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The Changing Commons
The Palace of Westminster is commonly referred 

to as the “Mother of Parliaments” and the “Cradle 
of Democracy.” But if parliamentary democracy 
is to have a concrete meaning; if it is a system of 
governing which all adults have a right to influence 
through the free exercise of the franchise then the 
UK is a relative newcomer to democracy and the 
aforementioned terms are misleading. The UK 
didn’t become a fully representative democracy 
until 1928 when all women over the age of 21 won 
the right to vote. The 1918 Representation of the 
People Act had extended the vote to women over 
the age of 30 who met a  property qualification. 
The  Act also abolished  property and other restric-
tions for men, and extended the vote to all males 
over 21. (But the majority, around 60%, of males 
didn’t have the vote until the Third Reform Act of 
1884.) Until 1919, when Lady Astor took her seat, 
the House of Commons was exclusively male. It 
wasn’t until 1929 therefore that all women and 
men could vote together in a general election for 
the first time. However, in spite of the fact that the 
struggle to win the vote for women was arduous, 
long and occasionally bloody, for the next fifty 
years women made up a tiny proportion of party 
candidates. 

Between 1918 and 1979, for example, the proportion 
of women who stood as Labour candidates increased 
from 1% to 8% of the total. Conservative women can-
didates were even fewer in number; their proportion of 
all Conservative MPs between 1918 and 1979  increas-
ing from 0% to just 5%. After 1979 the numbers of 
female Labour and Conservative candidates increased 
gradually at each election. At the 2010 general election, 
there was a record 190 Labour (30% of the total) and 
151 Conservative women candidates (24% of the total), 
with 86 Labour and 48 Conservatives elected. There 
were also 134 Liberal Democrat women candidates 
(21% of the total), with just seven elected.

But the increase in female representation in the House 
of Commons, as welcome as it is, is not the most sig-
nificant change to have happened. Male representation 

has changed almost beyond recognition over the last 
50 years or so. It is often said that the Commons is run 
by an elite of former public school educated Oxbridge 
graduates. But the current House of Commons, elected 
in 2010, has fewer former public school educated Ox-
bridge graduates than that of the 1964 intake. In that 
year, 188 Oxbridge graduates were elected, including 
121 Conservative and 60 Labour, compared with 157 
in 2010, including 101 Conservative and 44 Labour. 
And in 1964 there were 132 public/private school edu-
cated Conservative Members, including 60 educated 
at either Eton or Harrow. Although the 2010 intake of 
public/private school educated Conservative Members 
remained high at 111, the number of former Eton and 
Harrow pupils had fallen to 23.

And there is a greater diversity of occupations rep-
resented in today’s House of Commons than was the 
case 50 years ago. As in 1964, lawyers (barristers/
solicitors) are present in fairly large numbers, 59 
Conservative and 44 Labour, as are former business 
men and ex-military officers, mostly on the Conserva-
tive benches. But unlike 1964, the current House of 
Commons can boast financial advisers, management 
consultants, marketing and public affairs officers and 
communication specialists among its Members, with 
the great majority on the Conservative benches. Bank-
ing and insurance is also more prominent among current 
Conservative Members (21 and 10 respectively), than 
among Labour Members (just two from banking). There 
are however 32 former lecturers and teachers on the 
Labour side compared to just three on the Conserva-
tive. And 29 trade union officials sit on the Labour 
benches; none on the Conservative. In 2010, a local 
government background appears to have been a good 
route to Westminster, with 56 former Councillors on 
the Conservative benches and 67 on the Labour.

 Today’s Commons is also less polarised along class 
lines. In 1964, a substantial number of Conservative 
MPs came from the upper-middle and aristocratic class. 
Many of these had no recognised occupation before 
entering the Commons. This is much less the case 
today. Unlike 1964, the current Conservative benches  
include a number of Members from a working class 
background, educated at state schools and  having 
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workplace experience. In 1964,  
many Members on both sides of 
the House had served in the second 
world war and so could speak from 
direct experience on military mat-
ters, unlike some today who simply 
play at war, sending young men and 
women to unnecessary deaths. And 
there seems to be a distinct lack of 
sensitivity towards foreign civilian 
deaths among to-day’s Members. 
Collateral damage is the antiseptic 
term used to describe them.

An increasing number of voters 
are disillusioned with politics and 
politicians. Many feel they are not 
listened to or that their views are 
unrepresented. This is true particu-
larly of voters in Labour-held seats. 
Some voters are turning to other 
parties, notably UKIP, or not vot-
ing at all. A major cause of this is 
the rapid change that has occurred 
over a relatively short period, cer-
tainly within the lifetime of elderly 
Labour voters. The decline of Brit-
ish industry gathered momentum 
during the 1980s under Thatcher. 
Traditional industries such as coal, 
steel and shipbuilding upon which 
many depended for employment 
began to disappear and hundreds 
of thousands of men---they were 
mostly men--- became unemployed 
with little prospect of alternative 
work. 

This de-industrialisation of Brit-
ain is reflected in the composition of 
the House of Commons, with fewer 
traditional, blue-collar, ‘working 
class’ jobs represented today. At 
the 2010 election, there were just 
sixteen Labour Members who had 
held such a job, only four of whom 
had been a miner. This is of course 
a reflection of the changed nature 
of the workplace, with blue-collar 
replaced by white-collar employ-
ment. In 1964, however, 105 La-
bour Members could claim to have 
been a docker, electrician, fitter or 
steelworker, and 20 were ex miners. 
Today, while the legal profession 
continues to be well represented on 
both sides of the House, as in 1964, 
increasingly the route to Parliament 
for aspiring Labour Members lies 
through education, political as-
sistance, social work and  ‘think 
tanks’. By contrast, banking, insur-
ance and business, offer more or 
less guaranteed routes for aspiring 

Conservative Members.
The composition of the Com-

mons has changed in another no-
table way. The political landscape 
in Northern Ireland and Scotland is 
no longer recognisable as the one 
that existed 50 years ago. In 1964, 
the Ulster Unionist Party was the 
dominant political force in the six 
counties of Ulster. Today, in spite 
of an increase in the number of 
seats, it is a spent force, having 
been replaced by the Democratic 
Unionist Party. In 1964, Sinn Fein 
was politically inactive in elections 
to Westminster. Today, it the first 
choice of many nationalists even 
though their MPs refuse to sit in 
the Commons. In Scotland in 1964, 
the Conservatives were heavily 
represented. Today, they are hang-
ing by a thread, with just one seat. 
The political landscape in Wales on 
the other hand has remained largely 
unchanged, with Labour and the 
Conservatives holding on to most 
of the seats they won in 1964. 

But what of the future? If Scot-
land votes to go independent this 
September the political landscape in 
England will change dramatically. 
Currently, there are 59 Westminster 
MPs in Scotland of which 41 are 
Labour. The loss of these seats 
after full independence in March 
2016 will have a direct bearing on 
the political composition of the 
House of Commons. On past voting 
trends Labour will find it difficult to 
form a government. And Labour’s 
prospects could be further dam-
aged when the proposals, under the 
Parliamentary Voting System and 
Constituencies Act 2011, to reduce 
the number of constituencies from 
650 to 600 are implemented. Un-
less there is a sea change in voting 
behaviour therefore the Conserva-
tives will dominate English politics 
for years to come. Another effect of 
the loss of Labour seats in Scotland 
will be a further decline in working 
class Labour Members, of whom 
Scotland provides a high proportion 
from their total number. If Labour is 
to form a government in the future 
it is essential that it reconnects with 
its core working class vote. It has 
taken it for granted for too long and 
is now paying the price. 
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Parliament And World War One
by Dick Barry 

Debate On The Address---(Second Day)---(11th November 1914).
Speech By Arthur Henderson MP.

Arthur Henderson was one of 
a small group of senior Labour 
politicians who supported Britain’s 
declaration of war on Germany. The 
others were George Barnes, Will 
Thorne and Ben Tillett. On 12th 
November 1914, in a long response 
to the King’s Address to Parliament 
of 11th November, Henderson spoke 
about his reasons for supporting 
the war effort, but these amounted 
to no more than patriotic support 
for Britain and its Empire. More 
interesting are his references to 
‘Kitchener’s Army’, the treatment 
of volunteers at the Aldershot army 
camp, the extension of the area of 
the War to include Turkey, and the 
plight of the women left behind. 
The latter forming about one third 
of his speech.

Henderson was present at the 
formation of the Labour Representa-
tion Committee in 1900 and three 
years later was elected its Treasurer. 
In 1906 he chaired the conference 
at which the LRC became the La-
bour Party. By this time he was a 
Member of Parliament, having been 
elected to represent Barnard Castle 
in 1903. When Ramsay MacDonald, 
who opposed the war, resigned as 
chairman of the Labour Party on 
5 August 1914, Henderson once 
again became leader of the party. 
He had previously been chairman 
from 1908 to 1910, resigning due to 
a lack of full support from members. 
When he spoke on 11th November 
1914 in favour of the war, he did 
so as leader of a party divided on 
the issue.

Arthur Henderson’s speech was 
one of a number in response to a 
short address to the House of Com-
mons from King George V. Read by 
the Speaker of the House it said: 

“My Lords, and Gentlemen.
The energies and sympathies of 

My subjects in every part of the 
Empire are concentrated on the 
prosecution to a victorious issue of 
the War on which we are engaged. 
I have summoned you now in order 

that sharing, as I am aware you do, 
My conviction that this is a duty of 
paramount and supreme impor-
tance, you should take whatever 
steps are needed for its adequate 
discharge.

Since I last addressed you, the 
area of the War has been enlarged 
by the participation in the struggle 
of the Ottoman Empire. In conjunc-
tion with My allies, and in spite of 
repeated and continuous provoca-
tions, I strove to preserve, in regard 
to Turkey, a friendly neutrality. Bad 
counsels, and alien influences, have 
driven her into a policy of wanton 
and defiant aggression, and a state 
of war now exists between us. My 
Mussulman subjects know well that 
a rupture with Turkey has been 
forced upon Me against My will, 
and I recognise with appreciation 
and gratitude the proofs, which they 
have hastened to give, of their loyal 
devotion and support.

My Navy and Army continue, 
throughout the area of conflict, to 
maintain in full measure their glori-
ous traditions. We watch and follow 
their steadfastness and valour with 
thankfulness and pride, and there 
is, throughout My Empire, a fixed 
determination to secure, at whatever 
sacrifice, the triumph of our arms, 
and the vindication of our cause.

Gentlemen of the House of Com-
mons,

You will be asked to make due 
financial provision for the effective 
conduct of the War. 

My Lords, and Gentlemen,
The only measures which will be 

submitted to you, at this stage of the 
Session, are such as seem necessary 
to My advisers for the attainment of 
the great purpose upon which the 
efforts of the Empire are set. 

I confidently commend them to 
your patriotism and loyalty, and I 
pray that the Almighty will give His 
Blessing to your counsels.

Arthur Henderson: 
The announcement made by the 

Prime Minister with regard to the 

White Paper scheme of Pensions and 
Disablement Allowances, relieves 
me, for the present, of the necessity 
for dwelling on that subject. I want 
to thank the Prime Minister and the 
Government for having acceded to 
the suggestion that we made that this 
was a subject that ought to receive 
the attention of the House at much 
greater length than could be given 
in the Debate on the Address. I hope 
that the day will be fixed very early, 
as all sections of the House will 
admit that there is a great amount 
of interest in the country on this 
important subject.”

“In the few observations I have 
to make I will endeavour to emu-
late previous speakers by seeking 
to avoid anything in the nature of 
party controversy. It appears to 
me to be altogether impossible to 
overestimate the advantage that has 
accrued to this country and to the 
very serious cause it has in hand, 
both on land and at sea, from the 
splendid unity which has character-
ised all sections of the community 
since the War began. I want to say 
that, so far as we are concerned on 
these benches, we have come to the 
conclusion that everything ought to 
be done to preserve, right to the end 
of this great trial, that valuable asset, 
the unity of the entire Empire.”

“The brevity and substance of the 
Gracious Speech from the Throne 
remind us that there is only one 
supreme consideration upon which 
Parliament must concentrate its 
attention. All our energy, all our 
capacity and experience of the na-
tion, both civil and military, must 
be so applied as to enable us to 
prosecute this War to a successful 
issue; and may I say the more ex-
peditious the issue the more every 
one will be pleased. In making the 
statement that we must prosecute 
the War to a successful issue, I 
think I am expressing the view of 
the entire organised labour move-
ment of this country. We feel that 
whatever differences of opinion 
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there may have been prior to the 
opening of hostilities, there is no 
other course left open to us as a 
nation, there is no alternative that 
presents itself to us, than that we 
must go straight through with this 
very serious business. In fact, we 
feel that everything must be done 
to enable our allies and ourselves to 
crown their efforts with a complete, 
and, I hope, a final victory.”

“When the time of victory does 
come and when this House and the 
nation have to turn their attention 
to the question of a permanent 
settlement, the organised labour 
movement in this country will use 
its powerful influence in order to 
direct that settlement on the lines 
of the true spirit of nationalism and 
in keeping with the high ideals of 
democracy. Believing, as we do, 
that in proportion to the complete-
ness of the victory will be the 
permanence of our future peace, 
and we shall continue, as we have 
done from the commencement of 
hostilities, to give the Government 
our united support, in the hope, as 
the Gracious Speech says, that we 
may carry this issue to that desir-
able success upon which most of 
us have set our hearts.”

“There is in the second paragraph 
of the Gracious Speech a reference, 
a most important reference, to the 
extension of the area of the war. I am 
quite sure of this, that all sections 
of the House must have deplored 
that it became really necessary to 
extend that area which, most would 
admit, was already far too large. 
The experiences civilisations have 
passed through since the early days 
of August I am sure will lead all of 
us to the conclusion that the more 
the area of such operations can be 
restricted the better it must be for 
everybody. I must say here, having 
watched as closely as I could the 
public conduct of affairs, that it 
seems to me that the Government 
deserve the credit of the country 
for the patient way in which they 
bore what were tantamount to very 
direct insults from Turkey during 
the days immediately preceding the 
declaration of War.”

