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Readers should not be misled by the street-fighting title
of Right Now!, a journal founded by young conserva-
tives alarmed by the drift of the Conservative Party to
the left, and entrusted to the editorship of Derek Turner.
Published quarterly, the journal aims to give a voice to
traditional Tory voters alienated by the present leader-
ship, to campaign against European union, political
correctness, and the break-up of the United Kingdom,
and to advocate traditional conservative values — law
and order, national identity, and real education being
among them. Covering political and cultural matters,
it has much in common with the Salisbury Review,
although with a more activist agenda. Each issue
contains an interview with a leading conservative fig-
ure — whether Member of Parliament, intellectual
light or journalist. And longer articles cover the giants
of the past, with Samuel Johnson featuring in issue
Number 7 of April 1995.

It is a striking fact that such a journal, designed to
appeal to the people who have entrusted their country
to successive Conservative governments, should not
have been thought of before. Indeed, it may be a sign
of the difficulties now faced by the Tory Party, that its
ordinary supporters have started to think, and to search

Conservative Journal

Right Now!

for the philosophical principles which will enable
them to think clearly and to some effect. In any case,
let us hope that Right Now! achieves the audience for
which it is seeking, and enables them to have some
impact on the party which has disappointed them.
The emphasis throughout is on the poetic aspect of
conservatism — the vision summarised in Purcell’s
‘Fairest Isle” and in the art and literature of nineteenth
century England. And while the Tory Party has, in
recent years, based its philosophy largely in economic
reform and private enterprise, it is clear that it has run
the risk thereby not only of appearing gross and
philistine, but also of alienating its more traditional
supporters. There is no doubt that it will lose its ability
to govern if it loses contact with their sweeter and more
soothing vision of our country. And perhaps Right
Now!, with its rich allusions to our national culture,
will do something to awaken the ruling party to the
thought that conservatism means conserving things —
and conserving the nation before everything else.

Right Now! is available from PO Box No. 3561,
London E1 SLU, price £5 for an annual subscription of
four issues.
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The attempt by Tony Blair to rid the Labour Party of its
socialist image should be closely studied by conserva-
tives. Foritis a sign that we have awoken ordinary voters
to the untenability of the socialist idea. People now
realize that the ‘politics of compassion’ has a price, and
it is a price that they are not prepared to pay. It does not
follow, however, that the Labour Party, once in power,
will continue to present a genial conservative facade. It
is now apparent that the politics of compassion benefits
not the ordinary voter, but the state apparatchiks who
pretend to speak for him. As Ray Honeyford makes clear,
the socialist establishment is alive and kicking in the
state educational system, and well-known parasites like
Robin Richardson and Chris Mullard continue to pros-
per, as they mouth their phoney lamentations over the
fate of the poor, the downtrodden and the oppressed. It
is such people whose agenda will advance when the
Labour Party is in power, and not the naive middle class
voters who put them there. And the socialist apparatchiks
will have the advantage, as Sir Richard Body points out,
of a new political system — a system based not on duty
but on open-ended rights, in which the motivating force
is unbridled selfishness, and from which the only long-
term beneficiaries are the bureaucrats who control the
machine.

Such was the system successfully introduced into Egypt
by Gamal Abdul Nasser, whose socialist experiment is
described here by Shusha Guppy. The tragedy of Africa
is familiar to our readers. (See Vol. 12, no. 2.) But we
should not forget the especially tragic history of its
North-Eastern corner, where great civilisations have
lived side by side for millennia, and which even today
produces art, literature and leadership that would be the
envy of its southern neighbours, were they capable of
envying anything but power.

We have repeated the experiment of our African number,
and devoted several articles and an editorial to a single
issue — this time medical ethics, which raises so many

Editor Roger Scruton
Literary Editor  1an Crowther
Managing Editor Merrie Cave
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Tel: 0171 226 7791
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of the decisive questions of our age only, as a rule, to find
them brushed aside by the expediencies of medical prac-
tice. As Moritz Nestor argues, the philosophy of compas-
sion, used to justify ‘euthanasia’ or ‘the right to die’
(both interesting terms of Newspeak), quickly becomes
the philosophy of self-interest and crime. And there is no
doubt that, as medicine advances in this direction, so
does human life become cheaper, and-our reluctance to
extinguish it less.

The same ethos of liberation which, according to Dr
Nestor, animates-the movement for euthanasia, has in-
spired the defenders of cannabis, who owe their forma-
tion to the transgressive postures of the sixties. Yet, as
David Copestake warns us, there is every reason to
believe that cannabis is highly dangerous, not only to the
individual, but also to the social fabric from which he
successfully removes himself, into the dreamy and veg-
etating heartlessness which is the perfect outward ex-
pression of the socialist animal fulfilled. As Theodore
Dalyrymple points out, the National Health Service is the
perfect preserve for such animals, who are not only
produced by it, but who produce it too. It is in the
labyrinthine corridors of the NHS, Labour’s greatest
achievement, that the socialist ideals are most nearly
realized.

What, in all this selfish confusion, brings hope to a
conservative? We cannot return to the world or the
attitudes of John Buchan (described here by George
Chowdharay-Best). Moreover, the community which we
wish to defend is dissolving into the atomised and ma-
chine-worshipping society described by Christopher
Arkell. Nevertheless, all is not lost. Others too are
unhappy with the course of history, and would welcome
a collective urge to change it. The first step towards
improvement is to acquire a consciousness of the need for
it. If the Salisbury Review serves a purpose in our
troubled times, it is precisely because it tries to make this
consciousness available to its readers.
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Socialist Medicine

Theodore Dalrymple finds alarming evidence in
the British Medical Journal

Medical Journal, an organ which

in its non-scientific sections is im-
peccably politically correct, there was
published a not untypical item with the
following headline:

INEQUALITIES CAUSE REPRO-
DUCTIVE DEATHS
There followed an international com-
parison of maternal mortality rates.

In Zaire, the item stated, a woman
has a | in 16 lifetime risk of dying of
the complications of pregnancy and
childbirth, while in Italy the figure is 1
in 17,361.

This is certainly a startling differ-
ence, though anyone who has been to
Zaire will not be entirely surprised to
learn of it. But in what sense can the
difference in the maternal mortality
rate between Italy and Zaire be said to
be caused by inequality? Are we to
understand by this that if only Italy
could become more like Zaire, the
women of the latter country would, in
some mysterious way, benefit and stop
dying in childbirth? Surely, inequality
in this instance just is the difference, it
does not cause it. For if it were itselfthe
cause of all the maternal deaths in
Zaire, it would be a matter of indiffer-
ence as to whether Italy became more
like Zaire, or Zaire more like Italy.

The British Medical Journal, the
most prestigious and widely read of all
the British Medical Association’s pub-
lications, seems to be in the grip of an
obsession about inequality. Scarcely a
week goes by when it does notreturn to
the question, which it considers not
only on a national but on an interna-
tional scale. For example, in the two
weeks preceding the issue in which
inequalities between Italy and Zaire
conspired to kill Zairean women, there
were editorials about health and do-

In a recent edition of the British

mestic economic policy, and on the
relationship between structural adjust-
ment programmes in so-called Third
World countries and health, or rather
ill-health. The drift of these editorials
is monotonously statist. The state
should tax the rich and use the money
to provide services for the poor; in
similar fashion, the rich countries
should provide aid for poor countries.

Inequalities between social classesand
between countries are taken as signs of
injustice in themselves. Although the

The British Medical
Journal, the most
prestigious and widely
read of all the British
Medical Association’s
publications, seems to
be in the grip of an
obsession about
inequality

health of every social class has im-
proved in absolute terms in Britain dur-
ing the past two decades, inequalities
between the classes have increased. For
example, the infant mortality rate in the
lowest social class is now twice what it
is in the highest. A few years ago, the
ratio was lower, although absolute lev-
els were higher: thus — according to
BMJ-thought— our society has become
more unjust. Since the differentials in
the infant mortality rate have increased
atatime whenincome differentials have
also increased, there is only one way
forward: to tax and tax again.
Although one might suppose that
sympathy for the less fortunate mem-
bers of society is the motive which lies
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behind this constant carping on in-
equalities, I suspect (though I cannot
definitively prove) that it is actually
dislike for the more fortunate mem-
bers of society which drives it. | say
this for a number of reasons.

First, I believe that the desire to harm
others, and to deprive them of their
pleasures, is a far stronger political
motive than love of the weak and the
desire to do them some service. If a
puritan is someone who fears that some-
one, somewhere, is happy, a socialist is.
someone who fears that someone,
somewhere, is prosperous, and resolves
to correct this unnatural situation.

Second, only certain inequalities in
health are regarded as symptoms of
injustice, not all of them. The differ-
ence in the life expectancies of women
and men (very nearly as great as that
between labourers and company direc-
tors) arouses no calls for remedial ac-
tion, such as the persecution of women
by taxes or other measures against
them. It would be regarded as bad taste
to suggest as an explanation of the
superior life expectancy of women that
they live easier lives than men, whom
they parasitize, and for whose short-
ened life expectancy they are therefore
responsible,

The factthat, across the social classes,
illegitimate children have twice the
infant mortality rate of legitimate chil-
dren, does not stimulate the BMJ to
flights of rhetoric, but on the contrary,
to something approaching silence.
This, I suspect, is because the remedy
would be to discourage illegitimacy, to
do which is not only politically incor-
rect in itself, but might actually result
in a reduced tax bill, inasmuch as the
discouragement might take the form of
a refusal to give tax concessions to
unmarried mothers.



Third, the BMJ refuses to consider
the possibilities either that the distri-
bution of income (within quite wide
limits) in a society might not be a
question of justice or injustice at all but
only one of economic convenience, or
that increasing inequality, far from
being a sign of increasing injustice,
might actually be its reverse: the sign
of a more just society, in which those
who make the greatest economic con-
tribution are now keeping a larger
proportion of the income they gener-
ate. In the absence of the consideration
of such possibilities, and in the pres-
ence of the automatic assumption that
increasing inequality must mean in-
creasing social injustice, it is fair to
assume that the BMJ is implicitly ar-
guing for complete and radical eco-
nomic equality as the only just social
arrangement. Society will be just, on
this view, when the chairman of Brit-
ish Gas is paid the same as the alco-
holic hobo, and works only for the
sheer, intrinsic, Kantian joy of deliver-
ing gas to the British masses.

Now if inequalities are in themselves
important, and symptoms of such a ter-
rible injustice that many millions of
people must be forcibly deprived of their
income to in order to rectify it, then it is
reasonable to assume that it is a matter
of indifference as to whether the death
rates of the lower classes approach those
of the upper classes or vice versa. The
cause of social justice would be as far
advanced by the deaths of the rich as by
the survival of the poor, if equality were
in itself a worthwhile goal. A situation
in which the infant mortality rate of the
highest class was reduced to 1 per thou-

sand live births, and that of lowest social "

class to 3 per thousand, could be pre-
sented, on the BMJ’s argument, as an
increase in social injustice, inasmuch as
the ratio between the rates had increased
to 3 from its present 2 (6 and 12 per
thousand). In other words, either wel-
fare does not entail justice, or justice
does not entail welfare. Certainly, jus-
tice — if it consists of equality — does
not entail saving as many lives as possi-
ble.

It may come as something of a sur-
prise to many to learn that the mouth-
piece of the British medical profession
is one of the last unreconstructed pro-

ponents of welfare spending as the
panacea to society’s ills. After all, is
the medical profession not supposed
by tradition to be deeply conservative?

