true-born Englishman, 
I confess I do not understand him. 
From hence I only infer that an 
Englishman, of all men, ought 
not to despise foreigners as such, 
and I think the inference is just, 
since what they are to-day, we 
were yesterday, and tomorrow 
they will be like us. If foreigners 
misbehave in their several stations 
and employments, I have nothing to 
do with that; the laws are open to 
punish them equally with natives, 
and let them have no favour.”

“But when I see the town full of 
lampoons and invectives against 
Dutchmen only because they 
are foreigners, and the King 
reproached and insulted by insolent 
pedants, and ballad-making poets 
for employing foreigners, and for 
being a foreigner himself, I confess 
myself moved by it to remind our 

nation of their own original, thereby 
to let them see what a banter is put 
upon ourselves in it, since, speaking 
of Englishmem ab origine we are 
really all foreigners ourselves.”

“I could go on to prove it is 
also impolitic in us to discourage 
foreigners, since it is easy to make 
it appear that the multitudes of 
foreign nations who have taken 
sanctuary here have been the 
greatest additions to the wealth 
and strength of the nation, the great 
essential whereof is the number 
of its inhabitants. Nor would this 
nation have ever arrived to the 
degree of wealth and glory it now 
boasts of if the addition of foreign 
nations, both as to manufactures 
and arms, had not been helpful 
to it. This is so plain that he who 
is ignorant of it is too dull to be 
talked with.”

In Part 1 of ‘The True-Born 
Englishman’ Defoe writes about 
the various races that have invaded 
England and from whom the 
English are descended:
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Nelson’s Victory
On 9 December, MPs spent a 

whole day paying tribute to Nelson 
Mandela, once regarded by a 
number of Tory MPs, including their 
beloved former leader Margaret 
Thatcher, as a communist and a 
terrorist. A total of 69 Members 
spoke. These included 42 Labour, 16 
Conservative, 7 Liberal Democrats, 
1 SNP, 1 Plaid Cymru, 1 SDLP and 
1 Independent. This example of 
human kind cannot bear too much 
cant so only one tribute of the 69 
is published below. Unlike most of 
the other 68, it expressed humour, 
was lacking in cant, and contained 
a wonderful anecdote about the late 
Conservative Prime Minister.

Gerald Kaufmann (Lab): “For 
an exhibition it was planning to 
mount, the National Portrait Gallery 
asked me to nominate the three 
greatest figures of the 20th century 
and the reasons why. I nominated 
Winston Churchill for saving this 
country in the second world war, 
Mikhail Gorbachev for ending the 
cold war and Nelson Mandela for 
being Nelson Mandela. The first 
time I met Nelson Mandela was 
when he visited Sweden after he 
had been released from prison. He 
said that Sweden was the country 
that had done most to help him be 
released, so he visited it first. It gave 
a grand state dinner, to which Neil 
Kinnock, as leader of the Labour 
party, and I as shadow Foreign 
Secretary were invited. The next 
day, Neil and I organised a private 
lunch for Nelson Mandela and his 
wife and friends.”

“Not long before that, during the 
first session of Prime Minister’s 
Question Time after Mandela’s 
release from prison - he was released 
on a Sunday, and in those days we 
had Prime Minister’s questions on 
Tuesdays - my right hon. Friend the 
Member for Lewisham, Deptford 
(Dame Joan Ruddock) rose and 

started her question with the words, 
to Margaret Thatcher, ‘If the Prime 
Minister had just spent 27 years 
in prison’ - (Official Report, 13 
February 1990; Vol 167, c.140.). 
I was sitting on the Front Bench, 
and I murmured to Roy Hattersley, 
‘As she should.’ The microphones 
caught my remarks, and the entire 
House heard it. On the Conservative 
side, not surprisingly, there was 
extremely loud outrage. On our 
side, there were the best cheers I 
think I have ever had in the House 
of Commons.”