“It seems to me that Turkey left 
us no alternative than to take the 
very direct action which the Gov-
ernment on behalf of the country 

felt impelled to take. The reference 
to this part of the Gracious Speech 
leads me to make an inquiry---I 
regret that the First Lord is not in 
his place, but, perhaps, the Prime 
Minister will convey to him the 
point I wish to make---to ask him, 
with all reserve, whether the Gov-
ernment are in a position to tell us 
a little more about an incident, a 
very important incident, if not a 
very powerful factor in compelling 
the declaration of war with regard 
to Turkey. I refer to the escape of 
two German warships, the ‘Goeben’ 
and the ‘Breslau’.

“The next point to which I want 
to refer is one that was referred 
to yesterday by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Op-
position, that is the conditions, of 
which there is so much complaint, 
regarding the treatment of the New 
Army, now known in the country as 
Kitchener’s Army, and the condi-
tions under which thousands, yea, 
tens of thousands of these men are 
at present placed. Before the House 
rose the hon. and gallant Member 
for South Monmouthshire (Sir 
Ivor Herbert) raised this question, 
and I took part in the Debate. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Under-
Secretary of State for War gave 
us, in the short time allowed, a 
little information. He promised, I 
think, certain reforms. At any rate, 
he promised that the matters that 
had been brought to the notice of 
the House would receive attention. 
I am not going to say that there has 
not been an improvement. I think 
there has been an improvement---a 
considerable improvement---but I 
must insist on saying that there is 
still room for very considerable im-
provement according to the letters 
I am receiving. I am quite sure I do 
not stand alone in this matter, and 
that all sections, indeed nearly all 
Members of this House have been 
receiving such letters from all parts 
of the country.”

“I am going to quote from one I 
received two days ago, which was 
written on the 7th of the present 
month. It is an extract from a letter 
from one of my Constituents. He 
left a fair position and, responding 
to the appeal that was made, he 
enlisted in Kitchener’s New Army. 
(HON MEMBERS: “The King’s 

Army!”) Well, the King’s Army. 
I said a little while ago that it was 
known in the  country, and the War 
Office encourages the idea in its 
literature, as Kitchener’s Army. I 
have one of their leaflets here in 
my hand, which encourages the 
use of that name. I do not think 
we need quarrel about it, for the 
Under-Secretary of State for War 
knows exactly what I mean.”

“At any rate, my Constituent 
enlisted at Darlington into one of 
the new branches of the King’s 
Army, and this is what he writes 
on 7th November:--- ‘I beg to call 
your attention to the deplorable 
conditions under which we are 
forced to exist.’ This is written 
from Aldershot on 7th November. 
‘The conditions can be described 
in one word as scandalous.’ It gives 
as an instance that they are sleep-
ing, in the month of November, in 
an ordinary summer tent---healthy 
young men who responded to the 
appeal, who left good homes and 
good positions. ‘We come here to 
be treated more like dogs than men, 
Sir. These statements are perfectly 
true, and I ask you if nothing can 
be done to alter these conditions 
which are the only cause of slow 
recruiting.’”

“I should like to call the Under-
Secretary’s attention to this further 
remark:---’You would be surprised 
if you could read hundreds of letters 
that go home to parents and pals, 
also the deception of the recruiting 
officers must be stopped at once.’ 
This latter point about the deception 
of the recruiting officers deserves 
the careful attention of the War 
Office. I have here a leaflet, Army 
Form B218, and one paragraph 
opens:- ‘A private soldier in the 
infantry on joining gets 6s. 8d. a 
week, clear of all expenses.’ I want 
the right hon. Gentleman to tell the 
House whether that is correct or not. 
If it is not correct it ought never to 
be published. My opinion is that it is 
very far from being correct. I think 
there are all sorts of stoppages, to 
say nothing about the allotment for 
the wife and for each child.”

“There is the stoppage for insur-
ance. I have heard in some cases of 
a stoppage to provide soap for the 
washing of the soldiers, and it seems 
to me if he starts off on 1s.1d. or 
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1s.2d. a day and has 3s.6d. stopped 
from his pay and allocated to his 
wife, if he has 1s. 1d. deducted 
for each child, if he has 1½d de-
ducted for insurance, if he has so 
many coppers deducted for soap to 
wash himself, and so much for the 
washing of his clothes, there is not 
going to be very much left. In fact, 
I have had cases brought to my no-
tice where, after all the deductions 
were made, the only sum that could 
be left for the soldier to purchase 
tobacco or any other thing that he 
took a fancy to was 11d. per week, 
or 11½d., to put it strictly accurate. 
Can the House wonder that there 
is some delay in recruiting? When 
we raised this question before the 
House rose, what was the surprising 
answer that the Under-Secretary 
gave? He attributed the check to 
recruiting to the fact that the War 
Office had raised the height and 
chest measurement, and, I believe, 
the age.”

The Under-Secretary of State 
for War (Mr. Tennant): 

“I think my hon. Friend is mis-
taken.”

Mr A. Henderson: 
“It would have been perhaps 

better if the right hon. Gentleman 
had not challenged me on my first 
statement, because I am prepared 
to accept the suggestion that it was 
done to stop the rush. The effect is 
the same. What was stopping the 
rush or checking the recruiting, 
whichever way you care to put 
it, was mismanagement, the very 
grievous conditions which were be-
ing imposed, shall I go further and 
say the breach of faith as between 
some of the recruiting officers and 
the men who were being enlisted. 
Some of these men were leaving 
£3 and £4 a week. We know cases 
where they have left £5 a week. 
They have done it for the love of 
their country. They have done it out 
of a real sense of patriotism. They 
have made the sacrifice and they 
have been told they would receive 
6s. 8½d. clear of all expenses. Week 
after week passes and we find that 
the magnificent sum of 11d. at the 
end of the week is their portion.”

“The House, I think, was im-
mensely pleased to hear the state-
ment from the Prime Minister, 
that notwithstanding all these 

difficulties, notwithstanding this 
mismanagement, there has been the 
magnificent total of something like 
1¼ million men raised practically 
since the War broke out, either in 
the Regulars or in the Territorials. 
This is a great credit. The men have 
enlisted, not because they wanted 
higher pay but because they wanted 
to do their duty to their country, 
and if that was the motive that in-
spired them the motive that ought 
to inspire the responsible trustees of 
the country, namely, Parliament, in 
this matter, is to see that as speed-
ily as possible the grievances to 
which I have called attention are 
permanently removed.”

“Another matter that I should like 
to call attention to is the position of 
many of the women of this country. 
The hon. and learned Gentleman 
(Mr Middlebrook) yesterday paid a 
very deserved tribute to the conduct 
of the great majority of the women. 
I want to associate myself with that 
tribute. I think every word that he 
said was deserved. Many of our 
women folk, and especially the 
wives of our soldiers and sailors, 
have gone during the last three 
months through the roughest time 
of their whole lives. Let me try to 
visualise the position that many 
of them have been placed in. 
Their husbands were called to the 
Colours. Many of them have been 
keeping their lonely vigil on the sea. 
Their wives were left at home. In 
connection with some of the wives 
of our sailors the only thing they 
have to depend upon in the early 
stage is what they received from 
the pay of the husband. In some 
cases they did not feel it was suf-
ficient and made application for 
assistance. I had letters sent to me 
before any allowance was granted 
by the Government which proved 
that some of these women had been 
most shamefully insulted by relief 
committees.”

“In the case of soldier’s wives 
the case was even worse. For the 
last three or four months they have 
been almost the victims of an at-
tack by misguided representatives 
of charitable organisations, and in 
some cases the representatives of an 
organisation which had experience 
and should have known better. I am 
referring now to an organisation 

that I have some good opinion of, 
and that is the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ 
Families Association. These people 
were entrusted with filling up the 
gap that ought never to have existed. 
The War Office, it seems to me in 
the early stages, if they were not 
in a position to pay out the money 
to the wives directly, though their 
own pay offices ought to have done 
what I think the right hon. Gentle-
man had in mind yesterday when he 
said the War Office had not taken 
advantage of the organised capacity 
of this country. We have the finest 
machinery of local government that 
there is in any country in the world, 
and yet the War Office seems to 
ignore the fact that we have county 
councils, borough councils, and 
urban district councils.”

“In the early stages of the War, 
if they found that they were inca-
pable of paying the money direct 
through the pay office, or through 
the post offices, it seems to me 
that all they need have done was 
to enter into arrangements with the 
accountant’s office of the county 
council, the borough council or the 
urban district council, giving each 
soldier’s wives a permit or cheque, 
or whatever you care to call it, to 
go to the accountant’s office, and 
the money would have been paid 
straight away. What took place? 
Representatives of charitable or-
ganisations took this work up, and 
they not only meddled unnecessar-
ily, but they muddled most severely. 
Their inquisitorial methods were a 
disgrace to everybody concerned. 
I had a case brought to my notice 
where a small sum was coming 
into a sailor’s home. The wife was 
asked what she did with it. The 
sum was £2 per month---10s. per 
week. It is the form of question to 
which I take exception. The wife 
has one child. The question was 
asked what she did with 10s. per 
week. Did she drink it? Did she 
go to see the pictures? Mark you, 
it was this woman’s own money. It 
is the wages of the husband who is 
keeping his silent vigil on the sea, 
and the wife is being insulted by 
being asked what she does with 
her husband’s wages.”

“Is this the sort of thing that the 
Board of Admiralty approve of? Yet 
this is done in connection with the 
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administration that has been going 
on during the past three months 
through the War Office, and the 
Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Families As-
sociation, which is doing the work 
for the War Office. I could give 
some equally telling cases. I think 
there is not a Member of the House 
but could do the same. The point I 
want to make is this: Can we be told 
now that all the arrears have been 
overtaken by the War Office paying 
out the money, and is the Soldiers’ 
and Sailors’ Families Association 
going to be done with this business? 
I hold that where these questions 
of sailors’ pay or soldiers’ separa-
tion allowances are concerned, no 
charitable organisation whatever 
has any right to be employed as 
between the Government and the 
Government employee, and I hope 
that from every part of the House 
this question of the unnecessary 
interference of charitable organi-
sations between the soldier and 
the sailor and the Government 
Departments will be pressed until 
we are told that it is finally and 
permanently withdrawn.”

“I have another point to make 
so far as the wives of soldiers are 
concerned. I am glad to notice that 
the Home Secretary is now on the 
Front Bench. I want to bring to 
his notice what I conceive to be 
a very important case. I have told 
the House about the way soldiers’ 
wives are being harassed by the 
agents of charitable organisations; 
but we have gone one worse. I 
wonder if the House is fully alive 
to the fact that the latest thing to be 
done is to move from the agent of 
the charitable organisations to the 
police. The Home Office the other 
day, I think,  surprised everybody 
by issuing a notice. What do I find? 
I am going to read a few lines from 
the letter sent by the Home Office. 
It was headed in the ‘Daily News’, 
‘New Police Duty’:---’I am directed 
by the Secretary of State to say 
that the Army Council desire to 
have the assistance of the police 
in the measures which are being 
taken to provide for---I ask the 
House to notice this:---’to provide 
for the withholding of separation 
allowances payable to wives or 
dependents of soldiers in the event 
of serious misconduct on the part 

of the recipient.’ I am going to pro-
nounce this ‘the limit.’ I will yield to 
no one in the House in my anxiety 
to promote good living among the 
people. I have supported legislation 
going in the direction of what I 
conceive to be the promotion of the 
people ever since I came into this 
House, but I must say I am going 
to oppose, so far as in me lies, any 
intention to put upon the wives of 
soldiers any such surveillance by 
the police as that described in the 
letter I have read.”

“Which Member of this House 
would like any such treatment if he 
did not behave himself? And I sup-
pose we do not all behave ourselves 
at all times to the satisfaction of 
everybody else, and not always to 
the satisfaction of the police. But 
whether it be to the satisfaction of 
the police or the civilian, I venture 
to think that the last thing we would 
ever tolerate would be that someone 
should intervene and say to us how 
we have got to spend our money. I 
claim that the separation allowance 
is only part of the pay---part of the 
actual earnings of the soldier, and 
though it may be regrettable that 
some soldiers’ wives do not know 
how to spend the money, they are 
not alone in this respect. Unfortu-
nately there are other wives who 
do not know how money should be 
spent, and there are many husbands 
who do not know how to spend their 
own money. Then why, if this be the 
case, should soldiers’ wives, after 
being harassed in the way I have 
pointed out by the representatives of 
charitable organisations, be handed 
over to the police in the manner 
proposed. May I make an appeal 
to the Prime Minister? I am quite 
sure my appeal will be realised 
by him, that we have no right to 
put the police between the wives 
and the spending by them of the 
hard-earned wages of the soldier. I 
hope this order will be immediately 
withdrawn.”

“I sincerely trust that the Gov-
ernment, in view of the day for 
discussion they have promised, 
and the Committee I understand 
the Prime Minister to say he was 
going to set up, will make the terms 
of reference sufficiently clear and 
broad that the whole conditions 
of the treatment of the soldier and 

sailor, and of their wives and chil-
dren, will be subjected to a very 
careful analysis, and that they will 
report to this House, for I am quite 
certain that this should be done if 
the War should go on even for the 
period the Prime Minister hinted 
at, and if we have to have another 
million men recruited. I am doing 
my little bit in that direction. Since 
the House rose I think I have spo-
ken at some thirty meetings, and 
I am prepared to speak at another 
thirty, but I do say that those who 
are throwing themselves into this 
work have a right to have at least 
a searching investigation, and to 
have a judgement pronounced 
upon the conditions I have brought 
before the notice of the House this 
afternoon.”

People crushed by law, have no 
hopes but from power. If laws 
are their enemies, they will 
be enemies to laws; and those 
who have much to hope and 
nothing to lose, will always be 
dangerous.
Edmund Burke, letter to Charles 
James Fox, Oct. 8, 1777

No one has yet been found 
resolute enough in dogmatizing 
to deny that Nature made man 
equal; that society has destroyed 
this equality is a truth not more 
incontrovertible.
Percy Bysshe Shelley, letter to 
Elizabeth Hitchener, Jul. 25, 
1811

No man ever feels the restraint 
of law so long as he remains 
within the sphere of his liberty 
-- a sphere, by the way, always 
large enough for the full exercise 
of his powers and the supply of 
all his legitimate wants. 
Josiah Gilbert Holland, Gold-
Foil

No man chooses evil because it 
is evil; he only mistakes it for 
happiness, the good he seeks.
Mary Wollstonecraft
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Froggy
News From Across The Channel

Results of the European 
elections

The Front National came top with 
25% of the votes, as against 21% 
for the UMP (Sarkozy’s party) and 
13% for the Socialists.