It is, if by conservative is meant
dislike of change to the status quo,

It may come as
something of a
surprise to many to
learn that the
mouthpiece of the
British medical
profession is one of
the last
unreconstructed
proponents of welfare
spending as the
panacea to society’s
ills

whatever the status quo may happen to
be at any given time. The profession
didn’t want the NHS, but having got it
and having lived with it for a number
of years (and prospered by it), it now
doesn’t want any radical or fundamen-
tal change to it, but rather (if possible)
its expansion. Nor does the profession
want to recognise that social and eco-
nomic conditions have changed pro-
foundly since Beveridge produced his
report. Therefore the same argument
must be produced to justify the huge
and ever-larger expenditures on the
system, asif nothing muchhad changed
in the meantime: namely, that Britain
is a country of terrible social injustice,
threatened by mass poverty, which can
only be addressed through
redistributionist policies channelled
through state welfare bureaucracies.
In fact, in circumstances in which a
very high percentage of the population
could afford — considering its other
expenditures — to make provision for
its own health care by means of private
insurance and so forth, the justifica-
tion for unlimited health care paid for
out of general taxation resides in the
undoubted fact that, if left to itself, a
very high proportion of the population

would fail to make such a provision, so
utterly infantilised has it become, and
so used to regarding its personal in-
come as mere pocket money, to be
spent on videos and other entertain-
ments. Since no civilised society could
contemplate watching people die of
appendicitis merely because they had
failed to insure against it, and had no
savings to pay for the necessary opera-
tion, it has become necessary for the
state to stand in loco parentis.

Thus, in present economic circum-
stances at least, the justification for a
national health service as it was origi-
nally organised (and the reforms insti-
tuted by the present government have
not fundamentally altered matters) is
based on a profound — and now quite
possibly justified — paternalist mis-
trust of the British people. The same
attitude of mistrust is evident in the
obsessive campaign ofthe BM.Jagainst
smoking: if people are free to choose,
they choose foolishly, and therefore it
is better not to give them the choice,
but rather to coerce their wisdom. Yet:

If men are to wait for liberty until they

become wise and good in slavery, they
may indeed wait for ever.

Theodore Dalrymple is a
practising doctor.

There are
people who
strictly deprive
themselves of each
and every eatable,
drinkable and
smokeable which
has in any way
acquired a shady
reputation ... How
strange it is. It is
like paying out
our whole fortune
for a cow that
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Cannabis and the Mind

David Copestake shows how the dangers of this
drug have been grossly underestimated

annabis use in the West has
‘ become a major epidemic, a

massive human experiment
which is probably one of the largest
ever observed in Western Society.
Associated with this has been a large
promotional campaign that has mini-
mised the adverse effects of the drug.
Some members of the medical profes-
sion have backed this campaign and
quite often there has been a serious
denial by doctors and mental health
professiorfals that cannabis is harmful.
Educationalists too have been saying
that cannabis is not very harmful and
that young people must be taught how
to use drugs more safely, rather than
not to use them at all.

There are people who stand to gain
wealth and power if cannabis were
legally available. Stockmarket specu-
lators, some tobacco companies and
related organisations are known to be
investing large amounts of money in
the legalization campaigns now
spreading into Britain. Criminals too
would like cannabis use legalised, for
they prefer to move into legitimate
business to avoid money-laundering.
Promoting drugs to destabilise a coun-
try is a standard tactic for fringe
political groups. We therefore have the
situation where businesses (including
pharmaceutical companies), cartels
and political groups combine with lib-
eral intellectuals (who usually want to
legalise their own use) in arguing the
case for cannabis. The media (with
few exceptions) support the pro-can-
nabis lobby, and seem compelled to
romanticise the drug. This can only
partly be explained by the search for
newsworthy copy.

Legalisers confine their remarks to
‘physical’ health and often say that,
since cannabis does not actually kill

many people, itis safe touse. However,

proper health is a combination of

physical, mental, intellectual, social,
emotional and spiritual factors. The

University of Mississippi has collected

over 10,500 scientific papers on can-

nabis, none of which gives it a clean
bill of health. This evidence is studi-
ously ignored by the pro-pot activists.

Here, in brief, are some of the scientific

facts about the adverse effects of can-

nabis given briefly in Marijuana ‘84,

ed. D J Harvey, IRL Press, Oxford,

(1985), p.750:

1 It retards learning;

2 itadversely affects the reproductive
system and production of sex hor-
mones;

3 it has the capacity adversely to af-
fect every organ in the body, and
can also affect individual cells;

4 its constituents are stored in fat cells
and the brain contains a high pro-
portion of fat;

5 it adversely affects lung functions;

6 itinterferes with psychomotor func-
tions and heart functions;

7 it contains 50-70% more carcino-
genic compounds than a tobacco
cigarette;

8 it adversely affects memory;

9 it decreases motivation; and

10it interferes with the immune sys-
tem.

These are serious effects, of which the

general public is largely unaware, due

to the popular myth that cannabis is
harmless.

One important factor to remember is
that the cannabis plant produces dif-
ferent forms of the drug varying in
potency and effect. These are con-
tained in the flowering tops, in the
resin secreted by the tops and in the
complex mixtures of leaves, stalk and
seeds. Each of these is given a variety
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of names in different parts of the world.
The potency of the drug varies enor-
mously, depending not only on which
part of the plant is used, but also on
where it is grown. The effect of the
smoked resin can be up to eight times
as strong as that of a mixture of leaves
and stalk, and a recent introduction
known as skunk or nedder weed is
thirty-fifty times stronger that the mari-
juana leaves smoked in the 1960°’s.

Cannabis is a crude drug containing
over 400 chemicals, more than 60 of
these being known as cannabinoids.
The most widely known and powerful
psychoactive constituent is delta-9-
tetrahydrocannabinol (THC for short).
Under optimum conditions, approxi-
mately 30% of the THC and other
cannabinoids present in a marijuana
cigarette will survive the smoking proc-
ess. Aproximately 80% of this will be
absorbed by the body, and of this, less
than 10% may cross the blood-brain
barrier. This may not sound very much,
but THC is very powerful compared
with a drug like alcohol.

Some responses to cannabis are
‘acute’ ones such as psychosis and
panic attacks, and may be short lived.
These need to be distinguished from
long-term effects which may persist
long after consumption. These are
partly due to the accumulation of
cannabinoids in body fat for long
periods, and to the dysfunction of parts
of the brain. Here lies one of the main
reasons why cannabis should not be
legalised, namely, that it takes such a
long time for the drug to clear from the
body (as compared, for instance, with
alcohol). Cannabinoids are fat soluble,
and when the drug is in the fat, it takes
time to re-emerge. If the concentration
in the fat is high, then so, by the
process of equibrium, is the



concentration in the blood, and
consequently in the brain, even though
fat itself has a poor blood supply.(A
single dose of cannabis in humans
takes as much as thirty days to be
excreted, with a half-life in tissues of
about seven days).

Cannabis also dissolves in cell mem-
branes. This causes physical proper-
ties in the membranes to change, so
altering their functional state. Affected
membranes in the brain will therefore
alter the functional properties of nerve
cells — a fact which explains the indi-
rect effect of cannabis on the brain. It
is not only cannabinoid receptors (nerve
receptors that receive naturally occur-
ring cannabinoid-like chemicals in the
body)thatareaffected, but the receptors
of other neurotransmitters as well. The
drug is then able to affect all functions
of the brain.

Mental Effects of Cannabis

Many mental effects of cannabis are
due to dysfunction of the prefrontal
lobes in the brain.

Thinking

Psychologists have noted the loss of
the ability for abstraction, with a drift
towards a more concrete way of think-
ing. There is also a loss of the ability
for critical examination, the cannabis
user being unable to analyse why mis-
takes arise and correct them.

Attention

Cannabis users cannot establish a cor-
rect focus of attention. They do not
listen to other people’s point of view,
and interests in life gradually deterio-
rate. They live in an isolated world
without being aware of it.

Memory
Short-term and long-term memory are
each affected. Many things are forgot-
ten and there are lapses of concentra-
tion. When cannabis users look back,
their past will be embedded in a fog,
and in this foggy world, they do not
notice that time passes, and are not
aware of interpersonal relations. How-
ever, they have a delusive feeling of
freedom.

Due to the long-term storage of THC
in the fat, the use of cannabis more
often than every six weeks for two

years will cause these aberrations in
mental function.

Creativity and insight

The big claim for cannabis is that it
gives heightened creativity, awareness
and insight into ‘reality’. Creativity is
not an easy thing to measure effec-
tively, but tests on musicians have
shown that cannabis does not improve

There are people who
stand to gain wealth
and power if cannabis
were legally available.
Stockmarket
speculators, some
tobacco companies
and related
organisations are
known to be investing
large amounts of
money in the
legalization
campaigns now
spreading into Britain

musical ability. The drug may be able
to release repressed ideas, but as it also
reduces work drive, the ideas are rarely
followed through or put into practice.
Many ideas generated by drugs are of
the same sort of quality as ideas that
come into our heads just as we drop off
to sleep — apparently brilliant at the
time, but stupidly banal when viewed
in the grey light of morning! As for the
claim that cannabis opens the door to
‘reality’, may we ask what ‘reality’
cannabis users have discovered? They
can only mean a subjective feeling:
certainly not a new physical reality,
for no great works on theoretical phys-
ics have been produced by the cannabis
culture; nor a spiritual reality, for no
great saints or religious thinkers have
emerged from it. Religions that use
cannabis as a spiritual aid are not
advanced ones. Some Hindus may have
regarded Bhang (a cannabis drink) as

‘the Heavenly-guide’, ‘the poor Man’s
Heaven’ and so forth; but the higher
exponents of Hinduism regard such
experiences as impure and following
the ‘wrong path’. To regard cannabis
as a divinity, as some primitive people
have done, is certainly not an ad-
vanced theology. Buddhism is against
the use of drugs, and the Fifth Precept
says, ‘I undertake to train myself to
abstain from mind-confusing drink and
drugs’. Christianity has had no use for
hallucinogenic drugs, except for a
fringe group of American Indians who
eat the cactus Lophophoria williamsii
(which contains mescaline) in their
rituals.

A summary of the clinical results of
cannabis use was given some years ago
by L.J. West in Ann. Intem.Med., 73,
45. He wrote:

There are a great many young people,

including some of the brightest and

some of the best, who have been using
marijuana now more or less regularly
for three or four years. Addiction or
even habituation is denied. The smok-
ing is said to be simply for pleasure.
Untoward effects are usually, although
not always, denied. But the ‘experi-
enced clinician observes in many of
these individuals personality changes
that seem to grow subtly over long
periods of time: diminished drive, less-
ened ambition, decreased motivation,
apathy, shortened attention span,

distractibility, poor judgement, im-

paired communication skills, loss of

effectiveness, introversion, magical
thinking, derealization and
depersonalization, diminished capac-
ity to carry out complex tasks or prepare
realistically for the future, a peculiar
fragmentation in the flow of thought,
habit deterioration and progressive loss
of insight.

This hardly sounds like enhanced crea-

tivity!

Cannabis psychosis

There is now international consensus
on the existence of an acute condition
known as cannabis psychosis. This
usually develops after a prolonged pe-
riod of heavy and regular use, but some
individuals have become psychotic af-
ter a single cannabis experience. This
disorder affects only a selective minor-
ity of users, suggesting there are inter-
vening factors present other than the
drug itself. In a paper for the Interna-
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tional Cannabis Research Society,

ICRS Abstracts 1991, S.P.Montgomery

summarised the following evidence.

1 Cannabis can induce psychosis in
persons without a history of psy-
chotic illness.

2 It can also exacerbate psychotic
symptoms in persons with pre-ex-
isting psychiatric illness (even in
very small doses).

3 The type and intensity of psychotic
symptoms following cannabis use,
aswell as their duration, vary among
individuals.

4 Cannabis psychosis is not always a
transient event, because the psy-
chotic symptoms can persist for
weeks, months or even years.