At the lunch in Stockholm, when 
we were being introduced to our 
guests, Oliver Tambo’s wife came 
up to me and said, ‘You are the man 
who said that Margaret Thatcher 
should be in prison for 27 years.’ 
At the end of the room was Winnie 
Mandela, and when Winnie heard 
that, she rushed over to me, hugged 
me, and said, ‘You are the man! 
You are the man!’ As a result of 
that, Nelson Mandela very kindly 
gave me the following inscription: 
‘To Gorton Labour Party, with our 
comradely compliments and best 
wishes, Nelson Mandela.’ Apart 
from all his other virtues, he had the 
most beautiful handwriting. Added 
to that inscription was: ‘Thank 
you for your solidarity. Much love 
Winnie Mandela. That remained on 
the wall of Gorton Labour club for 
many years, until Winnie became 
renowned not so much for hugging 
as for putting burning tyres around 
the necks of her opponents, and it 
was taken down. It is on the wall 
in my house now.”

At the lunch, Neil Kinnock 
asked Nelson Mandela about the 
visit to South Africa by a rebel 
English cricket team. There was a 
sporting and entertainment boycott 
of South Africa at the time, but a 
group of very well-known English 
cricketers went there to play. Neil 
asked Nelson Mandela, ‘What do 

you thinlk of the English cricketers 
who are in South Afriuca now?’ 
Nelson Mandela said, ‘I admire 
them.’ Neil said, ‘What? You 
admire them? Why? How can you?’ 
Nelson Mandela said, ‘Because 
they are very brave. They knew 
before they came that there would 
be demonstrations outside the 
cricket grounds because they were 
there and breaking the boycott, and 
they came all the same.’”

Somewhat later, when I was 
lunching with Nelson Mandela, I 
asked him - among a number of 
other things - what he had learnt 
in prison. He said that one of the 
things that had kept him going 
had been reading the memoirs of 
Menachem Begin, who started out 
as a terrorist - which Mandela did 
not - but became Prime Minister of 
Israel and made peace with Egypt. 
He was the last Prime Minister of 
Israel to make peace with anyone. 
I asked, ‘What did you learn from 
Menachem Begin’s memoirs?’ He 
said, ‘Menachem Begin was in 
prison for a long time, and his book 
said that the most important thing 
to do if you were in prison was to 
sustain your values.’ I do not think 
that Nelson Mandela needed to be 
taught that lesson, but - as has been 
said so widely in the House this 
afternoon - he certainly did sustain 
his values. He never, never, never 
took revenge of any kind. That 
was not because he was a softie. 
He was a tough man - you cannot 
get through 27 years in proison 
without being a tough man. But 
what he knew was that you can 
solve a huge political problem by 
being generous, forthcoming and 
reconciling, and that is what he 
did.”

“When I wasa shadow Foreign 
Secretary, I visited South Africa, 
then under apartheid, as a guest 
of the South African Council of 
Churches. I met Africans and I 



Labour Affairs  21

No 243  January 2014

visited the townships, and I was 
followed everywhere I went by 
the South African secret police. 
At a lunch in Durban with leading 
people, including Mbeki, I said, 
‘I hope you’re not going pick up 
the worst of the apartheid regime, 
and that you will be better than 
the apartheid regime ever could be 
when you, as you will, eventually 
achieve power in South Africa. In 
particular, I hope that you will not 
keep the death penalty, and that you 
will have liberal judicial policies.’ 
Under Mandela, they did that, and 
it is hugely to the credit of Mandela 
and the ANC.”

“Too many other countries that 
have gained their freedomn have 
never the less imposed penalties of 
the worst kind on their opponents. 
They were not saints who took over 
in South Africa, but they were good, 
sensible politicians, who knew 
that the best way of winning is by 
reconciling. That came so much 
from Mandela. His autobiography, 
‘The Long Walk to Freedom’ - I 
reviewed it and was proud to have 
my name on the dust cover - was 
written by him, not ghosted, and his 
personality comes out from every 
page. It said that people should be 
realistic and sensible in their politics 
and, at the same time, be forgiving 
and reconciliatory. We shall not see 
the like of him again.”

WW1: A Cultural And 
Sporting Event?