The National Front has 24 MEPs, 
the UMP 20 and the Socialists 13.  
Marine Le Pen and her father Jean-
Marie Le Pen have kept their MEP 
seats, with an increased number 
of votes.  

The Prime Minister Manuel 
Valls called this NF victory ‘an 
earthquake’; François Hollande 
appeared on television the Monday 
after the elections.  Nevertheless, it 
is not being discussed much at all.  
Hollande spoke for five minutes 
and said very little.  An elections 
expenses scandal (re the 2012 
elections) erupted the day after 
the ‘earthquake’ and the so-called 
earthquake was forgotten.

The establishment is not worried 
about the NF victory. The National 
Front has had successes before: 35 
MPs in 1986, thanks to the brief 
introduction of proportional repre-
sentation. In 2012 Marine Le Pen 
scored a higher number of votes, 
6.2m, as opposed to 4.7m in this 
present round of elections.

The leaders of the two main po-
litical parties are sure that Marine 
Le Pen will not win the presidential 
elections in 2017, because it will 
be a two round contest between 
two candidates, and voters will 
rally round whoever is not her, as 
they did in 2002. So she and her 
supporters can be ignored, and her 
ideas dismissed.

Marine Le Pen and history.
In an interview with the maga-

zine Le Point (3.2.11) Marine Le 
Pen answered questions about 
history and France; her answers 
are summarised in what follows. 

She deplored the removal of the 
writer Céline from the 2011 list of 
celebrated writers because of his 
anti-Semitism; she said: ‘We don’t 
commemorate writers because they 
embody the values of the Republic, 
but because they embody the genius 
of France’.  Did the Minister for 
Culture remove Céline under pres-
sure from the Jewish lobby?  She 
wouldn’t go that far, but according 
to her, there are in France associa-
tions that have an undue influence 
on the choices made by ministers.  
She personally would not go to 
the annual dinner given by CRIF 
[Association of Jewish Organisa-
tions] and attended by Presidents 
and ministers, to be given lessons 
on foreign policy.

Intellectual elites all think the 
same, and are disconnected from 
the population.

History has been used to make 
the French feel guilty. The French 
have been taught through the his-
tory of the Second World War and 
the history of colonialism that they 
are a despicable people, and as a 
result they have lost their instinct 
for survival. Did she deplore the 
loss of spirituality in our society?

‘I deplore it.  I deplore also the 
dechristianisation of France.  But 
you can’t explain it only by the 
loss of influence of religion. It is 
the submission to anglo-saxon 
culture which has accelerated this 
phenomenon.  I think that this con-
sumer society, where everything is 
for sale, is not something that suits 
French culture.’ Our values are up-
lifting, honest, spiritual, generous, 
courteous.   

May 1968 promoted individu-
alism, and upset the basis of our 
society. The desire of the individual 
is considered superior to the interest 
of the group. The consequences are 
felt today.

The left has given up defending 
the people and now defends minori-
ties in the name of individualism. 
The left today is a factor of division: 
it does nothing but create divisions 
among the people. The left of Jean 
Jaurès had a national vision, it 
felt it belonged to a people, took 
responsibility for its history and 
prepared its future.

When people ask her what she 
wants for women, she always 
replies ‘I want for women what I 
want for the French’.

De Gaulle had given the French 
their pride back. But today the 
French have had their self-esteem 
taken away from them, that is the 
problem. Mitterrand carried within 
him this notion of the greatness 
of France, which is the mark of 
great leaders, and this is why he, 
unlike Chirac, refused to admit the 
responsibility of the French state 
in the deportation of Jews: Vichy 
was responsible, not France. France 
must be rehabilitated.

France was not born in 1789 
and did not die in 1789: there is a 
continuity, which is the Christian 
values.

During the war the French were 
not collaborators; not everyone 
could be in a resistance network, 
but do we know what people felt? 
‘I accept everything in the history of 
France, its greatness and its weak-
ness, its moments of genius and its 
moments of barbarism.’ It is not the 
European Union that preserves us 
from war, but what happened dur-
ing the war. What happened in the 
Nazi concentration camps was the 
height of barbarity.

To the last question ‘Are you 
hurt when you are talked about 
as a woman without culture?, she 
replied ‘Joan of Arc could not read 
or write.’

Naturally enough Le Point  titled 
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its piece with the quotation about 
the camps. This was the sentiment 
that had to be expressed in order to 
become an acceptable party.

Protectionism
Marine Le Pen’s ideas about his-

tory are not going to be a subject 
for debate. There is an inflexible 
establishment party line, enshrined 
in law, that the attempted genocide 
of the Jews is the worst event in 
history.  And the French as a na-
tion share in the guilt of it. That 
Marine Le Pen refuses to admit 
this perhaps justifies Nigel Farage 
calling her party anti-semitic, even 
though Jews are never mentioned 
and she said that what happened in 
the Nazi concentration camps was 
the height of barbarity.  

Marine Le Pen also goes against 
the establishment party line on 
foreign policy; on Syria, she spoke 
against French intervention, saying 
it would be very dangerous for the 
Christian populations of that coun-
try. On Ukraine the NF also wanted 
no EU or French intervention.

The NF is hostile to the Trans-
atlantic Trade and Investment 
Partnership, as another attack on 
French sovereignty.

The NF wants to withdraw from 
Europe and from the Euro. Then 
France will regain control of her 
borders and be able to stop im-
migration and keep her industry. 
The argument is that life was bet-
ter before, when we had our own 
currency, our own industry and a 

small number of immigrants. Let 
us go back to this situation. This 
is an appealing dream.

In an election which appears as 
almost without consequence, vot-
ers indulge in dreams and regrets 
and in anti-establishment revolt. In 
the municipal elections in March 
this year, which matter, people 
only voted in 10 NF mayors out 
of 3000.  

NF and UKIP
UKIP have said they would not 

form a group with the NF in the 
European Parliament, because the 
NF is anti-Semitic (even though 
it isn’t).

The two parties have in common 
their position on immigration and 
their position as an alternative to 
the establishment and their posi-
tion on foreign policy; UKIP like 
the NF inveighs against the mad 
and counterproductive warmonger-
ing of the political class, in Iraq, 
Libya, Syria and Ukraine. But the 
differences are probably too big for 
them to cooperate. On the EU-US 
Free trade agreement (TTIP), which 
Marine Le Pen promises to block by 
every means possible, Farage has 
not put forward a policy; according 
to the Financial Times EU officials 
do not see him as anti free trade. 
On foreign policy the FN wants 
France to leave NATO and make 
a strong strategic alliance with 
Russia, proposing to Germany to 
join this alliance. There would be a 
pan-European alliance of sovereign 

states, including Russia. Probably 
not UKIP policy

It would be interesting to know 
how much of Marine Le Pen’s ideas 
in general reach the population, or 
if her following depends only or 
mainly on her policy to stop im-
migration.

Economic conflicts between 
France and the US.

The Hollande government is now 
involved in the proposed take over 
of Alstom by General Electric or 
Siemens.

The US are going to impose 
a fine of 10bn dollars on French 
bank BNP Paribas for dealing with 
countries which should be under a 
sanction regime, Iran among them, 
between 2002 and 2009; the French 
bank may lose its licence to operate 
in the US.

Victoria Nuland, Assistant Sec-
retary of State for European and 
Eurasian Affairs at the United 
States Department of State, told 
François Hollande to stop the 
building of Mistral helicopter car-
riers for Russia; he has refused to 
do so, saying the order dated from 
2011 and would not be called into 
question for the time being.

Hollande, unlike the US, has 
not stopped his country’s business 
leaders attending the St Petersburg 
international economic forum of 
23-24 May. 

Never, never, never believe any war will be smooth and easy, or that anyone who embarks on the strange 
voyage can measure the tides and hurricanes he will encounter. The statesman who yields to war fever must 
realise that once the signal is given, he is no longer the master of policy but the slave of unforeseeable and 
uncontrollable events. Antiquated War Offices, weak, incompetent, or arrogant Commanders, untrustworthy 
allies, hostile neutrals, malignant Fortune, ugly surprises, awful miscalculations — all take their seats at the 
Council Board on the morrow of a declaration of war.
Winston Churchill, My Early Life: A Roving Commission

Natural science has invaded and transformed human life all the more practically through the medium of in-
dustry; and has prepared human emancipation, although its immediate effect had to be the furthering of the 
dehumanisation of man. Industry is the actual, historical relationship of nature, .... <The nature which develops 
in human history — the genesis of human society — is man’s real nature; hence nature as it develops through 
industry, even though in an estranged form, is true anthropological nature.>
Marx, Private Property and Communism (1844)

Man is the unnatural animal, the rebel child of nature, and more and more does he turn himself against the 
harsh and fitful hand that reared him.
H. G. Wells
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Notes on the News
        By Gwydion M. Williams
UKIP – Moaning For a Lost 
White England

Having won big in the elec-
tions for the European Parliament, 
UKIP declare than “the people 
have spoken”.  Actually the people 
have whined and grumbled, for 
the most part. UKIP and similar 
populist right-wing parties tap into 
widespread resentments, but have 
no solutions.

Being seen as racist and homo-
phobic probably helped them. 
Modernism of a broadly liberal 
outlook has captured the other main 
parties, so surviving bigots have to 
go somewhere. In 2009, quite a lot 
of them voted for the fascist British 
National Party. This time round the 
BNP have been wiped out, losing 
four-fifths of their votes and all 
their seats.2

If we assume that most BNP 
switched to UKIP, that explains 
about half of their 10% gain. We’re 
told that a lot of Labour voters 
switched to UKIP, but Labour ac-
tually gained votes. Probably this 
represents a complex pattern of 
different blocks of voters switching 
between parties.

And how well will it hold for 
a General Election? UKIP got 
2,498,226 votes in the 2009 Euro-
pean election, but only 919,546 in 
the 2010 General election. Almost 
two-thirds of their voters aban-
doned them. This time round they 
got more than four million votes,3 
which might mean 1.6 million in 
2015, when people will know that 
their votes will make a real differ-
ence. Note that only 34% of the 
electorate voted in this European 
Parliament election, with UKIP 
sympathisers strongly motivated, 
while 65% voted in the last British 
General Election. They may get a 
few seats, but nothing much.

One can also be sure that the 
Tories will be reminded by every-
one that the Tories have promised 

a referendum on European Union 
membership if they get re-elected, 
which would be unlikely with either 
a Labour government or a Labour 
/ Liberal coalition.

Of course there may not even 
be a significant Liberal Party after 
2015. They lost half their voters, 
compared to the last European 
election. What they’ve done as 
part of the Coalition has put off a 
lot of the people who used to vote 
for them.

Europe Moves Both Right and 
Left

A lot of reports have presented 
the European election as a triumph 
for the Hard Right. The success 
for UKIP and the National Front 
in France suggest this – but that is 
only part of the picture.

Overall, the big losers have been 
the Centre-Right, with the Euro-
pean People’s Party losing 48 seats 
and the European Conservative and 
Reformist (who include the British 
Tories) losing 10.4  The centrist 
Alliance of Liberals and Demo-
crats for Europe have also been 
mauled, losing 30 seats according 
to the BBC and 24 according to the 
Wiki.5  (Calculations depend on 
which national parties join which 
European Parliament group, which 
can get quite complex.)  This is not 
just the British Liberals: liberals 
have also lost in Italy, Germany and 
France. And Greens have overall 
done badly, losing eight seats and 
reduced to 47 seats.6

Meantime the Centre-Left have 
overall held their ground, losing 
6 and reduced to 185 according 
to the BBC, but gaining 7 for 191 
according to the Wiki. And the 
Hard Left have made a significant 
advance, gaining 11 seats for a 
total of 46.7  That includes three 
new seats for Sinn Fein in Ireland, 
3 new for ‘The Other Europe’ in 

Italy, and 9 extra for assorted leftist 
in Spain. But the most spectacular 
gain has been the Coalition of the 
Radical Left (SYRIZA) in Greece, 
who gained five seats to hold six 
out of Greece’s total of 21. They 
are now the biggest party, though 
this has been at the expense of the 
Greek Centre-Left, which chose to 
accept stringent austerity to stay in 
the Euro.  

What of the Hard Right and 
Far Right? The neo-fascist Greek 
Golden Dawn made progress, gain-
ing three seats, but are much weaker 
than the Greek Hard Left. UKIP in 
the last European Parliament were 
part of a group called Europe of 
Freedom and Democracy, in which 
parties other than UKIP made a net 
loss of 5 and UKIP’s 24 members 
are now nearly two-thirds of the 
group of 38. The French National 
Front were not part of any group in 
the last European Parliament: the 
various Europhobes seem to hate 
each other as much as they hate 
the European Union. How things 
will line up this time remains to 
be seen.

The Wiki shows 79 seats won 
by new and currently unaligned 
parties.8 These are a mixed bag. 
Much the biggest is Italy’s Five 
Star Movement, with 20% of the 
vote and 17 seats, despite having 
no clear idea of what it wants. They 
seem to have taken seats and votes 
from the centre-right, which is good 
news for the Italian centre-left, 
who gained seats and votes this 
time round.

The advance of the Hard Right 
has been mostly a phenomenon 
of Britain and France, formerly 
the centre of great Empires and 
increasingly discontented with 
their diminished role in the modern 
world. The British Left has so far 
been totally unable to tap into this 
discontent, perhaps because they 
remain stuck in a pattern of politics 
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that failed in the 1970s.  New ideas 
are resisted – hardly anyone seems 
to want to know about Workers 
Control, for instance.

In most countries there is a 
general suspicion of the European 
Union, but 101 different solutions 
with no sign of a coherent opposi-
tion. And with a coherent core with 
majority support that is happy to 
carry on much as before. Much less 
of a crisis than the British media 
have made it out to be.