S There may also be symptoms of
aggressiveness, destructiveness, and
combativeness which are not often
seen in persons with psychotic ill-
ness.

Schizophrenia
Schizophrenics with an otherwise well-
controlled illness run the risk of re-
lapse if they should absorb even
moderate amounts of cannabis. A Ca-
nadianstudy conducted by J.C. Negrete
and colleagues, in Psychological Medi-
cine, 16, 515-520 (1986), investigated
theuse of cannabis amongst 137 schizo-
phrenics in treatment. They offered
three major explanations for their find-
ings:-

1 Cannabis causes an actual exacer-
bation of schizophrenic symptoms,
due to its disorganizing effects on
psychic function.

2 Cannabis causes a toxic psychosis
which blends with the schizophrenic
symptomatology and makes it ap-
pear more pronounced.

3 Cannabis neutralizes the therapeu-
tic action of antipsychotic medica-
tion.

As schizophrenia is a severe mental
disorder affecting a high proportion of
the population, the dangers of canna-
bis involvement cannot be over em-
phasized. Schizophrenic patients
themselves should be alerted to the
possible untoward interaction between
their illness and cannabis, and the
medical profession should be made
more aware of this danger.

Motivation

The effect of cannabis on motivation
has been well recorded, and the name
amotivational syndrome given to it.
Loosely defined, this syndrome in-
cludes a loss of interest, apathy, dimin-
ished academic performance, lethargy,
social neglectandreduced drive. There
is much evidence that cannabis was a
major factor in the rise of the ‘drop-
outs’ in Britain, for this drug creates
the moods and feelings which make it
possible to opt out of society and takes
away the desire for work. ‘Drop-outs’
arose as drugs became popular in the
1960’s and before there was wide-
spread unemployment. The legalizers
deny that there is any such thing as the
amotivational syndrome, saying this
is just an example of youthful aliena-
tion or pre-existing personality traits.
However, careful observers note such
evidence as the following, recorded by
J.H. Kaplan in Annals of the New York
Academy of Science, 191, 264, (1971),
who had medical experience with
American forces during the Vietnam
war. He discovered that men using
marijuana had their functioning se-
verely impaired, and showed charac-
teristics of passive behaviour:
irresponsibility, lack of ambition, ob-
stinacy, procrastination and a desire to
be left alone. Such individuals mani-
fested irritability, poor concentration,
low frustration tolerance, impaired
verbal communication, loss of com-
plex goals, and subtle withdrawal from
activities requiring sustained effort.
Kaplan found that soldiers who used
marijuana could hardly function as
effective military personnel.

Moral decay

In the 1950’s Donald Johnson pub-
lished a book called Indian Hemp, a
Social Menace. It was a good book, but

“every reference to it is scornful. The

only reason seems to be that the author
took a moral stand, disapproving of
the moral decadence caused by drugs
such as cannabis. As a Christian
worker among drug abusers for many
years, I have been deeply concerned at
the moral decay that I have observed. I
have seen beatniks and hippies living
in self-imposed filth and squalor — yet
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while smoking pot, they imagine they
live in a palace. Cannabis brings about
a decline in intellect, character and
personality. Few people care about
character today, and that is why they
see no harm in cannabis. But we
ignore this factor at our peril. Civiliza-
tion will perish when character has
disappeared. Drugs are perhaps the
fastest way to destroy character and
personality; they are the Achilles heel
of modern civilization.

Social decay
In the Wootton Report (Cannabis:
Report by the Advisory Committee on
Drug Dependence, HMSO, 1968,
P.74), a report which was often cited
by cannabis legalizers, Sir Aubrey
Lewis gave a review of the interna-
tional literature. He wrote:
Observers with long experience concur
in the opinion that continued excessive
use of cannabis over a period of years
leads to moral and social decay; coun-
tries from which such reports come are
South Africa, Morocco, Algeria, Tuni-
sia, Syria, Turkey, Astrakan and In-
dia... The degradation that most writers
report is apparent in several ways. [The
cannabis user] is irritable and impul-
sive, or inert and dreamy; he neglects
himself grossly and is incapable of sus-
tained effort; he may become a beggar
or a vagrant taking no responsibility for
his family; he may practise homosexual
or other sexual abnormalities or be-
come impotent; he may be
hypochondriachal or apathetic. His un-
kempt and prematurely aged appear-
ance, inflamed eyes, tremor, and
malnutrition are said to make upa fairly
characteristic picture.
Gabrile G.Nahas in his book, Mari-
Jjuana— Deceptive Weed,Raven Press,
New York, 1973, p.20, suggested that
hashish addiction played a major role
in the decline of Arab civilization. He
wrote:
The decline of this brilliant Moslem
civilization cannot be attributed to a
single cause but to many of the interact-
ing factors which tend to erode man’s
creative energy and blunt the full exer-
cise of his power. Among these, abuse
of Cannabis, the deceptive weed, with
its promise of instant heaven on earth,
cannot be excluded. This possibility
might be one of the reasons why con-
cerned physicians and responsible lead-
ers from Arab countries have fought,



during the past fifty years, to eradicate
the use of hashish from a land once
known as ‘the fertile crescent’, which is
now stagnant and destitute. It has been
until now the ever-losing battle of a few
courageous men attempting to turn an
overwhelming tide.
The Central Narcotics Intelligence

Bureau of the Egyptian Government .

has tried to combat the use of hashish,
and in its Annual Report 1944, quoted
by R.S. Ropp, Drugs and the Mind,
London, 1958, p.100, said:
...the prepared product of the Cannabis
sativa plant, while having very limited
medicinal use, is capable of profoundly
disturbing the brain cells and of induc-
ing acts of violence, even murder; it is
in fact a thoroughly vicious and danger-
ous thing of no value whatever to hu-
manity and deserving of nothing but the
odium and contempt of civilised peo-
ple.
In Egypt, Dr M.L. Soueif, a leading
psychiatrist, was requested by Presi-
dent Nasser to study cannabis addic-
tion in about 1959. In his work, cited

by N. Egl, Mankind Quarterly, 16, pt.
2, 83-92, (1975), he found that hashish
usage was a main cause of Egyptian
‘lethargy’ and low levels of drive and
ambition. He discovered that ‘Those
with a higher level of education —
and/or intelligence — show the largest
amount of deterioration, illiterates al-
most no deterioration, and semi-
literates in between.’

Furthermore, in the late 1960’s, In-
dia, the United Arab Republic, Mexico
and Ghana appealed to the Western
World to help them stamp out the use
of cannabis. This fact has rarely been
publicised. These countries know its
long-term social effects, and it would
be the height of irresponsibility for
Western governments to adopt short-
sighted measures and relax the laws
against cannabis. Our governments
need to support these other countries
in combatting a social menace with
which they are all too familiar.

An alarming aspect of cannabis use

is that the adverse mental effects do not
seem to be recognised by the majority
of users, who are apt to say that canna-
bis use is a private affair, and that the
law should not interfere in such pri-
vate matters. However, a society has
the right to use the law to preserve its
own existence. A society is a living
organism, depending on the common
morality of individuals, as its uniting
and preserving force. An attempt to
put private behaviour outside the law
will lead to a weakening of society and
a disregard for the law. I believe that
we should therefore maintain legal
sanctions against the drug, and follow
the Swedish example in taking firmer
action to suppress the cannabis habit.

David Copestake is a
psychologist and member of
the International Cannabis
Research Society.

Mercy Killing Gone Astray

Moritz Nestor shows this is the wrong way to help

scientific literature there is now

much loose talk of ‘helping the
dying’, ‘the right to die’, ‘euthanasia’,
or ‘mercy killing’. By this is usually
meant so-called ‘active shortening of a
person’s life’, in other words, the de-
liberate killing of the patient. Coun-
tries with democratic constitutions have
always regarded this as the crime of
taking another’s life. According to
British law, killing a patient consti-
tutes premeditated murder even when
the patient desires it. This is because
nobody can effectively make some-
body kill him: ‘No person may aid,
abet, counsel or procure the suicide of

’

In the mass media and popular

the dying

another, or an attempt by another to
commit suicide.’ In German criminal
law the bar on the pretext of consent set
out in Paragraph 216 of the Penal Code
renders active and direct assistance
towards death an indictable offence
even when it takes place with the ex-
press and earnest entreaty of the dying.
Thus man’s natural and inalienable
right to his life and personal integrity
are respected. This follows also from
the fundamental laws in Article 2 Para-
graph 2 of the German Federal Consti-
tution which guarantee every man’s
right to his life. There are no circum-
stances in which a person’s wish not to
live any longer can be interpreted as

laying on anybody else an obligationto
kill him. Moreover, wishing not to live
any more and wanting to be killed are
not the same thing.

Since the British Habeas Corpus Act
and the first constitutions of the mod-
ern world, this right to life has become
the basis of self-determination and dig-
nity, and the essence of the fundamen-
tal and human rights clauses of our
democratic states based on the rule of
law. The permanent representatives of
national and international medical
bodies all support it. With extremely
few exceptions (e.g. exposure of in-
fants in ancient Sparta) none of the
world religions and great civilizations
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which we know about from their histo-
ries — Egyptian, Persian, Babylonian,
Judaic, Ancient Chinese (Buddhism),
Japanese (Confucian), Indian (Hindu),
Roman, Greek, Christian to name only
a few — permitted or now permit the
killing of invalids or ‘worthless lives’.
In the Germanic lands, exposing or
otherwise killing old people in times of
war, hunger or cold disappeared with
the coming of Christianity.

Popular belief has it that the eutha-
nasia debate first became a widespread
issue with the emergence of National
Socialism. Hitler, however, was not
the inventor of ‘euthanasia’. It was an
international movement of the Twen-
tieth Century. There have always been
individuals who toyed with the idea,
such as Bacon or Morus, but they had
no following. Only towards the end of
the Nineteenth Century and into the
Twentieth did a worldwide movement
emerge capable of mobilizing large
sections of society or even whole coun-
tries, like Hitler’s Germany. ‘Eugenic
Societies’, societies ‘for voluntary eu-
thanasia’ or for ‘humane dying’ ap-
pearedrapidly. Essentially intellectual,
they had their roots in social Darwin-
ism. Their ideologies preached that
the strong should kill the weak, not
help them, otherwise everybody might
go under. The Nazis wanted to heal the
‘body of the people’ by eliminating
those ‘unworthy of life’. In the same
way, according to Lenin, Russian soil
was to be ‘cleansed’ of ‘bourgeois’ and
‘vermin’ in the Bolshevist ‘Concen-
tration Camps’ (the Gulags).

For Darwin, love of one’s neighbour
was more important than natural se-
lection, but some of his followers
thought that the laws of selection out-
weighed love of one’s neighbour. They
popularized the slogan ‘Struggle for
Existence’. Ernst Haeckel, and more
particularly Galton, applied evolution-
ary theory in the sphere of social poli-
tics. At the turn of the century this
ideology of ‘racial improvement’ be-
gan to be called ‘Eugenics’. Since,
according to Galton, gifts were heredi-
tary, we ourselves ought to be taking
control of the processes of evolution.
By preventing the ‘worse elements’
from breeding and at the same time

encouraging the ‘better’ elements the
whole race was to be improved.
It was one of the basic ideas of social

- Darwinism that the evolution of man’s

own species was outside his control.
Thus too many ‘idle mouths’ would
survive. Man should take selection in

hand. The first item on the agenda was

“The People’ or ‘The Race’, but soon
attention turned towards the individual.
The words ‘selection’ and ‘elimina-
tion’ dropped out and the talk was of
‘the right to die’, which was the title of
a book by the German Jost in 1895. It
was the German biologist Haeckel who
conceived this idea of ‘mercy killing’
just as it has come down to us: a man
has the right, or possibly even the duty,
to put an end to the torment of fellow
human beings when grave illness
makes life unbearable or when they
themselves plead for ‘release’.