On 12 December, Maria Miller, 
the Secretary of State for Culture, 
Media and Sport, answered questions 
relating to the Government’s plans 
to “commemorate” the centenary 
of the start of the first world war. 
Her initial reply carried the awful 
news that we are in for more 
than four years of continuous 
“commemorations.” MPs from 
both sides of the House seemed 
delighted with this, chipping 

in with suggestions to make 
the events as memorable as 
possible. But their suggestions 
fell short of demanding a clearer 
explanation and understanding 
of the causes. Although a Labour 
member wanted children to be 
part of the “commemorations” in 
order to, as she put it, “understand 
our history”. The following is the 
exchange between Millar and a 
handful of MPs.

Maria Millar: “The Government 
will mark the centenary of the 
first world war with a programme 
of national events, cultural 
activities, educational initiatives 
and community projects from 
4 August next year through to 
Armistice day in 2018. We will 
deliver a centenary that will mark, 
with the most profound respect, 
this seminal moment in our modern 
history for the benefit of all parts 
of the community.” Mike Freer 
(Con): “The first soldier to be 
killed on the western front in the 
first world war lived in Finchley 
and Golders Green. What plans are 
there for descendant families to be 
included in the commemorations?” 
Maria Miller: “I recently took my 
family to St Symphorien and had 
the privelege of seeing John Parr’s 
grave - it was a moving moment 
for us all. We are working with 
the Commonwealth War Graves 
Commission to trace other families 
of men buried at St Symphorien, 
and we very much hope that a 
number of the families will be 
able to attend the event. We would 
welcome any help in tracing the 
families involved.”

David Hanson (Lab): “My 
grandfather Harry Hanson’s first 
taste of combat in the first world 
war was in March 1915 at Neuve 
Chapelle, where he fought alongside 
thousands of Indian troops who to 
this day remain buried in France. 
Will the Secretary of State give a 

commitment that we will celebrate 
the role of Commonwealth troops, 
particularly Indian troops, during 
the first world war celebrations?” 
(my emphases). Maria Miller: 
The right hon. Gentleman raises an 
important point  about the significant 
Commonwealth dimension to our 
commemoration of the first world 
war. It is most fitting that the first 
event, which will follow shortly 
after the Commonwealth games 
in Edinburgh next August, will 
involve Commonwealth leaders.”

John Whittingdale (Con): 
“Will the Secretary of State join 
me in welcoming the £1.5 million 
grant from the National Heritage 
Memorial Fund to save Stow Maries 
aerodrome in my constituency, 
which is the last remainiung, intact 
first world war air field? Does she 
agree that Stow Maries, from which 
pilots flew to defend us against 
zeppelin attacks, would be a fitting 
place to start the commemorations 
that her Department is planning?” 
Maria Miller: “My hon. friend is 
right to point out that there are not 
that many structures remaining 
for us to look at as part of our 
commemorations around the first 
world war centenary. I am sure that 
that airfield could play an important 
role in bringing this to life for new 
generations.”

Bridget Phillipson (Lab): 
“Springwell Dene school in my 
constituency already does excellent 
work in taking students to visit 
world war one battlefield sites, 
but it is concerned that because of 
its children’s special educational 
needs, it might not be able to 
take part in the Government’s 
scheme. Will a Minister from the 
Department meet me to discuss this 
matter and how we can ensure that 
all children in our community can 
join in this commemoration and 
understand our history?” Maria 
Miller: “The hon. Lady is right that 
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the Government have invested considerably in ensuring 
that schoolchildren can visit battlefields, and of course 
that programme should be open to all children, although 
it is for schools to decide who exactly is involved. I 
am sure we would be interested to know more about 
the problems experienced and to try and resolve them, 
working with our colleagues in the Department for 
Education.”

Matthew Offord (Con): “Would the Minister 
consider providing resources to expand or continue 
the sort of work that occurred at Pheasent Wood near 
Fromelles in France in order to locate and identify 
the war dead?” Maria Miller: “I know that there is 
continuing work, particularly in the north of France, 
to identify individuals who might not even to date be 
buried in recognised graves. I am sure that we will 
continue until there is no longer a need for it.” 

Jim Shannon (DUP): “On 1 July 1916 at the battle of 
the Somme, the 36th Ulster Division fought alongside 
the 16th Irish Division, showing great courage and 
heroism in that much commemorated battle. Will 
the Secretary of State outline what discussions she 
has had with the Republic of Ireland Government to 
commemorate the battle of the Somme and other battles 

Worldly wisdom teaches that it is better for reputation to fail conventionally than to succeed 
unconventionally.