Sinn Fein – a Very Irish Party

The European elections saw Sinn 
Fein hold its seat in Northern Ire-
land and win three new seats in the 
Irish Republic. It is now the third 
party in the state, at a level with the 
traditional governing parties Fianna 
Fail and Fine Gael. And it has for 
years been the dominant Catholic 
party in Northern Ireland.

It’s worth remembering that the 
Anglo-Irish Agreement and power-
sharing in Northern Ireland were 
originally presented as a way of 
helping the nice moderate SDLP 
defeat the IRA / Sinn Fein. But it 
was the IRA that had forced the 
change after decades in which the 
regional government of Northern 
Ireland preferred to be a purely 
Protestant government.

If the arrest of Gerry Adams was 
intended as a piece of dirty election-
eering, then it was ineffective and 
unrealistic as well as dirty. It turned 
out that quite a lot of Irish voters 
considered that the IRA / Sinn Fein 
fought a war, choose to regard it 
as a Good War despite most of the 
media telling them otherwise, and 
accept that shooting suspected spies 
is a normal part of warfare. And any 
sensible person knows that some of 
those suspected spies might have 
been innocent, which is also part 
of war. Wars always kill innocents, 
and the amount of fuss that is made 
about it tends to depend on the sort 
of spin that news agencies want 
to put on it. The BBC is currently 
saying as little as possible about 
reports of innocents killed by the 
Ukrainian Army operating in East 
Ukraine, for instance.

I haven’t followed the business 
very closely. But I noticed some-
one on the news saying that for 

the amount of questioning Gerry 
Adams was given, they must have 
had more than just a story taped 
by a man who was not even under 
oath. 

Clearly they ought to have had. 
The key question is, did they? 

Any British MP could ask this 
of the Home Secretary (currently 
Theresa May). Clearly, if the police 
had inside information about IRA 
operations in the 1970s, they’d 
have to keep it secret to protect the 
source. But it could be worded as a 
simple question admitting a yes or 
no answer, did they have anything 
significant apart from the tape? 

It could also be raised in the 
European Parliament.  Because if 
all they had was the tape, they re-
ally had nothing and the prolonged 
questioning of Gerry Adams was 
abuse of power. (And also back-
fired, but if the police abused their 
powers it would be a good idea to 
rub their noses in the resultant mess.  
If such things get easily forgotten 
about, they can be applied again, 
quite possibly to people with very 
different views and principles to 
Gerry Adams.)

Of course the very existence of 
the Boston tapes is an oddity. They 
were supposed to be secret and got 
into the hands of the police.  One 
might well ask, “what sort of fool 
would suppose that anything in 
the USA was safe from their well-
known habit of re-interpreting all 
promises and agreements to suit 
themselves?” And it seems there 
were warnings made early on, 
which somehow got  ignored.

Legal chicanery has always been 
fundamental to the US system, 
beginning with the excuses used 
for the War of Independence. This 
revolt against a government that 
had created them, supported them 
and defended them was valid on 
a revolutionary-democratic basis. 
But this was not how it was argued 
by the mix of gentry and lawyers 
who were the main leaders, and 
who used wild rhetoric about tyr-
anny. The new Republic began with 
shysterism and has remained true 
to its origins.

India Votes Narrow-Hindu

There have been a lot of signifi-
cant elections lately. The election 
of a strong government of Centre-
Right Hindu Nationalists in the 
Republic of India may be the most 
important of these in the long run. 
The BJP (Bharatiya Janata Party, 
Indian People’s Party) represent 
sectarian Hinduism, and are also 
more ready than Congress to open 
up India to globalisation.

One might have expected the BJP 
to be protectionist, since the big 
threat to Hindu values is globalisa-
tion and the cultural hollowing-out 
that goes with it. But being part of 
globalisation is also profitable for 
some people, so there is an easy 
temptation to treat globalisation 
as culturally neutral and blame 
minorities for the weakening of 
long-cherished cultural norms. 
The BJP, Britain’s UKIP and many 
similar Hard-Right parties share 
this suicidal outlook.

One could also question whether 
the narrow version of Hinduism 
promoted by the BJP and stemming 
from the Rashtriya Swayamsevak 
Sangh is authentic Hinduism. It 
used to be a very tolerant creed 
and Congress promoted it on that 
basis, gaining much support from 
minorities. Of course the Congress 
version could be said to have run 
out of steam, with no notable leader 
since Indira Gandhi and no better 
idea than to be led by her mediocre 
descendants.

Yet the electoral result exagger-
ates the shift in opinion.  India is 
one of a diminishing number of 
countries that still use the First Past 
the Post system. Votes were highly 
fragmented, with 31% going to the 
victorious BJP. Nearly 20% of the 
votes went to Congress, the rest all 
over the place. But thanks to First 
Past the Post, Congress got 44 seats 
and the BJP got 282, enough to rule 
without allies. And regional parties 
are strong in the national parlia-
ment: the All India Anna Dravid-
ian Progress Federation, based in 
Tamil Nadu and Puducherry in the 
Far South, got 3.3% of the national 
vote, but 37 seats. The All India Tri-
namool Congress, which replaced 
the Communists as the ruling party 
in West Bengal, got 3.8% of the 
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vote but 34 seats.  The Biju Janata 
Dal based in Odisha got 1.7% of 
the votes but 20 seats.9  Even the 
Communist Party of India (Marxist) 
has its strength concentrated in the 
states of Kerala, West Bengal and 
Tripura, and has suffered serious 
losses in West Bengal.

Congress is the only strong all-
India party, but is weaker than ever 
before. It never had more than 49% 
of the votes, and has been in the 
mid-to-high 20s since 1996.  The 
BJP, though it led the government 
from 1998 to 2004, used to get 
votes in the mid to low 20s and 
needed coalition partners.  Now it 
can rule alone – but also will take 
the blame if things go badly. It is 
the party of Globalisation, better 
called SubAmericanisation, and 
this may well backfire.

The big complaint in the Western 
media is that the BJP rests on specif-
ically Hindu feelings and has been 
involved in anti-Muslim violence. 
But rising Hindu nationalism is just 
part of a global trend of stronger 
nationalism and sectarianism in the 
face of the cultural emptiness of 
Globalisation. The West did further 
damage by knocking over secular 
regimes in Muslim countries and 
then denying any responsibility for 
the resultant Islamic extremism. An 
extremism that then strengthens 
rival sectarianism in countries with 
large Muslim minorities.

South Africa Stays Stable

The recent election in South 
Africa is most significant for what 
did not happen.  The Western 
media is obsessed with the notion 
of government by two similar but 
alternating ‘parties of government’, 
the norm in Britain and the USA. 
This shows no understanding of the 
possible perils.

It’s not just that this system is 
based on deep cultural roots that 
are not found outside of Western 
Europe and its offshoots.  In Brit-
ain, the two-party system of Whigs 
and Tories emerged after several 
decades of Civil War in which it 
was conclusively proved that no 
one faction was strong enough to 
rule alone. And the electoral system 
wasn’t even vaguely democratic 
until the 1880s, when a majority 

of men living in the British Isles 
got the vote thanks to the Third 
Reform Act. Meantime the USA 
inherited British assumptions, but 
was dominated by the Federalist 
Party in its crucial early years. De-
mocratisation under the Democrat-
ic-Republican Party in the 1830s 
started a chain reaction which led 
fairly directly to their 1860s Civil 
War, which had the merit of con-
vincing everyone that whatever you 
wanted to do had to be done within 
the existing electoral system, or else 
you would be crushed with massive 
force as the US South had been 
crushed. But in the British Isles, 
the democratisation of the 1880s 
led to a re-assertion of a separate 
identity within Ireland, leading to 
several armed conflicts and still 
unresolved in Northern Ireland. To 
present this system as some sort 
of generalised formula for Good 
Government is absurd.

The fact that South Africa was 
able to end apartheid and install 
majority rule was a major achieve-
ment. My view is that it was mostly 
due to Mandela and the ANC first 
establishing electoral hegemony 
and then using it sensibly. Most of 
the Western media were against 
Mandela when it counted, though 
you’d never suspect it if you read 
them nowadays. And Mandela 
stayed within limits the West could 
live with, even though they didn’t 
like it. There were no major eco-
nomic reforms and global capital-
ism can still operate profitably.

With Mandela safely dead, the 
Western media have pushed the 
line that ending ANC dominance 
would be the best way forward for 
South Africa. Fortunately, the vot-
ers mostly decided otherwise.

The ANC is at about the same 
level it was in its decisive 1994 
victory, and slightly below the votes 
and seats it had in intermediate elec-
tions.  Its decline can be explained 
by the emergence of a left-wing op-
position with popular support. The 
newly-formed Economic Freedom 
Fighters have come from nowhere 
to be the third party in the country, 
with 25 seats and more than a mil-
lion votes. As far as I know, the only 
other significant force to the left 
of the ANC is the Pan Africanist 
Congress of Azania, which has 

declined from 5 seats in 1994 to 1 
in the latest election.

In second place and to the right 
of the ANC is the Democratic Al-
liance, a party mostly of whites 
and the urban coloured population, 
people of mixed race. The steady 
advance of the Democratic Alliance 
is explicable in terms of them pick-
ing up the votes of other centrist or 
right-wing alternatives to the ANC. 
Their core was the Progressive 
Party, a mild opponent of apartheid 
in the days when only whites had 
the vote. They have since picked up 
many other elements, including the 
main remnants of the Nationalist 
Party that ruled during apartheid. 
But they get few rural votes and 
few African votes.

The ANC have got more than 
50% of the votes in each of South 
Africa’s nine regions apart from 
the Western Cape, where they got 
32.89%. Which is dominated by 
Cape Town and where Africans 
are a third of the population and 
Coloured nearly half. This is also 
the Democratic Alliance’s main 
stronghold. They also got 31% 
to the ANC’s 53% in Gauteng, a 
region dominated by the country’s 
largest city, Johannesburg, its ad-
ministrative capital, Pretoria, and 
other large industrial areas. These 
would have many people keen 
to take an open-legged attitude 
to globalisation, like most urban 
centres.10

The ANC remains the only truly 
national party in the volatile diver-
sity of South Africa. The “Congress 
of the People”, which was formed in 
2008 as an ANC breakaway based 
mostly on dislike of President Jacob 
Zuma, has now collapsed from 
30 seats to 3 and seems destined 
for oblivion. The sectarian-Zulu 
Inkatha Freedom Party has lost 
almost half its seats, continuing 
a steady shrinkage since the 1994 
election. It came third with 11% in 
KwaZulu-Natal, and got less than 
1% in the other eight regions. At its 
peak in 1994 it got more than half 
the votes in KwaZulu-Natal, but 
never even as much as 4% in any 
other part of the country.

When it comes to elections, the 
Anglosphere seems to have Two 
Commandments: Thou Shalt Have 
No Democracy Other Than Mine 
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Own System and Thou Shalt Also 
Not Elect Persons Not Meeting 
With My Approval.  South Africa 
has broken both but continues to 
do fine.

Note also that the Anglosphere 
shows no interest in change when 
they have reason to fear democra-
tisation, as in Saudi Arabia and the 
various Gulf States. Bahrain tried 
to participate in the Arab Spring, 
but found that the West was not 
interested.

The West was also strikingly 
uninterested about continuous 
trickery used to frustrate an un-
welcome outcome of multi-party 
democracy in Thailand. And about 
the recent coup.

The Difference Between Death 
and Taxes

To understand human existence, 
it helps to be clear about the things 
that exist regardless of human so-
ciety and the things that  existed 
before humans walked the Earth.  
The common saying ‘as certain as 
death and taxes’ is an illustration 
of just how many clever people 
are in a complete muddle about 
the matter.

The phrase was publicised by 
several famous authors. The first 
was Daniel Defoe, in The Political 
History of the Devil, saying ‘Things 
as certain as death and taxes, can 
be more firmly believed.’  (And 
Defoe really did believe that the 
Devil existed and was politically 
active, taking the idea of Satanic 
Power just as seriously as people 
now believe in the nefarious influ-
ence of the CIA or al-Qaeda.)  But 
it was Benjamin Franklin who gave 
us the form we are currently most 
familiar with, saying ‘In this world 
nothing can be said to be certain, 
except death and taxes.’11

Taxes or their equivalent have ex-
isted in all known human societies, 
though not everyone pays them. All 
known tribal societies run by vari-
ous obligations. Taxes often begin 
as a way to simplify this, transfer-
ring a task to specialist workers 
whom everyone else supports. 
Particular individuals or classes 
of individuals can be exempt from 
taxes by the will of a human author-
ity. This does not apply to death, 

though human authorities can kill 
people, and people can lengthen or 
shorten their lives by their choices, 
and or commit suicide.

Communities of chimps, mon-
keys and other social mammals 
seem to exist on a fairly voluntary 
basis, without anyone doing any-
thing they don’t feel like. Humans 
almost always have to pay some 
sort of price for living in a society.  
Humans generally opt for more 
commitment and more benefits, 
though a few will chose to be 
tramps or hermits, asking for little 
and giving little.

Contrary to the popular impres-
sion, colonies of ants also work on 
a voluntary basis. There is definitely 
no enforcement, though scientists 
doubt that an individual ant is smart 
enough to choose what it will or 
will not do. The only enforcement 
is against outside ants who are seen 
as a threat. An idle ant that smelt OK 
would be ignored. A hard-working 
and productive ant would still get 
irrationally attacked if it seemed to 
be a stranger – but of course that can 
also happen among humans.

Humans have vastly more com-
plex societies than the other social 
mammals or social animals. The 
norm is for everyone capable of 
work to do work of some sort, for 
the general benefit as well as in 
their own interest. In small groups 
this can be handled informally, with 
chivvying of the lazy and punish-
ment or expulsion for offenders. In 
larger groups this gets formalised, 
first as labour obligations and 
later as cash payments. And often 
applied unfairly, as I said.  But a 
complex modern society can not 
run without taxation. Taxes not 
paid by one person will be paid by 
someone else instead.

The Libertarian fantasy of a so-
ciety without taxes or enforcement 
has been tried since the 1980s and 
has comprehensively failed. Treat-
ing taxes as sinful proved to be an 
excellent cover for reducing or 
abolishing progressive taxes, those 
taxes where the rich paid more. This 
has meant more paid by those less 
able to pay, and it is surprising that 
the working mainstream have let 
themselves be fooled.  Even more 
surprising that they have shown 
such tolerance of tax avoidance. 