There are no
circumstances in
which a person’s wish
not to live any longer
can be interpreted as
laying on anybody
else an obligation to
kill him. Moreover,
wishing not to live any
more and wanting to
be killed are not the
same thing

Neo-Malthusianism — so named af-
ter its founder, an English clergyman
— soon joined forces with social Dar-
winism. It held that because the poor
reproduce themselves faster than the
rich, population growth is always
greater than the increase in produc-
tion, so the result is ever more poverty
and crime. These two intellectual move-
ments worked in tandem from time to
time during the whole of the Twentieth
Century.

They soon became a movement over
a broad front. The Galton Laboratory
of National Eugenics was founded in
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London in 1907. The British Eugenics
Education Society followed in 1908.
The Eugenics Record Office was setup
in the USA in 1910 and the Eugenic
movement managed to exert a power-
fulinfluence on US immigration policy.
In Germany, Ploetz, the father of Ger-
manic racial hygiene, suggested that at
every birth a panel of doctors should
decide whether a child should have the
right to live or not. Ploetz founded the
Gesellschaft fiir Rassenhygiene (Soci-
ety for Racial Hygiene) in 1905.

In 1908 the Society for Mental Hy-
giene was founded in Connecticut,
USA. This was the starting signal for
a wider movement which propounded
psycho-hygiene. The cry was for the
sterilization and castration of the men-
tally sick, and in many countries also
of alcoholics and social misfits, in
Germany even of criminals. In Ger-
many in 1922 the jurist Binding and
the psychiatrist Hoche, with their pa-
per entitled ‘Licence to put an end to
valuelesslives’ provided the Nazis with
the ideological pretext for their mass
‘euthanasia’ of tens of thousands of the
medically ill. According to Binding,
the costs of keeping alive patients be-
yond a reasonable point were too high.
For such people death would be a
‘release’, and for the state it would be
a lightening of the burden. Man was
the ‘free born sovereign of his own
destiny’. At least the patient himself
should be made to see the ending of a
‘worthless life’ or one with ‘negative
value’ as a ‘release’.

Hitler’s personal doctor expressed
himself as follows: ‘The underlying
principle is the notion of giving a
helping hand to the person who is
unable to help himself and who is
condemnedtoalife ofagony.’ In 1922,
when Binding and Hoche publicized
their ideas, and Hitler’s Chancellor-
ship was still a long way off, a proposal
for legalization of euthanasia was
brought forward in the German parlia-
ment, but was thrown out. In 1935 the
American Doctor Carrel in his book
‘Man the Unknown’ proposed that
criminals and the mentally ill should
be put to death with ‘suitable gases’. In
the same year, 1935, the Euthanasia
Society was founded in England to



promote ‘voluntary euthanasia’ for the
terminally ill. In 1936 a proposal in
this sense was rejected in the British
parliament. In 1938 the American
Society for Euthanasia and the Society
for Voluntary Euthanasia (Connecti-
cut) were founded. In 1939 Hitler be-
came the first person to take action; he
gave the orders for mass killing. Thus
we trace the story of how ‘racial hy-
giene’ changed into ‘voluntary’ or, as
it is now called, ‘self-determined’,
dying.

1945 did not in fact see the end of the
movement for euthanasia. At the Nu-
remberg Trial of the Doctors, Hitler’s
personal doctor expressed the almost
ghoulish idea that, ‘If one considers
this question of euthanasia openly and
takes pains to understand the basis of
it from both sides, then in my opinion
even in the future a way will be found
for putting it into practice.” Recent
events in Holland suggest that this
prophecy was only.too close to the
mark.

Further attempts to legalize eutha-
nasia were made in the British parlia-
ment in 1969, 1975, and 1985. ‘The
Incurable Patient’s Bill’ of 1975, how-
ever, avoided the term ‘euthanasia’,
which had been discredited by the
Nazis, and instead spoke of the pa-
tient’s ‘right to be delivered from in-
curable suffering’. In Germany the
first voices began to be raised as early
as the Fifties. In 1962 the paediatrician
Catel, who had been an advocate for
euthanasia before 1945, proposed a
‘restricted euthanasia’ as a properly
understood ‘painreduction’ procedure.
However, these voices still find few
echoes, since the memory of the Nazi
era is still vivid. After the Second
World War the euthanasia movement
adapted to the mood of the times. The
defeat of the Nazis had been conclu-
sive. ‘Putting an end to worthless lives’
gave way to the ‘right to die’. The
leaders of the movement came from
the ranks of the left, the left-liberals,
and later the Greens.

Better standards of living after World
War Il enticed people to set more store
by material goods and social standing
than by for instance the responsible
task of setting up a family. Then, fol-

lowing the changes in the sixties came
a massive decline in the status of the
family. These two social movements
together constituted a situation in which
the idea of mercy killing could take
hold. The values structure of our de-
mocracies was shattered under the
impact of the culture revolution — an
overall decline of morality. Under the
influence of the sixties generation it
became the norm to call for not only
the freeing of the workers from capi-
talism, and the children from their
parents and for the lifting of sexual
taboos and for abortion on demand,
but also for the legalization of ‘eutha-
nasia’. All fundamental values went
the same way as the family; not only
obligations towards oneself and soci-
ety in general but even the law itself
were denounced as ‘repression’.

Total individual autonomy without
social obligations was seen as the ideal
to be pursued — a freedom always to
do whatever one wanted at a given
moment, regardless of the pressures of
necessity. In a society living according
to these ideals of ‘freedom’ the old, the
weak and the sufferers are under con-
tinual pressure not to become burdens
on society. The more the meaning of
life is seen as consisting in the unre-
stricted satisfaction of immediate de-
sire, the more the individual is likely to
feel that at a certain predetermined
moment, when through age or illness
he will be unable to find any enjoy-
ment, life no longer corresponds with
the ideal of unrestricted gratification
and becomes meaningless. At that point
he will ‘volunteer of his own free will’
to take the up-to-date option — his
‘right to die’ at the moment when his
life seems to him to have become worth-
less. And indeed how vulnerable the
ill, the old and the weak are to such
sentiments! With constant talk about
‘mercy killing’ people become used to
the idea that ‘in certain circumstances’
killing is humane.

The result is the break-up of the
previous consensus. To an increasing
extent every individual comes to feel
under the obligation to consider at
what point he might become a burden
on society, and just when it would be
appropriate for him to claim his ‘right

to die’. This so-called ‘right to die’
undeniably implies an obligation to
choose for oneself the point at which
life becomes no longer worthwhile.
Under the Nazis a Gremium Dritte
(Third Committee) decided who was
‘worthy of life’. According to the ide-
ology of euthanasia, everyone should
decide ‘for himself” when his own life
becomes ‘unworthy’. How easy it is to
influence man’s conception of his own
best interests, especially in a society in
which people feel obliged to conform
to the accepted norms of public opin-
ion! When choosing one’s own death
is held up as a model of freedom, then
impressionable people are likely to
think that they would be showing them-
selves to be ‘progressive’ if they ‘vol-
untarily’ declared an ‘interest’ in
ending their lives on the grounds of
unworthiness. The pressure in thiskind
of situation is strong, complex and
subtle. It could arise from the feeling of
becoming a burden on the social envi-
ronment, or no longer in sound health
and therefore ‘unworthy’, or from open
hostility in the case of a cripple. This
amounts to ‘indirect eugenics’ or ‘fas-
cismagainsttheindividual’. The ‘crea-
ture unworthy of life’ is a product both
of post-modernism with its imperative
for instant gratification, and of na-
tional socialism; they both kill it off. In
its place, in order to placate the public
conscience, they praise euthanasia as
‘the beautiful death’. The murderer,
according to this new interpretation of
human kindness, is justified as a ‘lib-
erator’.

But with this ‘mercy killing’, man-
kind is on a slippery slope. The start-
ing pointis the ideal that doctors should
out of pity have the right to ‘help’ a
sufferer on his way out when he pleads
for it of his own free will. (Who could
dispute a man’s right of self-determi-
nation?) It would, however, not be
right if only those who were able to
demand it freely should be ‘released’
from their agony, while those who
were unable, or no longer able, to do so
should be left to lie in agony. If people
have a ‘right to die’ then it is surely
inhumane ifthe doctorrefuses to ‘help’
them — in other words refuses to kill
them! It then becomes humane and a
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moral obligation to kill, which will
have to be enshrined in law.

The Dutch, who are held up as good
examples of the legalization of mercy
killing, have not found a way round
this logical impasse. The official gov-
ernment Remmelink Report of 1991
on the practice of euthanasia in Hol-
land proves this point. The report is
based on countrywide data, obtained
in strict anonymity from physicians,
under the governmental assurance of
freedom from prosecution. All partici-
pants were guaranteed that the data
would not be communicated to the
legal authorities. To the cynically
worded question whether they had ever
in their lives ended a patient’s life
without his or her explicit request, the
targeted doctors answered as follows:

27% had killed at least one patient
unsolicited.

32% regarded such a possibility as
‘conceivable’.

A mere 42% of the doctors ques-
tioned would never kill a patient with-
out his or her explicit request.

But the fact remains that even these
doctors would indeed kill! The true
face of so-called ‘self-determined
death’ clearly rears its ugly head in
these statistics!

The slippery slope is also evident in
the figures for euthanasia. For the year
1990/91, according to the Report, there
were 2,300 cases (out of 129,000 total
deaths). Under the heading ‘euthana-
sia’ the Report understands the giving
of a poison to the patient by the doctor
on request. But the Report cites a fur-
ther 3,159 cases in which on the pa-
tient’s request and with the intention
on the doctor’s part of causing death,
the patient was given an overdose of
morphine. These cases, however, were
not categorized as euthanasia, but as
‘normal medical treatment’. A further
thousand patients are listed in the Re-
port as having been given a fatal prepa-
ration without having requested it.
These cases, again, were not catego-
rized as euthanasia but instead de-
scribed as suitably gauged acts of
human kindness in extreme necessity
at the time of death! The motives for
these killings without demand (multi-
ple reasons were also possible) give a

clear indication of the scale and nature
of this ‘slippery slope’:

In 17% of cases the doctor claimed it
was the ‘patient’s wish’, without in
truth having asked the patient.

In 30% suffering and pain were given
as the reason.

In 31% ‘poor quality of life’.

In 60% ‘no prospect of improve-
ment’.

In 39% ‘treatment would be point-
less’.

In 32% ‘unbearable suffering of the
relatives’.

In 1% ‘economic grounds’ e.g. short-
age of beds.

The Report lists a further 4,941 pa-
tients to whom the doctors adminis-
tered fatal doses of morphine unasked
with the intention of causing death.

According to statements by the Royal
Dutch Medical Association KNMG,
which sets the standards, unsolicited
euthanasia is clearly forbidden. Yet
the Report categorizes these killings
as ‘normal medical practice’. Accord-
ing to the Report, 8,750 life-prolong-
ing treatments were discontinued
without the entreaty of the patients and
with the intention of causing death on
the part of the doctor. The Report
enumerates these cases, yet catego-
rizes them also as ‘normal medical
practice’!