John Maynard Keynes, The General Theory of Employment, Interest and Money

When the accumulation of wealth is no longer of high social importance, there will be great changes in the 
code of morals…The love of money as a possession — as distinguished from the love of money as a means 
to the enjoyments and realities of life — will be recognised for what it is, a somewhat disgusting morbidity, 
one of those semi-criminal, semi-pathological propensities which one hands over with a shudder to the 
specialists in mental disease ... But beware! The time for all this is not yet. For at least another hundred 
years we must pretend to ourselves and to everyone that fair is foul and foul is fair; for foul is useful and fair 
is not. Avarice and usury and precaution must be our gods for a little longer still. For only they can lead us 
out of the tunnel of economic necessity into daylight.

John Maynard Keynes, Essays

What chance has Vulcan against Roberts & Co., Jupiter against the lightning-rod and Hermes against the 
Credit Mobilier? All mythology overcomes and dominates and shapes the forces of nature in the imagination 
and by the imagination; it therefore vanishes with the advent of real mastery over them.

Karl Marx, Grundrisse

Too much is written by the men who can’t write about the men who do write.
Jack London

Too large a proportion of recent “mathematical” economics are mere concoctions, as imprecise as the 
initial assumptions they rest on, which allow the author to lose sight of the complexities and interdependencies 
of the real world in a maze of pretentious and unhelpful symbols.

John Maynard Keynes, The General Theory of Employment, Interest and Money

To found a great empire for the sole purpose of raising up a people of customers, may at first appear a 
project fit only for a nation of shopkeepers. It is however, a project altogether unfit for a nation of shopkeepers; 
but extremely fit for a nation whose government is influenced by shopkeepers.

Adam Smith, The Wealth of Nations

where the two nations fought together?” Maria Millar: 
I can reassure the hon. Gentleman that considerable 
conversations are taking place between ourselves - and 
not just my Department, but others - and our colleagues 
in the Irish Republic. This is an important part of 
Irish history and it is important to recognise it in the 
work we are doing. If the hon. Gentleman  had a look 
at the full list of events being undertaken, I think he 
would be pleasantly surprised and happy about what 
we have done.”

The Irish Government will be faced with an 
uncomfortable dilemma in 2016. The centenary of 
the Easter Rising, recognised by many in Ireland 
as a more important and significant event in Irish 
history than WW1, will fall almost half way in the 
“commemorations” of the latter. It will be interesting 
to see how much remembrance the Irish Government 
accords those who were executed by Britain, with 
whose government they are currently working closely 
to “commemorate” WW1, for their part in the Easter 
Rising.
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PWA 25/11/13.
The number of coal reserves available in England, 

Scotland and Wales are:
England - 1,209 million tonnes
Of which Central North England has 296 million 

tonnes
Central West England has 878 million tonnes
Northern England has 35 million tonnes
Scotland - 124 million tonnes
Wales - 448  million tonnes
Grand total - 1,781 million tonnes

Coal prospects in England are 2,526 million 
tonnes

Of which Central North England has 1,397 million 
tonnes

Central West England has 571 million tonnes
Northern England has 558 million tonnes
Scotland - 115 million tonnes
Wales - 147 million tonnes
Grand total - 2,788 million tonnes
PWA 29/11/13.

 Total amount of benefits paid to claimants in working 
families in 2011/12 was

Housing Benefit - £3.820 billion
Council Tax Benefit/Rates Rebate - £473 million
Pension Credit- £50 million
Income Support - £145 million
Jobseeker’s Allowance (Income Related) - £326 

million
Employment and Support Allowance (Income 

Related) - £113 million
Social Fund Maternity Grant - £8 million
Social Fund Funeral Grant - £12 million
In-Work Credit- £116 million
Grand Total - £5.075 billion
PWA 2/12/13.

Electricity generated from nuclear power in the UK  
in 2010 and 2011 was

Year 2010 - 62,140 GigaWatthours
Of  which England - 41,315 GWh
Scotland - 15,293 GWh

Wales - 5,532 GWh
Year 2011 - 68,980 GWh
Of which England - 46,725 GWh
Scotland - 16,892 GWh
Wales - 5,364 GWh
PWA 5/12/13.