This tolerance would have made 
sense if taxes were an evil that could 
be progressively abolished, which 
is what the libertarians promised.  
But the promises of the libertarians 
have proved empty, and the only 
functional libertarian politics have 
been measures that fine-tuned the 
economy to give greater benefits 
to the rich.

And death?  To liberals who have 
lost their confidence in an Afterlife, 
death is the ultimate subversion of 
individuality. Which is a shallow 
and a greedy attitude, and very 
popular among libertarians.

Death was an invention of the 
first organisms to get beyond the 
level of single cells. Single-celled 
organisms mostly reproduce by 
splitting in two, though some of 
them have spores to survive tough 
times. Multi-cellular organisms are 
mostly too complex for a simple 
split to make sense: instead the 
mature organism either produces 
a simplified miniature, or perhaps 
an egg.

What happened next was the in-
vention of sex, gender and death, all 
of which are puzzling. The simplest 
sex has all adult organisms produc-
ing both male and female gametes 
that have to combine before a new 
creature can develop.  This has 
clear advantages in shuffling genes 
and allowing useful mutations to 
spread.  But sex can exist without 
gender.  Most plants have flowers 
that are both male and female, and 
have mechanisms to avoid self-fer-
tilisation. Only a minority – mostly 
trees – have individual plants that 
are either male or female. Many 
simpler animals are also hermaph-
rodites, but all complex animals 
have developed two genders, male 
and female. This is probably due 
to competition, with specialised 
males and females leaving behind 
more offspring.

This is probably also the ex-
planation for death.  Success in 
terms of Natural Selection should 
be summarised as ‘survival of the 
grandkids’ rather than ‘survival of 
the fittest’, a formula that appeared 
to mesh with the competitive in-
dividualism of the rising middle 
class. Mammals are not in fact 
particularly long-lived: reptiles the 
same size live much longer. They 
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seem to be programmed to wear 
out and die at about the right time 
for leaving behind large numbers 
of offspring. We humans, with a 
complex culture that takes time to 
pass on to the next generation, have 
relatively long lives for our size, 
and extremely long childhoods. 
(Compare a four-year-old human to 
a four-year-old horse, for instance.)  
But we still age and die sooner than 
we’d wish, and no one yet has found 
a way to change this.

The Necessity of State Power

Liberal-Democrat leader Nick 
Clegg seems to have survived his 
party’s mauling in the European 
elections and Local Government 
elections. A half-arsed plot to re-
place him got nowhere, probably 
because voters are rejecting the 
party in general and not just its 
leader.

Clegg when elected in 2007 said 
“The challenge for my party is clear 
and simple: to define a liberal alter-
native to the discredited politics of 
big government.”12  But is Big Gov-
ernment really discredited?  After 
more than three decades of rule by 
Tories, New Labour and Coalition, 
Big Government has not shrunk 
economically, and politically it has 
become more intrusive. Likewise 
in the USA.  And after massive 
speculation and gambling caused a 
crisis in 2008, governments stepped 
in to save the financial system, but 
held back from nationalisation.  
Sick banks were nursed through 
with public money, but left free to 
carry on gambling. Vast salaries 
and absurd bonus payments were 
mostly left alone.

Mindless hostility to Big Govern-
ment has led to the reality of Big 
Government over the people, but 
by the rich and for the rich.  Being 
part of a government that serves the 
interest of the elite has been a path 
to riches – Tony Blair has been the 
most blatant example, but there are 
many more.

But I don’t think that those 
people have succeeded due to any 
exceptional cleverness on their 
own part.  The problem was a loss 
of confidence in Big Government 
during the crisis of the 1970s, plus 
a general distrust of government by 

1960s radicalism.
1960s radicalism did a lot of 

good, establishing freedoms that 
we now take for granted, but which 
had to be fought for. But the domi-
nant hippy attitude was wide open 
for transformation into right-wing 
libertarian nonsense.

What you have among libertar-
ians is a belief that their own politi-
cal preferences are not actually poli-
tics, but some sort of Natural Order 
that would exist in the absence of 
power and politicians messing up 
the process. I think this nice idea 
came from Jean-Jacques Rousseau, 
at least in modern politics.

The problem is, no two believers 
in the Natural Order seem able to 
agree what it is. And it is definitely 
nothing in common with what has 
emerged in every actual case of 
existing politics breaking down. 
Invariably you get warlordism, 
sometimes followed by centralisa-
tion under some highly authoritar-
ian regime. 

It is a damn-fool notion that 
Perfect Politics ought to emerge 
naturally from the existence of 
Freedom. Do you really want life to 
drift randomly? Or have it control-
led by political authorities that you 
choose and can replace?

People chose ‘let things drift’ 
when they wanted a freer and more 
open sex life and social life. At the 
same time they got resentful at 
other people exercising the same 
freedom when it did not suit them, 
and even more so when it cost them 
something.

Popular rhetoric identifies any 
sort of authority with fascism, 
which has become the ultimate 
insult. But in real history, Ital-
ian Fascism incorporated many 
former anarchists (as did Russian 
Bolshevism).  Each of the various 
Fascist governments was an outsid-
ers movement that took over the 
state and disregarded its traditional 
checks and balances. And the more 
the outside movement dominated 
the existing state, the worse the fas-
cism. Franco in Spain came from 
the army and preserved the exist-
ing state, with several rival fascist 
or right-wing groups incorporated 
and subordinated. His system was 
eventually able to evolve into a 
standard West-European state. 

Mussolini never managed to give 
more than a fascist gloss to the 
existing state, which deposed him 
in 1943, though he was briefly 
restored by the German Army. It 
was the Nazi movement that wholly 
took over the state and partly re-
placed its police and army with the 
Gestapo and Waffen-SS.  While the 
regular SS increasingly became a 
state within a state, operating with 
all of the traditional checks and 
balances removed.

Big Government is here to stay. 
Abuses of state power need to be 
dealt with as such, rather than being 
generalised into an overblown fear 
of state power.

Ukraine

It is now clear that Russia never 
had any intention of taking over 
East Ukraine. They needed Crimea 
to keep a vital warm-water port 
and naval base. But taking over 
East Ukraine would leave behind a 
rump Ukraine that could be solidly 
anti-Russian.

At the time of writing (30th May), 
the Ukrainian army is going all out 
for a military solution, ignoring 
any possibility of negotiating. Rus-
sian television has reported many 
incidents of non-combatants being 
hit, which is what you’d expect. 
The Western media have avoided 
mentioning this and no longer have 
reporters giving the view from 
among ordinary people there.

Russia can afford to sit back 
and let this new Ukraine fall into 
complete chaos, and let the new 
government lose popularity when 
it imposes the austerity measures 
the European Union is demanding. 
They and the USA have the wealth 
to win over Ukraine, just as they had 
the wealth to keep Russia friendly in 
the 1990s. But they have repeatedly 
shown themselves too short-sighted 
and greedy to win and secure new 
friends.  Instead they lose friends 
and make new enemies, amidst a 
loyal media chorus blaming it on 
unexpected outbreaks of evil.

The election of a new President 
has so far made little difference.  But 
Petro Poroshenko though associ-
ated with the Orange Revolution,  
also served in the government of 
Viktor Yanukovych, the president 
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ousted on 22nd February. He won 
with more than 54% of the vote, 
with second place and less than 
13% of the vote going to Yulia 
Tymoshenko, prominent in the 
Orange Revolution but also prone 
to make deals when it suited her. 
The two fascist movements had 
candidates but finished way down.  
Svoboda’s man got 1.16% of the 
vote, far below the 10.45% his 
party got at the last general elec-
tion. Right Sector was lower still, 
0.70%. Whereas the Communist 
Party candidate got 1.51% despite 
officially withdrawing in the face of 
threats and assaults.  Meantime the 
candidate of the Party of Regions, 
the previous governing party, got 
a mere 3.03%. 

It is open to the new President 
to dump the fascists, who seem to 
have lost support now that people 
have seen the results of their power.  
He could make a deal with Russia 
and with the East Ukrainian rebels. 
But whether he will be that wise 
remains uncertain.

Meantime Russia has inau-
gurated the Eurasian Economic 
Union, along with Kazakhstan and 
Belarus.13  Following the big trade 
deal with China, that could count 
for a lot in the long run.

In the European Union, the 
supposed threat from Russia will 
continue to be used to justify highly 
profitable fracking, regardless of 
the long-term damage it does.

Snippets

Following Prince Charles be-
ing overheard comparing Putin to 
Hitler, Russian news have been 
reminding everyone about how 
Charles’s relatives viewed Hitler 
before Hitler became Officially 
Evil in British eyes.

“ The pro-Russia broadcaster 
Russia Today (RT) regaled view-
ers with a mocked-up family tree 
linking royals to Nazis in a ‘Takes 
one to know one’ video poking the 
embers of the House of Windsor’s 
German past.

“’If anyone knows real Nazis it’s 
the royal family’ the channel de-
clared on its In the Now programme 
while it flashed up sepia portraits 
of the Queen and family.

“Here was Charles’s great uncle, 
the Duke of Windsor, and wife Wal-
lis Simpson, photographed visiting 
Hitler at his Obersalzberg retreat 
in 1937 shortly after abdicating as 
Edward VIII. Simpson, RT senior 
political correspondent Anissa Na-
ouai solemnly pronounced, ‘hung 
out with Hitler’.

“There was the Duke of Edin-
burgh, his chest weighted with 
medals. ‘His sister, Sophie,’ added 
Naouai, ‘was married to a SS offic-
er.’ Cue photograph of Christophe 
of Hesse-Cassel, marching in his 
SS colonel’s uniform.Naouai could 
have added, for good measure, he 
named his eldest son Karl Adolf in 
Hitler’s honour.” 14

***
Talking of Nazism, there was a 

rather good German program on the 
matter, shown recently on BBC 2 as 
Generation War.  It tells the story of 
five young Germans, one of them 
Jewish, caught up in the war and 
Germany’s eventual defeat.

I found it mostly well done, but it 
wildly exaggerated Polish hostility 
to Jews.  Poles trying to re-establish 
their nation after World War One 
and after generations of foreign rule 
were not friendly to Jews, consider-
ing that they should either convert 
or leave.  But during the actual 
Nazi occupation, almost all of the 
Polish resistance accepted Jews as 
allies.  And they brought the first 
solid news of mass extermination to 
Britain and the USA, who however 
preferred to ignore it until most of 
the killing was completed and it 
became a useful propaganda tool.

Generation War is available on 
DVD, in German with English 
subtitles.

***
Parliamentary elections were 

held in Iraq on 30 April 2014. 
They ended with the current Prime 
Minister’s State of Law party still 
much the largest, but with only 92 
seats out of 328.15

As before, it was functionally 
three separate elections. The Shia 
Arabs, Sunni Arabs and Kurds each 
have several parties competing for 
their votes. Shia are the majority, 
so they dominate whatever coali-
tion gets put together. Kurds are 
functionally independent, and 
Sunni would like to be.  Religious 

parties dominate, and the Sunni / 
Shia split is much more intense than 
it used to be.

And we’re still waiting for the 
Chilcot report, which began in 
2009 over a war that was launched 
in 2003.

***
UK GDP just recovered from 

the 2008 crisis brought about by 
an orgy of speculation. Nothing 
has been done to stop it happening 
again.16  But the Tories have a fair 
chance of getting re-elected on the 
basis of this weak recovery.

Meantime the rich continue to 
do very nicely.  “Britain’s richest 
people are wealthier than ever be-
fore, with a combined fortune of 
almost £520bn, according to the 
Sunday Times Rich List.

“The total wealth of the rich-
est 1,000 individuals, couples or 
families jumped 15% in a year, the 
survey said.”17

The rich got the state to bail them 
out when the crisis stuck. Ordinary 
people remained fooled by the 
New Right record about the state 
being burdensome and unable to 
do anything useful.

***
In most of the world, religion 

is in sharp decline. The USA is a 
tail-ender among rich countries, but 
not really an exception.

“The UK isn’t becoming a coun-
try of committed atheists. Most of 
the unaffiliated neither accept nor 
reject religion: they simply don’t 
care about it. In that respect, the 
UK looks a lot like much of the 
developed world...

“Even in the US – a deeply Chris-
tian country – the number of people 
expressing ‘no religious affiliation’ 
has risen from 5 per cent in 1972 
to 20 per cent today; among people 
under 30, that number is closer to 
a third…

“The world’s least religious 
countries also tend to be the most 
secure. Denmark, Sweden and Nor-
way, for example, are consistently 
rated as among the most irreligious. 
They are also among the most 
prosperous, stable and safe, with 
universal healthcare and generous 
social security.

“Conversely, the world’s most 
religious countries are among its 
poorest. And within countries, 
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poorer segments of society tend 
to be more religious, according to 
the Global Index of Religion and 
Atheism.

“The link is supported by labora-
tory studies showing that making 
people aware of existential threats 
such as pain, randomness and death 
temporarily strengthens their belief 
in god. It seems to hold in the real 
world too: after the 2011 Christch-
urch earthquake in New Zealand – 
normally a stable and safe country 
with corresponding low levels of 
religiosity – religious commitment 
in the area increased.

“Norenzayan refers to the kind of 
atheism that exists in these places 
as ‘apatheism’. ‘This is not so much 
doubting or being sceptical, but 
more about not caring,’ he says. 
‘They simply don’t think about 
religion.’

“Counter-intuitively, he adds, 
apatheism could also explain the 
strength of religion in the US. In 
comparison to other rich nations, 
the US has high levels of existential 
angst. A lack of universal health-
care, widespread job insecurity and 
a feeble social safety net create 
fertile conditions for religion to 
flourish.”18

***
Inheritance tax is a vexed ques-

tion.  It is fair, but it has been suc-
cessfully bad-mouthed as “taxing 
the dead”. And it seems some 
people worry about passing on 
their own relatively small wealth to 
their children, without noticing that 
the rich are benefiting enormously 
from new rules that are re-creating 
a privileged ruling class.