Altogether there were more than
19,000 killings in a single year, of
which the Dutch government recog-
nizes a mere 2,300 as ‘euthanasia’,
The Remmelink Report regards more
than 17,000 of these killings as simply
not euthanasia cases. The Dutch have
already pulled off a similar statistical
conjuring trick in the matter of drugs.
They only count as ‘drug-related
deaths’ cases where a needle is actu-
ally found sticking in the addict’s arm
— which comes out as an incredibly
low figure. The Report says nothing
specific about euthanasia of the newly-
born, nor of psychiatric patients. But
we learn from it that in something like
half of all cases of premature births,
and ofhandicapped children, lifesaving
measures were either not given or dis-
continued. No one will ever be able to
uncover just how much wrongdoing
has taken place in this area. This re-
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awakens uncomfortable memories from
the not too distant past. From a fear of
loss of international standing the Dutch
government naturally rejects the charge
of wanting to legalize killing.

In the years following the 68 up-
heavals the Dutch developed an unbri-
dled euthanasia practice throughout
the country by means of a campaign of
deliberate law-breaking. Nobody
knows just how many deaths were
caused by it. Revealingly, it was pre-
cisely the medical profession with the
help of the media, the government and
the judiciary, which launched the cam-
paign. By 1990 more and more doctors
had killed patients. One or two were
punished — the numbers dwindled
year by year, as did the severity of the
sentences. More and more doctors were
found not guilty on the grounds that
they were dealing with an ‘emergency
situation’. More were simply not pros-
ecuted.

On 1st November 1990 the General
Board of the KNMG and the Ministry
of Justice agreed upon a ‘notification
procedure’, whereby a doctor has to
submit a written report when he has
killed a patient. If the report appears to
fulfil the requirements laid down for
‘performing euthanasia or assisting in
suicide’ no charges are filed against
him. Since this date even fewer pros-
ecutions have been made, whereas the
number of killings has continued to
rise. In 1991 it emerged that more than
50% ofthe doctors who had engaged in
killings had ascribed the deaths to
‘natural causes’. Already we are get-
ting the first acquittals in cases involv-
ing the killing of psychiatric patients
in good health.

In 1993 the Dutch parliament passed
the Euthanasia Law which had long
been contested and loathed by doctors
all over Europe. Articles 293 and 294
of the Dutch Penal Code, however,
forbid the ending of a patient’s life on
his request as well as assisted suicide.
These articles remain unchanged.
Instead, under the new law, the
‘notification procedure’, introduced in
1990, was incorporated into the already
established ‘Burial Act’. The
lawmakers thus created the absurd
situation whereby everybody in the



country except the doctors was
forbidden to kill. The law does not say
which patients a doctor ‘may’ kill. It
only prescribes how a doctor should
report the killing in order to avoid
being punished. The law takes no
account of the fact that assisted suicide
and the unsolicited killing of patients
have long been legally accepted as
‘normal medical practice’. The Royal
Dutch Medical Association sets out
clearly what ‘euthanasia’ is and who
may be killed. It even favours ‘life-
ending measures’ in cases of coma,
mentally handicapped old people,
severely deformed newly-born, and the
psychologically disturbed.

It is the state which ensures that in
compliance with the law killing is only
carried out in the ‘right’ cases. A doc-
tor calls in the official certifying doc-
tor after the patient has been killed.
The certifying doctor examines the
body externally only. Then he makes
up his mind whether it was a case of
‘requested death’, ‘assisted suicide’ or
a case in which a doctor has ‘actively
shortened the life of a patient without
the latter’s explicit request’. He re-
ceives a report from the patient’s doc-
tor, which he ‘verifies’. This report
comprises an account of the course of
the illness, a declaration that it was the
patient’s wish that the doctor should
kill him, or, ominously, an explana-
tion of ‘the reason why there was no
evidence of the patient’s explicit re-
quest’. The report also says which
colleagues the doctor has consulted,
who did the killing and how, and who
witnessed it.

Thus a new era begins in which
human life is no longer inviolate. Any-
body who thinks about his aged par-
ents, about his family or other beloved
dependents, or about his own situation
in the case of illness or old age, be-
comes aware of the hidden life-and-
death procedure concealed in the alien
word ‘euthanasia’. What now, when it
is no longer the case that according to
natural law a man has no right to kill
deliberately? Is it not shocking that
today young and middle aged people
should find it normal to debate whether
people who are getting old, or are
chronically ill, or in other ways de-

pendent on others should be allowed to
live or not? Human kindness and ra-
tionality have brought about a situa-
tion in the medical sphere whereby
life-prolonging measures are waived
in cases of irreversible coma, and
whereby in cases of terminal illness
carefully judged pain-killing measures
can prevent unnecessary suffering. It
is wrong to allow considerations of
ideology or of cost/benefit to upset this
benign situation and actively to end
life.

The Dutch Euthanasia Law tramples
on inalienable fundamental human
rights under the rule of law. The per-
son killed is only externally examined
by the certifying doctor. The evidence
(report, questionnaire, certificates, let-
ters etc.) is prepared by the patient’s
doctor and ‘verified’ by the certifying
doctor only after the patient is dead!
The certifying doctor passes the docu-
ments to the coroner who, on the basis
ofthis evidence alone, decides whether
a prosecution should take place. If the
case seems to him to have been cor-
rectly reported, he decides not to initi-
ate a prosecution. This follows when a
doctor ‘proves’ that there is clear evi-
dence of a voluntary request on the part
of the patient, that there were ‘no

acceptable alternatives left’ and that in .

this ‘emergency’ the only way the doc-
tor could help the patient was by kill-
ing him. At the point in time when the
patient’s doctor calls in the certifying
doctor the only reliable witness — the
patient himself — is no longer alive.
The doctor can write anything he likes
in his report. This is intolerable in a
country governed by the rule of law.
The Remmelink Report reveals that in
65-75% of cases of killing the doctor
simply wrote ‘death from natural
causes’. In practice the numbers of
cases actually reported were 197 in
1987, down to 180 in 1988, 340 in
1989 and up to 1320 in 1992. What
price the rule of law? Ethics should be
based on Aristotle’s political princi-
ples: either we should forbid all killing
or we should have a free-for-all. An
obligation to report after the event is
not going to make people kill only
when it is ‘right’ to do so. This by-
passes the legal safeguards protecting

human life. The intention of the crimi-
nal law regarding illegal killing is
primarily to maintain the safety of the
living, but the Dutch government can-
not prevent a killing from taking place.
It is a green light — kill first, then
report. The paper says only what you
write on it; the witness is dead.

And what will happen if this un-
happy debate about ‘euthanasia’ as
against ‘killing’ is pushed even fur-
ther? (In May 1995, the Northern Ter-
ritory of Australia went a step further
and now not only, like Holland, sanc-
tions, but has legalized voluntary eu-
thanasia.) The Zurich philosopher Leist
recently proposed to a body of doctors
that the single criterion in answer to
the question whether an individual
should be allowed to live is that of joy
or lack of it. And what if the same
arguments conceal something less con-
spicuous, something ‘more humane’
or something which can simply be
definedas ‘emergency’ or ‘help’? What
if costs become the clinching argu-
ments? The computer industry has al-
ready seized its opportunity and
developed a programme in America
which reckons whether a patient will
outlive ninety days of treatment. If
not, then a black coffin with a white
cross in it appears on screen. And what
if both arguments come together in an
unholy alliance? Mankind has de-
clared the right to be respected in his
person and in his life as the inalienable
precondition for everything else in the
human condition.

The Austrian philosopher and theo-
logian, Johannes Messner, in his ex-
position of Christian Natural Law
ethics, has laid down that a man’s
moral existence is an inherently in-
conclusive process and can therefore
never be deliberately terminated. ‘So
euthanasia is morally wrong’, he said
as he started his period of British exile
in 1938. Fleeing from National Social-
ism he knew only too well what hap-
pens when human life is no longer
held to be inviolate.

Moritz Nestor is a psychologist
in Zurich, Switzerland.

The Salisbury Review, September 1995 13



John Buchan

George Chowdharay-Best looks at his other

ohn Buchan, first Lord
J Tweedsmuir (1875-1940) is de-

scribed by the Dictionary of Na-
tional Biography as ‘author and Gov-
ernor-General of Canada’. Little is
said in the entry about his time as
Conservative Member of Parliament
for the Scottish Universities (1927-35)
or his political activities and thought
generally. This article is an attempt to
fill the gap. Of course there are biog-
raphies, the most impressive of which
is by Janet Adam Smith first published
in 1965 and reprinted in paperback
twenty years later. But perhaps it
would be useful for the Salisbury Re-
view reader to be reminded more
briefly of the basic facts.

John Buchan was a Scot. That is not
to say that he was not also English, for
‘English’ was in his day rather a broad
term, which encompassed persons be-
longing loosely to the whole of the
United Kingdom, who would today be
described merely as ‘British’. He is, it
is true, mainly known as a novelist and
writer of thrillers. Films ofthose thrill-
ers, such as Greenmantle and The
Thirty-nine Steps, are still occasion-
ally shown, and the adventures of one
of his heroes, Richard Hannay, have
even been extended, rather in the man-
ner of Sherlock Holmes. But the man.
behind the books remains little known.
Even Janet Adam Smith, in the pref-
ace she wrote for the 1985 reprint of
her book, confessed that in some ways
he remained, to her, an enigma. In-
deed, his characters—notjust Hannay,
but Arbuthnot, Leithen, and Roylance
— are in a measure more real to the
mind’s eye than the man. For his
aficionados (of whom [ am one) they
are, as it were, invisible friends whom
one can summon up in times of stress.

Like his heroes, Buchan was not a

career in politics

very enthusiastic political partisan. At
Oxford he had described himself as a
‘weak-kneed Conservative’. Leopold
Amery told Buchan’s wife in 1910 that
‘John must stand for Parliament’, add-
ing the significant rider that ‘he must
belong to one side or the other’. The
attractions of Liberalism to a Scot, in
the absence of a fully-developed Scot-
tish Nationalist Party, were consider-
able. In the first place, Liberals
dominated Scotland politically as, ina
sense, intellectually speaking, they still
do. Nonetheless his father, the Rever-
end John Buchan, never afraid of be-
ing in a minority, had been a Unionist;
and his son had developed a dislike for
the self-righteousness of some Liber-
als. He objected to ‘the constant asser-
tion that you are better and more
tender-hearted than your neighbours’,
and the almost ritual denunciation of
landlords, when financiers were, to
Buchan’s eye, much more dangerous.
One such character, in his story ‘A
Lucid Interval’, he described as hav-
ing the face of an ‘elderly and pious
bookmaker’. However, many of
Buchan’s friends were Liberal, his
wife’s father had been a Liberal M.P.,
and when he began to seek the suffrages
of Selkirk and Peebles one local paper
carried the headline: ‘Is the Candidate
a Liberal?’ He was, after all, in favour
of the Lloyd George/Churchill plans
of 1909-10 for old age pensions, health
and unemployment insurance; of cur-
tailing the powers of the House of
Lords; and of women’s suffrage, hav-
ing written a pamphlet for the Con-
servative and Unionist Women’s
Franchise Association called ‘A Loyal
Outcome of the Conservative Faith’.
He was, even, a free-trader at a time
when most Conservatives favoured
Protection. Was Buchan in any way a
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Conservative?

He was certainly an Imperialist in
the sense that he thought the British
Empire a good rather than a bad thing.
But so were many Liberals like Grey
and Haldane. The only distinctively
Tory aspect of his Conservatism was
support for official Unionism in Ul-
ster. In Imperial politics generally he
had drawn away from Milner: he no
longer supported the idea of a great
imperial federation and was attracted
more towards the notion of a free asso-
ciation of independent states. Lionel
Curtis and the Round Table group
were not for him. Nevertheless, he
could see no virtue in the idea of split-
ting up the United Kingdom itself,
incorporating as it then did the whole
of Ireland.