The number of full-time equivalent staff in Prison 
Service in England and Wales, broken down by sector, 
as at 31 May, 2010 to 2013 and as at 30 September 
2013 was:

31 May 2010
Public sector Prison Service - 44,620
Private sector Prison Service - 4,580
Total - 49,210
31 May 2011
Public sector Prison Service - 43,370
Private sector Prison Service - 4,490
Total - 47,970
31 May 2012
Public sector Prison Service - 40,750
Private sector Prison Service - 5,690
Total - 46,430
31 May 2013
Public sector Prison Service - 37,530
Private sector Prison Service - 6,310
Total - 43,830
30 September 2013
Public sector Prison Service - 36,160
Private sector Prison Service - 5,700
Total - 41,860
PWA 10/12/13.

Life expectancy at birth for males and females in 
Glasgow city, Scotland and the UK, period 2008 to 
2010 was

Glasgow City Males - 71.6 years
Females - 78 years
Scotland Males - 75.9 years
Females - 80.4 years
UK Males - 78.2 years
Females - 82.3 years

PWA 12/12/13.

The sole “property” of matter with whose recognition philosophical materialism is bound 
up is the property of being an objective reality, of existing outside the mind.

Vladimir Lenin, Materialism and Empirio-Criticism

The philosophers have only interpreted the world, in various ways. The point, however, 
is to change it.

Karl Marx, Theses on Feuerbach
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It’s A Fact
The number of claimants of jobseeker’s 

allowance, employment & support allowance, 
incapacity benefit, lone parents, income 
support, housing benefit, and council tax 
benefit, at May 2010 and May 2013, were as 
follows:

Jobseeker’s allowance 
May 2010 - 1.447 million
May 2013 - 1.433 million

Employment & support allowance 
May 2010 - 527,000
May 2013 - 1.748 million

Incapacity benefit and severe disablement 
allowance 

May 2010 - 2.087 million
May 2013 - 710,000

Income support lone parents 
May 2010 - 679,000
May 2013 - 500,000

Income support (excluding lone parents) 
May 2010 - 1.172 million
May 2013 - 505,000

Housing benefit 
May 2010 - 2.554 million
May 2013 - 2.561 million

Council tax benefit 
May 2010 - 2.687 million
May 2013 - 0 (none)

Parliamentary Written Answer 25/11/13.

Annual expenditure of the above benefits in each 
year and 2013/14 forecast was as follows:

Jobseeker’s allowance 
2010/11 - 4.476 billion
2011/12 - 4.930 billion
2012/13 - 5.149 billion
2013/14 - 5.258 billion

Employment and support allowance 
2010/11 - 2.232 billion
2011/12 - 3.544 billion
2012/13 6.7 billion
2013/14 - 9.59 billion

Incapacity and severe disablement allowance 
2010/11 - 6.444 billion
2011/12 - 5.821 billion
2012/13 - 4.151 billion
2013/14 - 1.788 billion

Income support lone parents 
2010/11 - 2.621 billion
2011/12 - 2.394 billion
2012/13 - 1.894 billion
2013/14 - 1.711 billion

Income support (excluding lone parents) 
2010/11 - 5.233 billion
2011/12 - 4.604 billion
2012/13 - 3.456 billion
2013/14 - 1.569 billion

Housing benefit 
2010/11 - 12.824 billion
2011/12 - 13.318 billion
2012/13 - 13.52 billion
2013/14 - 13.116 billion

Council tax benefit 
2010/11 - 2.442 billion
2011/12 - 2.419 billion
2012/13 - 2.412 billion
2013/14 - 0 pounds
PWA 25/11/13.

The number of road accident deaths in England in 
each year from 2000 to 2012 were:

Year 2000 - 2,915
2001 - 2,916
2002 - 2,980
2003 - 3,004
2004 - 2,714
2005 - 2,735
2006 - 2,695
2007 - 2,502
2008 - 2,123
2009 - 1,880
2010 - 1,553
2011 - 1,594
2012 - 1,491