Maybe a completely different 
approach should be taken.  There is 
a dislike of inequality, so we need 
to tap into it correctly:

“75% think we are too unequal 
– but they don’t know the half of 
it: they wildly underestimate the 
wealth gap, with rich and poor alike 
imagining they are much nearer the 
middle than they are. Nor do they 
know that social mobility is falling: 
in 1991, 17% of top earners came 
from low-earning families, but that 
fell to 13% by 2000, with 42% from 
the richest families. Few know that 
the entire bottom half of the UK 
population owns only 2%-3% of 
the wealth…

“People wildly overestimate 
the likelihood of their family ever 
paying IHT [inheritance tax], and 
the amount to be paid: 40% is only 
on the portion above the £650,000 
threshold for couples. The Office 
for Budget Responsibility finds 
only one in 20 estates pay it now: 
the property boom will spread it, but 
only to one in 10 families, meaning 
90% pay nothing…

“Cameron’s inheritance tax 
giveaway has rekindled enthusiasm 
for a radical solution, endorsed 
from the IFS to the Fabians, FT 
editorials, the editor of MoneyWeek 
and a host of thinktanks: it’s time to 
abolish inheritance tax altogether 
and leave the dead to rest in peace. 
Instead, treat whatever gifts and 
bequests people receive as part of 
their ordinary taxed income. At a 
stroke all the wheezes, cheats and 
exemptions would be swept away. 
No doubt there would be a tax-free 
threshold for lifetime gifts, and 
the rate could be tapered. But the 
principle should be that all income, 
earned and unearned, from capital 
gain or sweat of brow, is taxed the 
same, whatever its source. Work-
ing hard for your money should no 
longer be taxed the hardest.”19

That should be the Labour Party’s 
next big new idea.  Income tax is 
accepted as fair by all except the 
very rich.  Relatively poor people 
owning a house could expect to 
pass on more to their children, 
assuming those children are also 

relatively poor.
Will Labour dare do it? Or do they 

remain intimidated by moans from 
the rich and their tame media?
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Labour is ... not the only source of material wealth, i.e. of the use-values it produces. As 
William Petty says, labour is the father of material wealth, the earth is its mother.
Marx, Capital, Volume I, Chapter One (1867)

Labor is prior to, and independent of, capital. Capital is only the fruit of labor, and 
could never have existed if labor had not first existed. Labor is the superior of capital, 
and deserves much the higher consideration.
Abraham Lincoln

It's not right to respond to terrorism by terrorizing other people. And furthermore, 
it's not going to help. Then you might say, "Yes, it's terrorizing people, but it's worth 
doing because it will end terrorism." But how much common sense does it take to 
know that you cannot end terrorism by indiscriminately dropping bombs?
Howard Zinn, Terrorism and War

It's funny how those who are most pro-war are almost always the guys who never 
had to fight in one. 
Jerome P. Crabb, War Quotes and Quibbles
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Listening to Italy
by Orecchiette.

The Arrest Of Gerry Adams.
Would UK papers have reported 

in depth the arrest of an Italian, 
Spanish or French Gerry Adams? 
Italian papers (Corriere Della Sera, 
Il Fatto Quotidiano, La Repub-
blica) did. The first two papers 
used pieces written by their named 
London correspondents. One of the 
articles even appeared on the front 
page. These three dailies published 
300 – 500 word articles explain-
ing the background. Even many 
of the less heavy weight papers 
ran a syndicated piece. In com-
parison, international reportage in 
UK papers is often parochial and 
limited in extent. In fact, today’s 
UK papers have a strong focus on 
cheaper-to-produce cultural and 
lifestyle pieces.

Italian papers also rely less on 
shorthand descriptors for people. 
UK papers routinely categorise 
people by suggesting the way read-
ers should be thinking about them. 
So, headlines that scream “PEN-
SIONER DOES...etc” instantly 
give a picture of someone less ca-
pable, and perhaps a little pathetic. 
The Italian articles avoided using 
the UK journalists’ shorthand that 
neatly categorises  “Mother of ten 
Jean McConville” - suggesting that 
she is a warm, kind, capable, much 
loved mother figure, whatever the 
truth of the meaning. This phrase 
was repeatedly and lazily used 
in UK papers, but was possibly 
a double edged and subtle anti-
Adams jibe?

It is relevant to set the scene 
here. Corriere Della Sera and 
La Repubblica are two of several 
papers that receive what is now 
a decreasing state subsidy, but 
one that also includes some tax 
advantages. Neither are owned by 
Berlusconi and both are serious 
national Italian daily papers with 
wide circulations. 

Il Fatto Quotidiano (The Daily 
Fact) was established in 2009 and 
operates without this subsidy. It 
is noticeably less fat and has no 

beautifully illustrated articles on 
health, travel, culture etc. Marco 
Travaglio, a co-founder supports, 
or is supported by, Beppe Grillo 
and his Movimento Cinque Stelle 
(5 Star Movement). Perry Ander-
son, of the New Left Review, was 
reported in Travaglio’s Wikipedia 
entry as saying he is “arguably Eu-
rope’s greatest journalist”. In 2009 
The German Association of Jour-
nalists awarded him their annual 
Freedom of The Press Award for “...
exposing continually the attempts 
of Italian politicians, especially 
Silvio Berlusconi, to influence the 
media to their advantage”. Two 
other interesting sources of news 
are L’Unita originally set up by 
Gramsci and Il Manifesto which is 
an independent left-wing paper.

To return to Adams, headlines are 
important in the setting of the scene. 
La Repubblica had a short factual 
article on 30 March followed by a 
650 word one on 1 May. Their usual 
format includes a sub-heading and 
this gave an apparent Adams quota-
tion that, “ somebody in the police 
wants to threaten the Good Friday 
agreement”. Followed by “False” 
from (Peter) Robinson and (David) 
Cameron, and a later mention of 
the Boston Tapes. The article was 
unattributed. 

Corriere Della Sera’s Fabio 
Cavalera started by making the 
point that Adams had given himself 
up for interrogation. Then, that 
“the woman” (Jean McConville) 
had helped an English soldier, fol-
lowed by the suggestion that current 
internal IRA vendettas could have 
been responsible for the present 
situation. 

Il Fatto Quotidiano called Mc-
Conville “a presumed informer to 
the police” and then continued to 
say that the following article would 
deal with the controversy of the 
timings behind the arrest. 

A complex subject indeed but all 
three articles went into detail. 

Corriere Della Sera mentioned 

the wishes of the family to find 
the truth and also that there were 
possible double dealings within the 
IRA. They talked about Adams part 
in the peace process where he had 
worked with Tony Blair. He was 
also said to have received 26.9% 
of the vote at the last Stormont 
election in 2011; percentages are 
highly significant in the complex 
Italian electoral system. It also 
mentioned that Martin McGuinness 
had been invited to meet the Queen 
at Windsor. Presumably a seal of 
state approval.

La Repubblica noted that “Sinn 
Féin” (note the correct spelling)  
had argued that this was a politi-
cal arrest. The article said that it 
is seen “as an attempt to discredit 
Adams and the Irish Nationalist 
Party on the eve of the local and 
national elections”. They then went 
on to mention the Boston tapes and 
Ivor Bell. 

Il Fatto Quitidiano’s Daniele 
Guida Gessa mentioned that Gerry 
Adams is, “one of the most famous 
Northern Irelanders in the world, a 
parliamentarian and leader of Sinn 
Féin, the party born as the political 
arm of the Ira, (Italians only capi-
talise the first letter of such initials) 
the movement for the liberation of 
this area of the United Kingdom on 
Irish soil”.  Gessa also mentions the 
proximity of the elections, the need 
for son Michael McConville to find 
the truth and, later the history of the 
Boston tapes. 

On 2 May ll Manifesto published 
an article about Adams written by 
Leonardo Clausi. He is an Italian 
living in London who occasionally 
writes for the Guardian and has also 
translated Eric Hobsbawm. 

He wrote about the arrest com-
ing at a dangerous time for the 
stability of Northern Ireland. He 
noted poetically that the “embers 
of the Troubles” are “ smouldering 
under the ashes of the Good Friday 

Continued on Page 17
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agreement”. He said that Adams is “defending himself from the accusa-
tion of being the person behind the punitive murder of Jean McConville”. He 
goes on to describe her as a Protestant convert to Catholicism who lived in 
“Belfast West”, a predominantly Catholic area. She was punished for being a 
police informer while her children maintained that she was simply helping an 
“English soldier”. He continued to say that one of McConville’s daughters, Helen 
McKendry, will shortly name names, claiming not to be frightened of “possible 
reprisals from today’s dissident factions, the ‘Real Ira’ and ‘Continuity Ira’ who 
refute the peace process”. 

Clausi mentioned the Boston tapes and said the Northern Irish Police recently 
requisitioned them, noting the earlier promise to interviewees of non-disclosure 
until the deaths of “interested parties”. At the end he said that Martin McGuin-
ness attributes the action to “obscure forces” in the “Police Service of Northern 
Ireland”, who could derail the peace process and the forthcoming local and Euro 
elections in “Ireland”. 

The complicated meanings of the terms: UK, GB, Ireland and England are 
often not fully understood by foreign journalists (or natives) and it is easy to 
laugh at their misuse. However the Italian press should be praised for its depth 
of  interest in UK and Irish political matters. It is an inspiring contrast to the 
limited coverage and insularity of the, can one say, English press.

A Parliament And Ukraine 
Special

The House of Commons 
went into recess on 14 May 
and hadn’t returned by 30 May 
when this issue of Labour Af-
fairs was prepared for printing. 
The following therefore is an 
account of MPs’ position on 
Ukraine up to 13 May, when 
William Hague reported to the 
Commons. It doesn’t take into 
account, therefore, develop-
ments since that date.

In recent weeks the aggres-
sive stance of the West towards 
Russia has gathered momen-
tum. And the two major parties 
in the House of Commons--
-Conservative and Labour--
-have been singing from the 
same hymn sheet, vilifying 
Putin and Russia. It now seems 
that Labour’s opposition to 
military intervention in Syria 

was pure opportunism. La-
bour’s amendment was similar 
in tone to the Government’s 
motion, which Cameron 
pointed out at the time. Politi-
cians specialise in the use of 
words, and most of the time 
that is all they are. Sticks and 
stones etc. But there appears 
to be more than verbal vilifica-
tion of Putin and Russia about 
the attitude of some MPs. It is 
as if they are willing the EU 
and NATO to go beyond their 
present double-edged policy 
of sanctions and covert threats. 
Do they really want to engage 
militarily with Russia?

Ukraine: Yanukovych And 
Article 111.

The ‘mystery’ of the remov-
al of President Yanukovych 
was ‘explained’ on 6 May by 

Foreign Office Minister of 
State David Lidington in re-
sponse to the following ques-
tion from Tory backbencher 
Sir Edward Leigh.

Sir Edward Leigh: 
“To ask the Secretary of 

State for Foreign and Com-
monwealth Affairs whether 
he has received advice on the 
legality of the removal from 
power of President Yanu-
kovych, pursuant to Article 
111 of the Constitution of 
Ukraine.

Mr Lidington: 
“The Government is not in 

a position to comment on the 
legal system in Ukraine. On 
21 February, agreement was 
reached between the then op-
position leaders and the then 
President, Victor Yanukovych 
to resolve the political crisis 
afflicting Ukraine by: signing 
a new law within 48 hours to 
reinstate the 2004 Constitu-
tion; holding pre-term presi-
dential elections in 2014; and 
conducting a comprehensive 
constitutional reform. How-
ever, later that day Yanuko-
vych fled Kyiv, abandoning 
his office as Head of State and 
was therefore not in a posi-
tion to fulfil the obligation he 
undertook to sign the law rein-
stating the 2004 Constitution. 
As the Ukrainian Government 
had already been dissolved 
by Yanukovych, Parliament 
was the legitimate state body 
remaining. In view of Yanu-
kovych’s action to effectively 

Continued from Page 16
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remove himself from office, 
Parliament approved a Bill 
to remove Yanukovych from 
power, appoint an acting 
president and, in line with the 
constitution, to hold presiden-
tial elections within 90 days. 
The Bill was approved by 
an overwhelming majority, 
including by representatives 
of Yanukovych’s Party of the 
Regions which remains the 
largest faction in the Rada.”

Apart from the fact that the 
Parliament acted unconstitu-
tionally---it did not follow the 
procedure laid down in Article 
111, and to which Lidington 
made no reference---it’s odd 
how Yanukovych’s Party of 
the Region becomes, in the 
same sentence, a faction in 
the Rada, the Ukraine Parlia-
ment. Can we now refer to 
the Conservative Party as the 
largest faction in the House of 
Commons?

The UK Military In Baltic 
States

The Baltic counties, Esto-
nia, Latvia and Lithuania, are 
protected by NATO’s collec-
tive military umbrella. Which 
explains why UK troops are 
currently in Estonia, according 
to Defence Secretary Philip 
Hammond in answer to a ques-
tion posed by Tory backbench-
ers Mark Harper and Karl 
McCartney on 12 May. They 
asked “what discussions he 
has had with his counterparts 
in Baltic countries on recent 
Russian aggression against 
Ukraine?” 

There has of course been 
no actual Russian aggression 
against Ukraine. There are 
Russian troops at the border 
and pro-Russian Ukrainian 

combatants in Ukraine, sup-
ported by Russia, defending 
the pro-Russian east against 
r ight-wing pro-western 
Ukrainians. These neo-fascists 
were recently responsible for 
burning a building in which 
a number of pro-Russian 
Ukrainians and others died, 
but no mention was made of 
this by Hammond. Nor did he 
point out that there has been 
no overt Russian threat to the 
Baltic countries. Or suggest 
that Russia’s stance may be 
related to the encirclement of 
Russia by NATO forces.

Mr Philip Hammond: 
“The UK is committed, with 

other NATO allies, to deliver-
ing reassurance to the Baltic 
countries. I visited Estonia 
and Lithuania on 2 May and 
met my defence ministe-
rial counterparts to discuss 
developments in Ukraine. I 
travelled out to Estonia with 
elements of 1st Battalion the 
Duke of Lancaster’s Regi-
ment, who are participating 
in Exercise Spring Storm in 
Estonia. I then visited the UK 
Typhoon deployment to the 
NATO Baltic air policing mis-
sion in Lithuania. In addition, 
my hon. Friend the Minister 
responsible for international 
security strategy will visit Po-
land and Latvia this week for 
further such discussions.”