The chapter on the Conservative
Party in Scotland in Conservative Cen-
tury (1994), describes Buchan, along
with Lord Boothby and the Duchess of
Atholl, as a ‘maverick’ and as a ‘ro-
mantic Scottish nationalist’. The only
evidence for his being a Scottish na-
tionalist in a political sense is a speech
in a parliamentary debate in Novem-
ber 1932 in which, as Christopher
Harview was at pains to point out in
the Scottish Historical Review, he de-
nied that he was even a Home Ruler.
The point was that even were there a
Scottish parliament, there would be
complaints that the Highlands were
under-represented. ‘However much
you may subdivide representative in-
stitutions, you will always be met at
every stage by the complaint of mi-
norities’, he declared in this speech.
By then of course there really was a
National Party of Scotland, contain-
ing within its ranks such romantic
figures as the novelist Compton Mac-
kenzie. Buchan, however, was not one



of their number. He certainly thought
that there was a ‘cultural force’ behind
Scottish nationalism — namely, the
desire that Scotland should not lose
her historic personality. But to iniag-
ine that a cultural revival would gush
from the establishment of a separate
legislature was like ‘digging a well
without making an inquiry into the
presence of water-bearing strata’.
There was plenty of room for reforms
of the machinery of government which
fell short of the creation of an expen-
sive and unnecessary legislature. The
practical steps which Buchan then
advocated, which included the crea-
tion of properly staffed Scottish De-
partments of State in Edinburgh under
a properly empowered Secretary of
State for Scotland, were duly achieved
by 1939.

From 1911 to 1914 Buchan nursed
his Border constituency assiduously,
at some cost to his health. Curiously
enough, it was indigestion, no doubt
exacerbated by the irregular meals as-
sociated with campaigning, that led to
his writing the first of his ‘chockers’ as
he called them, as a form of relaxation.
The Power-House, first published in
1913, was followed by Thirty-nine
Steps, Greenmantle,and Mr. Standfast,
all written during the war. After it
Buchan found he had developed a dis-
taste for politics and gave up the con-
stituency in November 1918. He was
asked to stand again, for Peeblesshire
in 1920 and for Central Glasgow in
1922 when Bonar Law resigned. He
refused on grounds of health. But
when he was asked to stand for the
Scottish Universities in 1927, he ac-
cepted at once. At that time, until they
were abolished by the Labour Govern-
ment in 1948, there were twelve Uni-
versity MPs: Oxford and Cambridge
had two each, London one, the other
English universities two, Scotland
three, Wales and Northern Ireland one
each. Successive Conservative ad-
ministrations since 1951 have failed to
restore any of these seats.

Buchan was naturally pleased to learn
of his substantial majority, though
aware that by then his own celebrity as
an author must have played a part. ‘I
think a great many people must have
voted for me as they would have voted

for Harry Lauder’, he wrote to one
friend. His view of himself as a politi-
cian was set out in two articles which
he wrote in 1929. In the first of these,
he began by saying that he disliked the
word ‘Conservatism’, which seemed
to him to connote a duty of preserving,
almost at any cost; an ‘antagonism to
rational change’. He preferred to be
called a Tory, which originally meant
an Irish robber, ‘since even a bandit
seems to me to have a more hopeful
attitude to life than he who cherishes
relics which should long ago have
been buried or burned’. If ‘Conserva-
tism’ had to be used, it should stand for
a school which did not under-rate au-
thority and tradition, and ‘which be-
lieves that to break with the past is to
break with the future’. Respect for
tradition was important because it could
save people from the ‘barren intellec-
tualism’ of assuming that schemes of
progress which are formally perfect
can be implemented fully in the face of
a human society which cannot be fully
rationalized. The problem in all poli-
tics was ‘how to give to actual human
beings the chance of a worthy life’.

The second of his 1929 articles was

concerned with international affairs.
As noted, even before 1914 Buchan
had rejected the notion of imperial
federation, just as today he would no
doubt be rejecting the notion of a Eu-
ropean super-state. On the other hand,
whilst against ‘sentimental interna-
tionalism’, he was in favour of piecing
together machinery to give effect ‘to
that community of interests between
nations which is not an ideal but a
sober fact’. In the particular case of the
British Empire a new theory had been
devised. Equal partnership with the
. Dominions in the Great War had led
"inexorably, by 1926, to ‘a new kind of
Imperial unity based upon the
completest liberty of the constituent
parts’.

Recent criticism of Buchan’s impe-
rial thinking has centred, inevitably,
on race. Perhaps the most authorita-
tive appraisal is by Juanita Kruse, who
in John Buchan and the Idea of Em-
pire (1989) traces what is perceived as
his change of view pre- and post-1914-
18. She argues that before 1914 his
view of subject peoples exhibited in-

herent contradictions. On the one
hand they were expected and encour-
aged to retain their customs, beliefs,
and traditional loyalties, whilst on the
other they were expected to operate
within a Western framework of law
and culture. Nonetheless a certain
consistency in Buchan’s attitudes can
be perceived. The notion of ‘putting
manhood into an effete people’, as he
put it in the Scottish Review (11 April
1907) was applied at home as well as
abroad. It was not a particularly racist
attitude; it was just that he noticed
differences and did not pretend they
did not exist, as the politically correct
try to force us to do today. However, it
is true that politically at least his atti-
tude changed; for example in a 1927
article in The Graphic he wrote that
whilst at the turn of the century the
idea of India as a sovereign state would
have been inconceivable, ‘to the new
theory of Empire, race and colour are
irrelevant. Self-government is the ideal
for every unit.’

It was, Kruse argues, experience of
German racial arrogance during the
First World War which wrought this
change in Buchan. ‘Ifyou read history
as the triumph of red-haired men, some
one else with equal justice will read it
as a triumph of the black-haired, and
the two follies will balance each other’.
Nonetheless, mainly for historical rea-
sons, Britons were fitter than some
others to govern an Empire. They had
an ability, Buchan thought, to retain a
characteristic sanity and moderation
in all circumstances. ‘It was our free-
dom from melodrama, our steady
nerves which convinced me that we
could build up the world anew and
embody in it the best of the old’, he
wrote in his self-portrait Memory-hold-
the-Door, published posthumously.

Kruse concedes that Buchan was not
politically anti-Semitic. Indeed, he
worked with Zionists like Chaim
Weizmann between the wars, and as
far back as 1906 deplored the
‘Judenhetze’ (Jew-baiting), which, he
said, ‘was dormant in all northern
nations’. Most of the ‘thoughtlessly
racistnomenclature’ ofhis fiction stems
from his characters, not from himself.
There was nothing ‘politically correct’
about Buchan. In 1934, as reported in
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the Jewish Chronicle, golden book
certificates were presented to him and
others at a meeting at Shoreditch Town
Hall, where he was present as Chair-
man of the Palestine Parliamentary
Committee, on behalf of the Jewish
National Fund. By the Balfour Decla-
ration of 1917, said Buchan, and by
their acceptance of the Palestine Man-
date from the League of Nations, the
British had pledged themselves tomake
Palestine a national homeland for the
Jewish people, who ‘today were suffer-
ing the cruellest persecution in their
history’. Andrew Lownie in his excel-
lentJohn Buchan: Presbyterian Cava-
lier, Constable, 1995, p.197, points
out that when the Nazis published
their hit-list of British figures who
might be imprisoned in a German oc-
cupation, Buchan ws singled out for
his ‘pro-Jewish activity’.

Towards the end of his life, Kruse
argues, most notably expressed in the
novel Sick Hearth River, Buchan’s
attitudes altered even more. Inaspeech
to the Canadian Club at Halifax, Nova
Scotia (June 1937), he made the point
that ‘the strongest peoples have al-
ways been a mixture of races’; and in
his travels about Canada as Governor-
General he expressed great respect for

Canadian half-breeds, whom he found
‘upstanding, straightforward folk, who
look you frankly in the face and have
excellent manners’. ‘It was not
enough’, he had written in Prince of
the Captivity (1933), ‘to pity human-
ity’; it was necessary ‘to love it’. In
Sick Hearth River (1940), written as
Buchan himself was travelling the last
stages of his life’s journey, the hero,
Sir Edward Leithen, dour and coura-
geous lawyer and politician, sacrifices
his life for a small tribe of dying Hare
Indians. In a way, the novel is an
allegory. Kruse argues that Leithen
was not dying for ‘the British Empire’;
or ‘Western civilization’. Yet, in a
sense, he was, for the Empire was, as
Buchan saw it, built on such self-
sacrifice, as was Western civilization.
Kipling expressed it in ‘The Pro-Con-
suls’, dedicated to Milner, with whom
Buchan had worked in South Africa:
They must cheapen self to find
Ends uncheapened by mankind.

Multi-authored and monumental, Con-
servative Century is curiously ambigu-
ous about Buchan. As noted, the
Scottish chapter treats him as a maver-
ick, noting with something approach-
ing contempt the formation of a John
Buchan Club in 1990 by Sir Teddy

Taylor, the late Sir Nicholas Fairbairn,
and others. On the other hand, earlier
in the book John Barnes and Richard
Cockett note the part he played in the
development of an Educational Insti-
tute in 1928 and its replacement by the
Bonar Law College at Ashridge in
1930. He was, too, an active force in
advocating the creation of a Research
Department separate from Conserva-
tive Central Office, a proposal which
ultimately bore fruit after the 1929
general election. In 1930 he was in-
strumental in creating the Federation
of University Conservative and Un-
ionist Associations, and throughout
his life remained very much in many
ways an ‘establishment’ figure, draft-
ing many a speech for King George V
and being on good terms with his
younger son. The latter wrote to him
on 5 July 1939 in words which might
well apply both to Buchan and him-
self, given the later reputations of both
men as alleged appeasers and anti-
Semites:

Hitler does not want to believe that we
are in earnest, even when we say so.

George Chowdharay-Best is on
the staff of the Oxford English
Dictionary

The Rehabilitation of Caliban
Ralph Berry believes that Caliban is a man for

The rehabilitation of Caliban
continues. In it, the stage
catches at a symbolic figure, a
focus for what is happening in the
Western world today. The changing
attitudes to Caliban stand cypher for
an evolving debate about the upper
layers of established Western civiliza-
tion, and the social elements that chal-
lengeit. Caliban, inthis debate, appears
in an ever more favourable light.
The twentieth-century history of

our times

Caliban is a sustained movement to
bring him within the ambit of civilized
society. To the Victorians, he was a
figure of loathing and repulsion, a
monster against whom society’s re-
source was exclusion. Benson used
regularly to play Caliban hanging up-
side-down from the branches of a tree,
gibbering. That would not be possible
today; and the modern attitude begins
toedge into view with Beerbohm Tree’s
highly sympathetic portrayal (1904),
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ending with the famous tableau of
Caliban alone on his island peering
after the departing Milanese and Nea-
politans. More recent Calibans have
been grotesque, unlikeable, repellent.
But all start from the premise that
Caliban has a case, which must be
given a hearing, and that some pros-
pect of his readmission into society
must be entertained. For actors and
the general audience, extreme penal-
ties for attempted rape and conspiracy



to murder are not to be imposed.
A strategic technicality is the assign-
ment of the speech
Abhorred slave,
Which any print of goodness will not
take
(The Tempest, 1.2.353-54)
to Prospero or Miranda. Editors used
until modern times to assign this speech
to Prospero, overriding the Folio. They
did this on the grounds that the speech
was out of character for the passive,
feminine Miranda, and much more in
keeping with Prospero. The reasoned
conservatism of today’s editors does
not incline them to amend the Folio
without good cause; and they are much
more ready to see in this energetic
speech another side to Miranda, rather
than a fault of transmission. She is her
father’s daughter, after all. On stage,
my impression is that directors also
prefer to assign the speech to Miranda.
This decision sketches in the begin-
nings of a relationship between
Miranda and Caliban, in which she
has tried to teach him; it hints at a plea
on behalf of Caliban’s later behaviour,
presenting the core of the attempted
rape as amorous rather than a revenge
upon Prospero. Thus the contingent
nature of evil is suggested, and the
worst aspect of Caliban is softened if
not condoned.

The identity of the contemporary
Caliban on stage is what now concerns
us. I can see two categories. The first
is colonial, or historical: on this read-
ing, Caliban must fit in to the history of
the white man and the ethnic groups
who have contested his imperial ex-
pansion. This is easily done on stage.
Peter Hall (National Theatre, 1974)
gave his Caliban, Denis Quilley, a
Mohican look. Ron Daniels” RSC
revival (1983) gave Bob Peck the sug-
gestion of a Rastafarian haircut.
Jonathan Miller’s notable Mermaid
production of 1970 presented both
Caliban and Ariel as blacks in a colo-
nial island shortly before Independ-
ence: Caliban was the detribalized,
dispossessed field hand, Ariel the
clever house boy sure to do well in the
administration after independence.
These castings illustrate an assump-
tion of the 1960s and 1970s, that one
could easily read The Tempest in terms

of colonialism, as a parable for the
times. But this reading is less popular
today. [ suspect that directors have
become bored with Caliban as a victim
of colonial oppression. Nothing fright-
ens a director so much as the imputa-
tion of cliché or stereotype. It is true
that Jonathan Miller retained the dual
black casting for his Old Vic revival of
1988. Even so, the colonial frame-
work is a constriction of the play that
may have outlived its usefulness.

The alternative category is anthro-
poid. Inthis, Caliban escapes from the
allusion to history. Indeed, a director
such as Peter Brook, who formally
repudiates history as a context for his
productions and has never directed a
Shakespeare history play, can scarcely
do other than turn away from direct
reference. It is easy, vulgar, and there-
fore disgusting. Caliban as some kind
of outcast from the human race, who is
nonetheless not without an appealing
aspect, is a more inviting prospect.

The ‘anthropoid’ category — which
is large, loose, and convenient — has
easy relations with pop culture. There
are numerous generic models to which
Caliban can be linked, openly or
subliminally. The films of Spielberg
and Lucas specialize in creatures that
are non-human, but have an easily-
grasped human identity. Again,
gorillas have re-asserted their hold
over the human imagination. (Gorillas
in the Mist) This is an enduring
theme, as Alec Clunes’s ape-like
Caliban in Peter Brook’s production
(Stratford-upon-Avon, 1957) showed.
In this pop-cultural hinterland is
Tarzan, and the circle of Kipling’s
Mowgli. Common to all these models
is the sympathetic partisanship of the
animal or non-human world. On the
ultra-grotesque side, The Elephant Man
has lodged its message: ‘I am a human
being.” This message structures the
deformities and alien qualities of
Caliban. Generally, the anthropoid
Caliban will put forth an appeal that
may border upon charm. And this
quality is retained with those Calibans
who are not anthropoid but fully
human. Declan Donellan, whose
cheek-by-jowl Caliban was entirely
human, insisted that Caliban ‘is very

attractive and consequently very
dangerous.’

Caliban, in brief, is the outsider who
can generate some sympathy and re-
gard in the audience. The apotheosis
of the contemporary Caliban may well
have been reached in an agency photo-
graph that went around the world in
October 1988. Her Majesty Queen
Elizabeth II visited the National Thea-
tre, to see Sir Peter Hall’s production
of The Tempest, and there met the
actors. In the photograph, Caliban
(Tony Haygarth) is being introduced
to the Queen. He is naked save for a
sumo wrestler’s loincloth combined
with amost noble codpiece of arresting
dimensions; and he is dark stained.
There are no grotesque distortions to
his face. He has clearly retained for the
occasion the rough and manly charm
that distinguished his performance.
Caliban, one might say, has been re-
ceived into society at the highest level.
His sins are symbolically forgiven.

[ have been describing a stage phe-
nomenon, as it is linked to the outside
world of ideas and values. There is
some lexical evidence that catches the
same drift. ‘Caliban’ is the name that
is recognized in the dictionaries; and
the Oxford English Dictionary con-
tains the unmistakable flavour of the
nineteenth-century Caliban, with (af-
ter the derivation) ‘thence applied to a
man of degraded bestial nature’. The
citations include George Eliot:
‘Grandcourt held that the Jamaica
negro was a beastly sort of baptist
Caliban’ (Daniel Deronda [1876]
iv.xxix). Webster’s Third New Inter-
national Dictionary (1961) offers ‘a
person or thing that is or is felt to be
[note the qualification] slavish, brutal,
monstrous, or deformed.” But the
Random House (2nd edition, 1987)
offers only ‘the ugly, beastlike slave of
Prospero in Shakespeare’s The Tem-
pest,” which is distinctly milder. Inthe
same vein is Chambers 20th Century
Dictionary (1983), which has only ‘a
man of beastly nature, from the mon-
ster of that name in Shakespeare’s
Tempest’. The current meaning is
beginning to cast off its original moor-
ings. The concentrated essence of
loathing, so plain in the Eliot citation,
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has been diluted over the years.

Caliban is the beneficiary of a tidal
movement of twentieth-century
thought. He is now perceived as the
underdog, as the underprivileged, as
the exploited. In his contention with
his master, Caliban is seen as the vic-
tim of authoritarian and repressive
tendencies. Whatever his offences, the
play acts for Caliban like a good law-
yer and gets him a suspended sentence.
With it goes an ambiguously-phrased
acknowledgment of responsibility from

. the ruling spirit:
this thing of darkness I

Acknowledge mine ...

He is as disproportioned in his manners

As in his shape.

(5.1.278-9, 294-5)

Prospero, like the play, cannot con-
demn Caliban, and in the end is re-
duced to shaking his head at Caliban’s
‘manners’ as though he were the Earl
of Chesterfield lamenting his blockish
son. Prospero, of course, has become
a discredited figure, a tyrant whose
bad temper is put down to thwarted
designs upon his daughter Miranda.
Caliban is the play’s victim, a pre-
Rousseau sketch for the Noble Savage
whose lineaments excite much admi-
ration today. The strategies for reha-
bilitating Caliban work along two
fronts. ,

The first strategy is to clear him of
guilt from his offences as charged. A
difficulty, you might think, because
the charge of attempted rape upon
Miranda is admitted:

O ho, O ho! Would’t have been done!

Thou didst prevent me; [ had peopled

else

This isle with Calibans.

(1.2.348-50)
To which the defence lawyers reply:
Prospero is projecting upon Caliban
his own incestuous desire for Miranda.
And in accusing Caliban, Prospero
creates an excuse for the state of servi-
tude in which he keeps him. The
mutual needs of servitude and crime
balance each other.

This defence is not overwhelmingly
convincing. There is no evidence
whatever for Prospero’s alleged de-
signs upon Miranda, whom he does,
after all, marry off to a most eligible
young man. It is certainly true that

Prospero finds Caliban useful, as a
criminal. The island becomes a penal
settlement where Caliban acts as a
servant;

Miranda *Tis a villain, sir,

I do not love to look on.

Prospero But as ’tis,

We cannot miss him: he does make our

fire,

Fetch in our wood, and serves in offices

That profit us. v

(1.2.309-313)
Still, this is post hoc arguing. To take
advantage of Caliban’s misbehaviour
is not the same as provoking it. And
the facts of the matter — Caliban’s
attempted rape — are not in dispute.
Only the interpretation is. .

Caliban, in brief, benefits from a
tendency in contemporary Western life
that has received striking illustrations
in the recent legal history of the USA.
The criminal is transformed into the
victim, and thus receives either a ver-
dict of not guilty or a sentence so light
as virtually to equal acquittal. At the
end of The Tempest, Caliban receives
his sentence from Prospero:

Go, sirrah, to my cell;

Take with you your companions. As

you look

To have my pardon, trim it handsomely.

(5.1.292-4)
This is about three hours of token
community service. As a sentence for
conspiracy to murder, it has all the
ferocity of a slap on the wrist.

And now consider the positive strat-
egy for supporting Caliban. The key
word emerged at the International
Shakespeare Conference at Stratford-
upon-Avon, 1994, He is an environ-
mentalist.

Caliban, in the vision now granted,
is the supreme guardian of the earth,
an Islander who lives in harmony with
Nature on his own terrain. Here is his
programme for Stephano:

I’ll show thee the best springs; I'll

pluck thee berries;

I’ll fish for thee, and get thee wood

enough...

I prithee let me bring thee where crabs

grow;

And I with my long nails will dig thee

pignuts,

Show thee a jay’s nest, and instruct thee

how

To snare the nimble marmoset; I’l1bring

thee
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To clust’ring filberts, and sometimes
I’ll get thee
Young scamels from the rock.
(2.2.156-68)

Caliban emerges as a man who lives
for preference on fruitand nuts. ‘Crabs’
are ‘crab-apples’, ‘pignuts’ are ‘pea-
nuts’, ‘filberts’ are ‘hazelnuts’.
‘Scamels’, editors believe, are shell-
fish or sea-birds. Itis true that Caliban
speaks of snaring marmosets (a black
mark, this) but he does not actually
urge Stephano to eat them. He might
just like to keep marmosets, or even
release them after catching them for
the fun of it. Let’s give him the benefit
of the doubt. The ‘jay’s nest’ suggests
that Caliban enjoys the sport of birds—
nesting; perhaps he even collects birds’
eggs. Well, it was not illegal then. At
all events, Caliban’s approach to eco-
logically-correct diet maintains the
most exalted standards of our day. If
not a hard-core vegetarian, Caliban is
a fish-and-nut man who may confi-
dently be expected to have few cardiac
problems in his later years.

There’s more. Against Caliban, the
spokesman for an environmentally sen-
sitive lifestyle, stands Prospero.
Prospero, naturally, represents exploi-
tation. But not only does he exploit
people, reducing them to serf status.
He also exploits the land and he is
associated with that avatar of modern
evil, logging interests.

I’ve already noted Prospero’s admis-
sion of Caliban’s uses: ‘he does make
our fire,/Fetch in our wood.” Young
Ferdinand, temporarily under
Prospero’s domination, enlarges the
point. The opening stage direction for
Act 3, scene 1, is Enter Ferdinand,
bearing a log. That’s a strong visual
image of human subordination to the
logging interest, and is extended into

I must remove

Some thousands of these logs, and pile

them up

Upon a sore injunction.

The compassionate Miranda adds

Alas, now pray you

Work not so hard! 1 would the lightning

. had
Burnt up those logs that you are en-
joined to pile!
(3.1.9-11, 15-17)
The matter is heavily underscored.
One might say that Prospero just needs



to keep warm; he’s an old man, and the
island’s climate sometimes suggests
England. But that would make him a
greedy ravisher of the earth’s energy
supplies, a self-indulgent consumer of
fuel. The Caliban/Prospero opposi-
tion takes on a new dimension, that of
conservationist versus exploiter.

The Twentieth Century has its own
agendas, and tries very hard to dis-
cover these agendas, in algebraic or
vestigial form, in the works of Shake-
speare. There is often something of
value in these contemporary discover-
ies: weread into Shakespeare our own
concerns, and learn with extraordi-
nary frequency that Shakespeare has
anticipated us. What goes wrong is the

special pleading in these latter-day
revelations of Shakespeare’s complic-
ity with our times. There is a high-
minded silliness in the determination
to degrade Prospero, and raise up
Caliban, that is at odds with the basic
nature of The Tempest. The moving
parts of Shakespeare can be pushed
only so far beyond their natural func-
tioning. One comes back to Shake-
speare’s own formulation. The
dramatis personae in the Folio, which
is presumed to reflect Shakespeare’s
intentions, refers to Caliban as ‘a sal-
vage [savage] and deformed Slave.’
It is not easy to sentimentalize that
description.