Mr Harper: 
“Our Baltic partners in 

NATO will be reassured by 
those visits and the demon-
strable support we are giving 
them. Can the Secretary of 
State say anything about the 
illegitimate referendum held 
yesterday ahead of the further 
referendum in the eastern part 
of Ukraine next Sunday, given 
the Russian authorities’ com-
ments this morning that they 

expect to see it implemented? 
The concern is that if we do 
not act firmly they will take 
irreversible action.”

Mr Hammond: 
“The so-called referendum 

that took place over the week-
end was illegal. It did not meet 
any standards of objectivity, 
transparency or fairness and it 
was not properly conducted as 
a public referendum or elec-
tion. Indeed, its organisers did 
not even pretend to meet any 
of those standards. In short, 
it was a sham and a farce. We 
do not recognise any outcome 
that might follow from it. The 
important decision-making 
point will come at the election 
on 25 May, and we will watch 
very carefully to see which 
countries support progress 
towards those elections and 
which impede it.”

Karl McCartney: 
“The latest news in the east 

of Ukraine marks a continua-
tion of the salami-slicing tac-
tics of Russia. In the course of 
my hon. Friend’s discussions, 
has a red line been identified 
or can we expect to see Po-
land with a Russian border at 
some point? In light of these 
recent threats, are there any 
plans to review the national 
security strategy, given that 
the dovish Lib Dem view of 
the world has evaporated since 
the document’s publication in 
October 2010?”

Mr Hammond: 
“We are sending clear sig-

nals through the reassurance 
mechanisms that we are 
delivering to our Baltic part-
ners in particular, that NATO 
members take very seriously 
their mutual obligations to 
defend each other. An attack 
on any NATO state would be 
considered an attack on all 
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NATO states and nobody, in-
cluding in the Kremlin, should 
ever forget that important fact. 
As for the national security 
strategy, the proper point for 
that to be reviewed will be 
in 2015, along with the 2015 
SDSR. I am certain that the 
changing context will inform 
that review.”

Stephen Doughty (Lab/
Co-op.): 

“Given the real concerns of 
our allies in the Baltic states 
and eastern Europe about Rus-
sia’s actions in Ukraine, can 
the Secretary of State give any 
further clarity on what engage-
ment with Russia is expected 
at the Wales NATO summit 
later this year, and whether any 
such engagement is appropri-
ate, as things stand?”

Mr Hammond: 
“The agenda for the NATO 

summit is a matter for NATO 
members, not for the host 
country, to determine. From 
the discussions I have had with 
my NATO ministerial col-
leagues, I do not think there is 
any appetite for a NATO-Rus-
sia meeting during the course 
of the summit in Wales.”

Ms Gisela Stuart (Lab.): 
“What specific discussions 

have been had with Poland, 
which would play a significant 
part if there were an article 
5 country attack, including 
about capacity and border 
security?”

Mr Hammond: 
“I have regular discussions 

with my Polish counterpart 
and, as I mentioned a few 
moments ago, my hon. Friend 
the Minister responsible for 
international security strat-
egy will travel to Poland on 
Wednesday for further such 
discussions.”

S i r  Gera ld  Howar th 

(Con.): 
“What discussions has my 

hon. friend had with US Secre-
tary of Defence Hegel to assess 
the threat posed by Russia to 
eastern and southern Ukraine? 
Might those discussions en-
compass the deployment of 
a NATO maritime force, as I 
have advocated for some time, 
with the specific purpose of 
deterring Russia from taking 
Odessa?”

Mr Hammond: 
“As the House would expect, 

we have regular discussions at 
ministerial and office level 
with American counterparts. 
As the House will know, the 
US is taking some bilateral 
actions alongside the actions 
being taken by NATO. The 
UK is focused at the moment 
on contributing to the NATO 
reassurance agenda, and it is 
not proposed that we will in-
clude the sending of warships 
into the Black sea.”

Mrs Madeleine Moon 
(Lab.): 

“During the various visits 
made by the Secretary of 
State, were there any discus-
sions on the potential use of 
RPAS---Remotely Piloted 
Air Systems---to watch the 
borders, so that nations can be 
sure no risk is coming towards 
them?”

Mr Hammond: 
“No, but as the hon. Lady 

will know, the E-3 Sentry 
AWACS---airborne warning 
and control system---aircraft 
is deployed at the moment, 
patrolling in Polish airspace 
to protect NATO’s eastern 
border.”

Given the above discussion, 
it seems that Russia has more 
to fear from NATO than NATO 
has to fear from Russia. At the 
moment NATO war drums 

are silent, but talk of a red 
line been drawn suggests that 
Russia is being forced into a 
corner. 

Ukraine: The Sound Of 
Distant Drums 

There was further discussion 
on Ukraine later the same day. 
Two Labour backbenchers, 
Steve McCabe and William 
Bain, asked Hammond, “what 
discussions he has had with 
his NATO counterparts on 
the implications for NATO 
defence policy of the situation 
in Ukraine?” 

Mr Philip Hammond: 
“As I have already said, the 

situation in Ukraine is very 
serious. We are responding to 
it through a series of activities, 
working together with NATO 
allies. In terms of UK policy, 
the emphasis at present is to 
support NATO’s reassurance 
measures, both in the short 
and longer term. The events 
of the past few months have 
reminded the world that Rus-
sia remains a significant 
military power and cannot 
be trusted to abide by the 
rules of the international 
system. Nato members will 
need to take the lessons of the 
Ukraine crisis into account 
in determining the future 
posture of the alliance. (my 
emphasis).

Steve McCabe: 
“I am sure nobody wants 

to see sabre rattling, but the 
accelerated withdrawal of all 
British troops from Germany 
was a decision taken during 
the rather hasty defence and 
security review of 2010. Given 
all that has happened since, is 
there not a case, as Lord Dan-
natt recently suggested, for a 
bit of a rethink on this?”



Labour Affairs  20

No 248 June 2014

very much appreciated not just 
by the Governments but by the 
populations of those countries.” 
(my emphasis).

Rory Stewart (Con): 
“Will the Secretary of State 

clarify what steps he is taking 
to develop non-nuclear options 
for deterrence to prevent a re-
peat of what Russia has done in 
Ukraine? Economic sanctions 
are clearly insufficient. Will he 
and our international partners 
investigate, for example, the use 
of cyber-attacks as a potential 
deterrent?”

Mr Hammond: 
“As I have previously an-

nounced, we are developing our 
cyber capabilities, and they form 
a part of our overall armoury. The 
trick here is to provide clear reas-
surance and to deter any moves 
by anybody against NATO states 
in any mistaken belief that our 
resolve is in any way lacking, 
while not provoking in a way 
that would be unhelpful. I hope 
that we are getting the balance 
right at the moment, and we shall 
endeavour to do so.”

Dr Julian Lewis: 
“I think we are getting the bal-

ance right, but does the Secretary 
of State agree that the greatest 
possible threat to peace and 
security in Europe would be if 
modern-day Russia’s success 
in using old-style Soviet tactics 
against a non-NATO country 
were to be replicated against a 
NATO country? It is not just a 
question of reassuring the NATO 
countries: it is a question of mak-
ing it clear to the Kremlin what 
they must not do.”

Mr Hammond: 
“My hon. Friend is right, but 

let us be clear. What they must 
not do is perpetrate acts of 
aggression against independ-
ent sovereign states such as 
Ukraine. Because we have 
special commitments, through 
our obligations under the Wash-
ington treaty, the red line around 

Mr Hammond: 
“No. From the point of view 

of military effectiveness, the 
presence of large numbers of 
British troops in Germany, 
which is now well behind the 
frontline of NATO’s border 
with Russia, is no longer ap-
propriate. Those troops will 
return to the UK where they 
will be able to operate more 
efficiently and effectively as 
part of integrated UK forces 
based here, but appropriate 
units will of course be ready 
to deploy should they need to 
do so.”

Mr Bain: 
“Ten years ago, the peoples 

of Latvia, Lithuania and Esto-
nia made free and democratic 
choices to be under NATO’s 
collective security. What re-
assurances can the right hon. 
Gentleman and the other NATO 
Defence Ministers give that the 
territorial integrity of those states 
will be protected and that acts of 
aggression from other states 
will be actively dissuaded?” 
(my emphasis).

Mr Hammond: 
“I have reasserted, and my 

right hon. Friends the Foreign 
Secretary and the Prime Min-
ister have reasserted regularly, 
the commitment of the United 
Kingdom and all of the NATO 
allies to the principle of collec-
tive self defence under article 5 
of the Washington treaty. How-
ever, it is not just our words 
but our actions. Stepping up 
our engagement in exercises 
taking place in the Baltic states 
and deploying four Typhoon 
aircraft to take part in an ad-
ditional rotation of Baltic air 
policing are tangible demon-
strations of our commitment to 
the people of the Baltic states. 
I can tell the House from my 
meetings the week before last in 
Lithuania and Estonia that those 
tangible demonstrations are 

NATO is even clearer, and we 
must emphasise it at every op-
portunity to avoid any danger of 
miscalculation in the Kremlin or 
elsewhere.” (my emphasis).

Vernon Coaker (Lab.): 
“Ongoing events in Ukraine 

show the continuing tensions in 
the region and the potential for 
further actions by Russia that 
could be destabilising for the 
wider region. Can the Secretary 
of State confirm what steps 
NATO has already taken, what 
the British involvement in those 
has been, and what additional 
steps are being considered?”

Mr Hammond: 
“Several measures have al-

ready been taken, including 
increasing the scale of exercises 
in the Baltic states and stepping 
up the level of Baltic air polic-
ing. A discussion is going on 
about proposals from Supreme 
Allied Commander Europe---
SACEUR---on a menu of further 
measures of reassurance, and the 
United Kingdom expects to play 
a full part in helping to imple-
ment them.”

Vernon Coaker: 
“I thank the Secretary of State 

for that reply. Russia’s effective 
annexation of Ukraine’s sover-
eign territory and its threat to 
others in the European sphere 
is the sort of activity that we 
thought had been consigned to 
a bygone age. Given that the core 
of UK defence policy is based 
on stability in Europe, what im-
pact does the Secretary of State 
think that the ongoing situation 
will have on our defence policy 
and that of NATO, and to what 
extent is it informing discussions 
in advance of the forthcoming 
NATO summit in the UK?” (my 
emphasis).

Mr Hammond: 
“The hon. Gentleman makes 

a very good point. Some might 
suggest that our eyes had wan-
dered away from the potential 
challenge from Russia---a mili-
tarily very powerful nation, with 
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which we do not always enjoy 
an alignment of interests. The 
consequences of the crisis will 
be to focus NATO member states 
clearly back on the potential 
challenge from Russia, among 
other challenges that NATO has 
to be prepared to deal with in 
the future.”

Ukraine: Hague Lays It On 
The Line

The next day, 13 May, William 
Hague made a further statement 
on Ukraine. In it he referred in 
passing to the burning of the 
building in Odessa in which 
more than 40 people died, in-
cluding many pro-Russians. It 
is known that the perpetrators 
were right-wing Ukrainians, but 
Hague omitted to mention this. 
The following are key extracts 
from Hague’s statement.

Mr William Hague: 
“Presidential elections will be 

held in Ukraine on 25 May. In 
the vast majority of the country, 
preparations are proceeding well 
under the observation of the 
Organisation for Security and 
Co-operation in Europe. The UK 
is contributing 100 observers to 
the OSCE Office for Democratic 
Institutions and Human Rights 
election observation mission, 
which is 10% of the total number, 
as well as £429,000 for the first 
round of elections. We have also 
given £1 million in funding so 
far to the special monitoring 
mission. I met the heads of both 
those vital missions in Ukraine 
last week, and I thanked them for 
the hard work of their teams in 
difficult and sometimes danger-
ous circumstances.”

“However, in two of Ukraine’s 
25 regions---Donetsk and Lu-
bansk, in the south and east of the 
country---the situation has dete-
riorated markedly over the past 
two weeks. A constant barrage 
of propaganda by the Russian 
media, and a steadily mounting 
death toll, are contributing to an 

atmosphere of fear, uncertainty 
and division. So-called pro-
Russian separatists, led by 
people who by their training, 
equipment and behaviour give 
every appearance of sometimes 
being Russian special forces, 
have continued to seize and oc-
cupy Government buildings in 
the south and east of Ukraine, 
using many of the same tactics 
that were deployed in Crimea. 
We have seen intimidation of 
journalists, abductions and mur-
ders. Missiles have been used to 
destroy at least four Ukrainian 
military helicopters, giving the 
lie to Russia’s claim that these 
are the actions of spontaneously 
organised local protestors, rather 
than well-trained, well-equipped 
professionals.” (my emphasis).

“On 25 May more than 40 
people died in Odessa, includ-
ing many pro-Russian protestors 
trapped in a building that was 
set on fire---an act we condemn 
unreservedly. This weekend, 
separatist groups staged sham 
‘referendums’ on self-rule in 
parts of Donetsk and Lubansk. 
These polls were marked by 
blatant fraud, including multiple 
voting, no proper voting lists, 
and threats and intimidation 
against Ukrainians standing up 
for the unity of their country. The 
referendums met no basic stand-
ards of objectivity, transparency 
and fairness, and they have no 
credibility whatsoever. We will 
not recognise those or any other 
attempts to undermine the ter-
ritorial integrity of Ukraine, 
including Russia’s illegal an-
nexation of Crimea.”

“The Government believe 
that our national interest lies in 
a democratic Ukraine able to 
determine its own future, and in 
protecting a rules-based inter-
national system. Therefore, our 
objectives remain to avoid any 
further escalation of the crisis, 
to support the independence and 
sovereignty of Ukraine, and to 
uphold international law.  I visited 

Ukraine, Moldova and Georgia 
last week, to show our support at 
a time when all three countries 
are feeling acute pressure. We 
look forward to the signing next 
month of Georgia and Moldova’s 
association agreements with the 
EU, which will also establish 
deep and comprehensive free 
trade areas, and are currently 
under parliamentary scrutiny. I 
gave our strong support to the 
Moldovan Government’s plans 
to sign and implement the agree-
ment, and encouraged them to 
make more progress on reform 
and in the fight against corrup-
tion. In Georgia I discussed, and 
thanked the Government for their 
contribution to, their partnership 
with NATO.”

“As I have always stressed, the 
doors of diplomacy remain open. 
We continue to discuss the situa-
tion with Russia, and the Prime 
Minister had a long conversa-
tion with President Putin on 1 
May. We strongly supported the 
Geneva agreement of 17 April 
and deplore the failure of Rus-
sia to join in implementing it. It 
is right now to try to revive the 
diplomatic process, and I support 
and welcome the efforts being 
made by OSCE Chair-in-Office 
and President of Switzerland, 
Didier Burkhalter. Last week I 
met him in Vienna, and I held 
further discussions with him over 
the weekend and yesterday in 
Brussels. Last Wednesday he met 
President Putin and put forward 
a four-point plan, including the 
immediate launch of a national 
dialogue by the Ukrainian au-
thorities with OSCE support. 
We have encouraged Ukraine to 
respond positively to this, and 
it is doing so. The Government 
have announced they will hold 
the first meeting tomorrow, and 
agreed that there will be both 
Ukrainian and international 
mediation in this process.”

“At the Foreign Affairs Coun-
cil, we also called on Russia to 
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take effective steps to fulfil its 
Geneva commitments: to refrain 
from provocative acts and intimi-
dation, to use its influence with 
separatist groups to compel them 
to disarm and to vacate illegally 
occupied buildings, and to cease 
its destabilising campaign. We 
demanded that Russia move its 
troops away from the Ukrainian 
border. President Putin said last 
week that troops were returning 
to their regular training grounds. 
However we have seen no evi-
dence that Russia has reduced 
the huge number of its troops sta-
tioned just miles from Ukraine, 
and in fact Moscow continues to 
encourage the actions of sepa-
ratists, including through the 
state-controlled media.”

“It is clear that if Russia does 
not take the path of de-escalation, 
the long-term cost to it will grow, 
in an economy already shrinking 
and suffering massive capital 
flight. G7 Energy Ministers met 
in Rome last week and commit-
ted themselves to reduce market 
power and political influence 
through energy supply. EU lead-
ers will discuss further detailed 
measures when they meet in 
June.”

“The people of Ukraine de-
serve the right to choose their 
own Government in a free and 
fair election, just as we do. 
They also deserve to be free 
from external interference and 
duress and to have the chance 
to chart an independent future 
without the debilitating cor-
ruption and mismanagement 
of recent years. They should 
have every opportunity to be a 
bridge between east and west, 
and not to have their country 
pulled apart by the fanning 
of hatreds, the wilful sowing 
of violent disorder, and the 
insertion of provocateurs and 
separatists from over their 
borders.” (my emphasis).

The above final remarks by 
Hague could be a description 

of the behaviour of the UK and 
the United States in many areas 
of the world since the end of the 
second world war. Hague objects 
to Russia’s stance on Ukraine 
because Russia is an obstacle to 
western control and influence in 
the former Soviet states. Under 
Putin, Russia simply won’t tow 
the line and Hague and other 
western leaders don’t like it. The 
remarks also ignore the apparent 
role played by western agent 
provocateurs in stirring unrest 
in the early days of the current 
crisis. 

Labour’s response to the state-
ment warmed the cockles of the 
heart of Hague. It was given by 
John Spellar, Shadow Minister of 
State, standing in for the absent 
Shadow Secretary of State Doug-
las Alexander. The following is 
a flavour of his remarks.

Mr John Spellar: 
“As the Foreign Secretary 

stressed, the situation in eastern 
Ukraine is deeply troubling. The 
violence continues, the death 
toll is rising and the situation 
is increasingly volatile. He is 
right to condemn unreservedly 
the offence on 2 May in Odessa, 
where more than 40 people died. 
He is also right to condemn the 
referendums in Donetsk and 
Lubansk on Sunday, which were 
both illegal and illegitimate. The 
priority now must be for calm to 
be restored and further violence 
to be prevented.”

“The events over the weekend 
have created a key moment when 
the real resolve and intentions 
of Russia must now be tested. 
In recent days, President Putin 
has publicly issued words that 
some have seen as a sign of pos-
sible progress. The international 
community however, must judge 
President Putin not by his words 
alone but by his actions. He said 
that the referendum must be post-
poned. Now, he must condemn 
the fact that it has taken place. He 
said that presidential elections 
might be a step forward. Now, he 

must help to create the conditions 
for them to take place peacefully. 
He said that he has withdrawn 
troops from the border. He must 
allow NATO to verify that. He 
has signed up to the Geneva 
accord of 17 April. Now, he 
must help to implement it. If 
President Putin fails to take 
the minimum steps required 
to demonstrate that he is will-
ing to change course, the west 
must be prepared to increase 
pressure in the days and weeks 
ahead.” (my emphasis).

“I welcome the Foreign Secre-
tary’s remarks on the EU’s pre-
paratory work on possible wider 
trade and economic sanctions 
against Russia. Can he provide 
any further detail on the meas-
ures under consideration? Will 
he confirm that any steps taken 
by Russia to seek to prevent the 
peaceful process of presidential 
elections this month would be 
deemed a serious escalation, 
and further evidence of their 
wilful intention to destabilise 
the situation in Ukraine further? 
We welcome the Foreign Sec-
retary’s confirmation that an 
association agreement is due 
to be signed with Georgia and 
Moldova next month, along-
side a free trade area.” (my 
emphasis).

“The Foreign Secretary will be 
aware that many countries in the 
region, especially those from the 
former Warsaw pact and former 
Soviet Union, but also including 
our Nordic allies, have a deeper 
concern that Russia’s actions in 
Ukraine are not an isolated inci-
dent but part of a developing and 
worrying trend---particularly in 
the light of claims by the Russian 
Government about their need 
to protect Russian speakers or 
ethnic Russians, irrespective of 
their nationality or the credibility 
of any real threat against them. 
It is little wonder that this has 
caused apprehension and even 
alarm. Will the Foreign Secre-
tary confirm what discussions he 
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has had with our EU and NATO 
allies on our response to these 
developments?”

Here we have an example of 
Labour manbagging. As in many 
other areas, Labour is following 
on from Thatcher. Like Thatcher, 
Labour has what seems to be an 
incurable tendency to tell people 
and countries what to do. Does 
Spellar seriously believe that 
his ‘threats’ will force Putin to 
change course? One suspects 
not. But he has to talk tough, or 
Labour will be accused of being 
disloyal and weak. The kindest 
interpretation one can put on it is 
that Labour is simply following 
the traditionally accepted rule 
that, other than in exceptional 
circumstances, the opposition 
doesn’t rock the boat on matters 
of foreign policy. Its bellicosity, 
however, is what we can expect 
should Labour form the next 
Government. 

Later two backbenchers, Sir 
Edward Leigh (Con.) and  Jer-
emy Corbyn (Lab.), cast a differ-
ent light on the subject. Leigh’s 
point concerned Ukraine and 
NATO. While Corbyn’s hit on 
NATO expansion.

Sir Edward Leigh: 
“While in no way condoning 

Mr Putin’s actions, I just wonder 
if the EU has played into his 
hands. Should not peace and 
reconciliation be our objective 
now? Should we not in this 
context reassure Russia that we 
have no intention of dragging 
Ukraine into our orbit by Ukraine 
joining NATO, that any free trade 
association with the EU will be 
balanced with free trade associa-
tions with Russia, as Mr Putin 
proposed, and that there should 
be full devolution for east and 
west Ukraine?”

Mr Hague: 
“We have always made it clear-

--and I make it clear again now, 
as I did in my statement---that 
we have always seen Ukraine 
as having strong relations with 
east and west and that it has 

never been our objective to 
pull Ukraine in a direction that 
means it loses its important 
economic and political rela-
tions with Russia. I think that 
that message is very clear and 
we are clearly supporting, in 
the work of the OSCE, decen-
tralisation in Ukraine in a way 
that is acceptable to the whole 
of its population, including its 
regions. I therefore think the 
problem has lain in the percep-
tion of Russia---an inaccurate 
perception---rather than in the 
actions of western countries.” 
(my emphasis).

Jeremy Corbyn: 
“Will the Foreign Secretary 

say something about NATO’s 
longer term intentions? Since 
1990 we have had constant 
expansion of NATO and that in 
turn has encouraged an equal and 
opposite reaction within Russia. 
Does he not think that it is time 
to stop the expansion of NATO 
and try to bring about a peaceful 
central European region?”

Mr Hague: 
“NATO is not an alliance de-

signed for offensive purposes. 
NATO is designed for the de-
fence of the countries concerned 
and there are free sovereign na-
tions who aspire to join NATO. 
What is more, their aspiration to 
join NATO is one of the positive 

influences on them to adopt 
strong democratic systems and 
free and open societies. So the 
expansion of NATO has been a 
very healthy development for 
many countries in the world. I 
think it would be wrong to bring 
down the shutters and say, ‘This 
is not available to any more 
countries at any stage.’ Becom-
ing a member of NATO is a 
demanding process, but I think 
it would be wrong to confine 
NATO to those countries that 
are already a member of it.” 
(my emphasis).

By its deeds it shall be known. 
NATO is a defensive alliance 
with offensive intentions. Oth-
erwise the unwritten rule that an 
attack on one member is an attack 
on all is meaningless. Hague 
ought to know that in politics 
perception is all. It matters not 
one jot or title what Hague says 
about NATO not being an of-
fensive alliance. If Russia per-
ceives it as such, and Corbyn is 
right to say as much, then that 
is what matters. The interesting 
question is, how far does Hague 
believe NATO should expand? 
In spite of his insistence that the 
west wants Ukraine to be free 
to make its own decisions, the 
odds are on Ukraine, with the 
west’s ‘encouragement’, joining 
NATO. 

It is time to effect a revolution in female manners - time to restore 
to them their lost dignity. It is time to separate unchangeable 
morals from local manners.
Mary Wollstonecraft

If you think of humanity as one large body, then war is like sui-
cide, or at best, self mutilation.
Jerome P. Crabb, War Quotes and Quibbles

I was called a terrorist yesterday, but when I came out of jail, 
many people embraced me, including my enemies, and that is 
what I normally tell other people who say those who are strug-
gling for liberation in their country are terrorists. I tell them that 
I was also a terrorist yesterday, but, today, I am admired by the 
very people who said I was one.
Nelson Mandela, Larry King Live, May 16, 2000
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It’s A Fact
The export of crude oil 

(thousand tonnes, (tt).) to 
Norway and Latin America 
from 2002 to 2013 was:

Norway 
Year 2002–77
Year 2003–287tt
Year 2004–648tt
Year 2005–948tt
Year 2007–1,222tt
Year 2008–407tt
Year 2009–355tt
Year 2010–344tt
Year 2011–158tt
Year 2012–236tt
Year 2013–323tt
Latin America 
Year 2002–Less than 5tt
Year 2003–Less than 5tt
Year 2004–Less than 5tt
Year 2005–Less than 5tt
Year 2006–Less than 5tt
Year 2007–Less than 5tt
Year 2008–Less than 5tt
Year 2009–824tt
Year 2010–751tt
Year 2011–672tt
Year 2012–274tt
Year 2013–1,017tt
Note: No exports of oil 

were recorded to Russia or the 
Middle East.  Parliamentary 
Written Answer 1/5/14.

The export of gas (GigaWat-
thours (Gwh.)) to Norway 
from 2007 to 2013 was:

Year 2007–153GWh
Year 2008–389GWh
Year 2009–266GWh
Year 2010–158GWh
Year 2011–125Gwh
Year 2012–49GWh
Year 2013–20GWh
Note: There was no gas ex-

ported to Russia, Middle East 
and Latin America by the UK. 
PWA 1/5/14.

Crude oil imported into the 
UK from Russia, Norway, 

the Middle East and Latin 
America (thousand tonnes 
(tt.)) in each of the last two 
years was:

Russia, 
Year 2012–6,583tt
Year 2013–3,831tt
Norway, 
Year 2012–24,555tt
Year 2013–19,789tt
Middle East, 
Year 2012–7,786tt
Year 2013–11,326tt
Latin America, 
Year 2012–1,186tt
Year 2013–778tt
Note: Numbers for 2013 are 

provisional. PWA 1/5/14.

Gas imports into the UK 
from Russia, Norway, the 
Middle east and Latin America 
(GigaWatthours (Gwh)) in 
each of the last two years 
was:

Russia:
Year 2012–0GWh
Year 2013–0GWh
Norwegian pipeline:
Year 2012–294,586GWh
Year 2013–305,516GWh
Norwegian Liquefied Natu-

ral Gas (LNG):
Year 2012–1,709GWh
Year 2013–1,052GWh
Middle East LNG:
Year 2012–145,702GWh
Year 2013–98,966GWh
Latin America:
Year 2012–0GWh
Year 2013–0GWh
Note: Numbers for 2013 are 

provisional. PWA 1/5/14.

The number of actual physi-
cal attacks on staff within 
jobcentres in the UK over the 
last five years was:

Year 2009/10—339
Year 2010/11–331
Year 2011/12–465
Year 2012/13–669
Year 2013/14–634. 

PWA 6/5/14.

The number of working age 
disabled people seeking work 
in each of the last four years 
in Great Britain was:

Year 2010
Total  seeking work–

435,000
Unemployed–381,000
Inactive-Seeking work 

but currently unavailable–
53,000

Year 2011
Total  seeking work–

442,000
Unemployed–389,000
Inactive-seeking work 

but currently unavailable–
52,000

Year 2012
Total  seeking work–

473,000
Unemployed–415,000
Inactive-Seeking work 

but currently unavailable–
58,000

Year 2013
Total  seeking work–

379,000
Unemployed–333,000
Inactive-seeking work 

but currently unavailable–
46,000

Note: Estimates for 2013 
should not be compared di-
rectly with earlier years due to 
a change in definitions. PWA 
7/5/14.

The number of families 
(UK)  in receipt of tax cred-
its containing at least one 
member identified as self-
employed between 2007/08 
and 2011/12 was:

Year 2007/08–820,000
Year 2008/09–860,000
Year 2009/10–910,000
Year 2010/11–950,000
Year 2011/12–910,000. 

PWA 12/5/14.
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