The Stratford conference, finally,

spent a little time speculating on the
post-Tempest future of Caliban. What
does he do? Stay on the island, or go
off to link up with the rest of human-
ity? I'willadd my speculation. Caliban,
I say, stayed on the island, and devel-
oped it according to his own set of
values. He gave it over to up-market
tourism, with emphasis on marine pro-
tection and landscape conservation.
And he did not disdain for his island
some offshore banking.

Ralph Berry’s latest book is
Shakespeare in Performance:
Castings and Metamorphoses,
Macmillan 1993.

Edspeak in Haringey

Ray Honeyford finds the children of Haringey still
drowning in dogma

central purpose of this gov-
ernment’s educational reforms
as been to inject a degree of

realism and relevance into a state sys-
tem plagued by fashion and dogma.
Obsessions with equality of outcome
inall their class, race and gender mani-
festations could, it has been assumed,
become things of the past. Schools —
all schools — would re-discover their
central purpose: the pursuit of excel-
lence. And there is little doubt that
there has been a significant shift in the
mind-set of many formerly failing
LEA’s and schools.

But the battle is by no means won, as
my recent experience vividly illus-
trates. The occasion was a conference
staged by the Education Services de-
partment of Haringey council. It is
scarcely necessary to go beyond itstitle
to suspect that Haringey is stuck in
politically correct aspic: “Success in
the City: Education for democracy,
equality, justice and peace”. And de-

spite the worthy organisers’ attempts
to generate a jolly, optimistic atmos-
phere, there lurked that peculiar mix-
ture of utopianism and chip-on-
shoulder resentment which betrays
the mentality of the Left.

Having the correct credentials with
regard to race, gender and class was as
ever a central concern. Of the twenty
seven listed events, four appeared to
have some connection with pupil
achievement. The seminars, work-
shops and swap shops included: Equal-
ity Assurance in Schools, Multicultural
Teaching, Alternative Ways of Know-
ing — Learning and Teaching Strate-
gies to Promote Equality, Early Years
(by a former official of the Commis-
sion for Racial Equality), the Works of
Tagore in Primary Schools, and Tack-
ling Homophobic Attitudes. There
were displays froma number of schools,
and from thirteen community language
schools and various ethnic groups —
all of the latter, it seems, funded by the

council. There were a number of radi-
cal publishers displaying their goods,
with titles like Rasta Resistance, Edu-
cation Towards Racial Equality, Re-
constructing the Black Image, and
Changing Classroom Culture: Anti-
Racism, Politics and Schools. Outside
exhibitors included the anti-racist cam-
paigning group the Runnymede Trust,
Learning without Fear, the Marxist
Institute for Race Relations (which is
still peddling the disgraceful How
Racism Came to Britain), and Carni-
val in the Curriculum. A certain dig-
nity was lent to the occasion by a stall
from the Council for Legal Education
and one or two posters from leading
banks.

Friday evening set the scene. The
Chief Education Officer sang the
praises of “synergy”, and pointed to
the “richness, the joys and the achieve-
ments of the inner city”. There were a
number of musical items, including an
excellent contribution from a brass
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ensemble, an African-style drumming
band, and a choir which sang a negro
spiritual, “Sweet Chariot”, and the
theme song of the A.N.C. There was
some concession to Englishness when
a delightful recorder group played
“Summer is Icumen In”. The prizes
for exhibiting schools were presented
by Bernie Grant MP, and a presenta-
tion followed, to mark Haringey Race
Equality Council’s campaign to “Kick
Racism out of Football”.

The conference proper opened on
Saturday morning with an address from
Pauline Green MEP, leader of the La-
bour group in the European Parlia-
ment, and vice-president ofthe Socialist
International. She spoke passionately
of the gargantuan economic and tech-
nological changes at work in the world,
and the need for huge regional organi-
sations, such as the EU, in order to
tackle the problems involved. The
death of the nation state seems as-
sured, whilst the spectre of world gov-
ernment hovers in the wings. Then we
had Robin Richardson, former
multicultural adviser to Berkshire, and
now director of the Runnymede Trust.
He was greatly exercised by the fact
that, of the 1917 local councillors in
London, one had described himself as
“Aryan” in a recent poll. He referred
to the “great days of ILEA”™, attacked
the media for referring to “We Brit-
ish” in their reports about VE day, and
sneered at the Queen and the royal
family. Bev Burchell, former chief
education officer, complained about
poor people, blacks and women with
children being “marginalised”, casti-
gated the government for “ten years of
attack on inner city schools”, said she
disapproved of tests and league tables
— but was honest enough to admit
there is “some very poor practice in our
schools”.

Then came the highlight of the con-
ference—anaddress by a white-haired
American, who had been a leading
educationist in New York city, Mr
Seymour Fliegel. Mr Fliegel is a qui-
etly spoken man with a twinkle in his
eye. And he spoke with great insight
and good humour of how he had pio-
neered work in some of East Harlem’s
worst schools, and successfully trans-

formed them. His clear and practical
vision of how inner city schools should
be run would have delighted the heart
of Mrs Sheppard. He spoke of the
importance of a diversity of schools, of
how small is beautiful, and was ada-
mant that his team held firmly to the
belief that, “If we did not improve
academic performance, then we had
failed”. He also stressed the key
problem of getting rid of bad teachers,
and of how the unions in the USA, as
here, pursue a baleful policy of “Our
member right or wrong”. 1 received
the distinct impression at this point
that Mr Fliegel had wandered into the
wrong conference — or was he there to
give the occasion a semblance of ideo-
logical balance?

The whole of her
speech was
characterised by the
bitterness and inner
rage of a militant
ideologue. What, 1
wondered, had her
self-indulgent ranting
got to do with
educating children
and young people?

However, we were back in the dog-
matic wilderness for the afternoon ses-
sion. This was dominated by an
extraordinary tirade from one Aydin
Mehmet Ali, described as a “commu-
nity educationalist” and currently
working as an education officer with
another LEA. Miss Ali began her
address in Turkish, her mother tongue,
in order to stress her conviction that
“black and bilingual people” share a
common oppression. Despite her offi-
cial position she said she felt able to
speak “free of all restraints”. “I have”,
she boasted, “been a saboteur in the
system, and I am not afraid of saying
that”. She spoke of her activist past in
the heady days of student turbulence in
the 60’s, when all the taboos were
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abolished, all the institutions chal-
lenged, and the ruling class scared into
submission. But she deplored the cur-
rent absence of collectivistardour. Her
rhetoric was peppered with words such
as: scapegoat, cultural genocide, op-
pression, marginalising. And she
spoke glowingly of street battles, up-
risings, and of sacrifice. “We are”, she
asserted, “in the forefront of the strug-
gle”. She placed her hope of'the social-
ist nirvana in “networking” amongst
those who shared her view of things,
and was excited by the possibility of
using the Internet for this purpose.
The whole of her speech was charac-
terised by the bitterness and inner rage
of a militant ideologue. What, I won-
dered, had her self-indulgent ranting
got to do with educating children and
young people? And how could such a
person be given an official, publicly-
funded platform to spout such blatant
ideological bombast? What would have
happened to any educational official
who dared to express views rooted in
the opposite end of the political spec-
trum?

The final guest speaker was Profes-
sor Chris Mullard, formerly of the
London Institute of Education, and
now “Adviser to the Senate, Univer-
sity of Amsterdam”. His windy, socio-
logical abstractions set my teeth on
edge. He spoke of the necessity for a
“total world analysis™, deplored our
current lack of vision, declared his
belief in a “non-racist, non-sexist and
non-classist society”, and felt we
“Might begin to point towards the new
directions we might be able to ex-
plore”. I have to confess that, at that
point, I fled, desperate for fresh air and
sanity.

Now this conference was an impor-
tant event. It was located in a prestig-
ious setting, Alexandra Palace. It must
have cost a great deal of money. It was
very well organised, thanks to the ever-
courteous Rehana Minhas, and at-
tracted delegates and guest from as far
afield as Plymouth, Strathclyde, Paris
and New York. Ispotted too a bevy of
advisers from Bradford. Here, clearly,
was an LEA anxious to display its
wares to the world. What are we to
make of its efforts?



It was clear from the teachers and
advisers I spoke to that there are many
sensible and hard-working profession-
als in Haringey’s schools. This was
also manifest in some of the pupil work
on display, despite the politically cor-
rect slant displayed in many of the
efforts. However, if the blatant ideo-
logical bias apparent in most of the
speeches, and in the topics chosen for
discussion, are an indication of the
institutional atmosphere in Haringey,
then I would fear for the career pros-
pects of the formal teacher who be-
lieves in a didactic approach, who
approves of competition and strives for
academic achievement.

The government is foolish if it thinks
that recent reforms can make any real
impact on this sort of local authority. It

would have a far better chance of suc-
cess if every school were grant-main-
tained — as Mr Blair’s outbreak of
educational common sense appears to
imply. Moreover, Haringey’s stress on
ethnic minority identity and cultural
separateness appears to be an attempt
to create, not a melting pot commu-
nity, but a tossed salad of cultural
diversity — a model which has had
disastrous effects in the USA, and
which has provoked a powerful Re-
publican backlash. Perhaps most wor-
ryingofall is the issue ofhow “success”
was being defined. The government,
and the public, are insistent that what
matters are results. Just how well are
the pupils learning and achieving in
impartial, objective terms? Atno point
in the conference was this mentioned.

The up-beat, almost euphoric tone will,
in retrospect, appear to be nothing
more nor less than a publicity stunt, if
it fails to raise standards in the schools.
Despite the undoubted limitations of
league tables, perhaps Haringey LEA
needs to be reminded of the uncom-
fortable fact that, according to per-
formance indicators published in The
Daily Telegraph in 1992, out of 108
listed LEA’s, Haringey came 94th; in
1993, out of 115 LEA’s its position
was 104th, and in 1994 100th. Ifitcan
be persuaded to ditch its ideological
baggage, then it might improve its
position.

Ray Honeyford was a major
contributor to the Daily
Telegraph Schools Guide.

Re-considering the Fifties

Francis Knox wonders whether our economic
problems can be traced to that decade

uring the 1950s, many in
Britain became convinced that
national economic perform-

ance was substantially worse than in
comparable countries, especially the
USA and continental Western Europe.
The point was usually illustrated by
“league tables” showing growth of to-
tal national output or output per head
of population, or per worker. Up to the
middle of the decade, there was scope
for debate about how far the rapid
growth of West Germany was due to
greater wartime destruction, or how
far the higher standard of living and
for a time better economic perform-
ance, especially the strong balance of
payments, of the USA was due to its
comparatively undamaged industry.
But by the end of the decade it was
evident that there were longer-term
influences. During the US Presiden-

tial election campaign of 1959-60 and
after, very similar ideas of lagging
economic performance became wide-
spread in America, prompted by com-
parisons with Western Europe and with
Japan, whose very rapid growth can be
said to haye started by about 1959.
One result of the widespread convic-
tion of (relative ) economic failure was
electoral. After winning in October
1959 with an increased majority, the
Conservatives in Britain were defeated
by a small margin in October 1964 and
a much larger one in March 1966. In
the USA Eisenhower had been elected
for a second term of office by an over-
whelming majority in 1956. His suc-
cessor, Nixon, lost to J.F.K. in
November 1960. In both countries a
very significant factor was the claim of
the newcomers that they could break
free from a decade or more of failure in

economic policy. The main theme of
the Labour Party’s 1964 General Elec-
tion campaign was the “thirteen wasted
years” of Conservative economic rule
— one of the most successful, as well
as one of the most mendacious, propa-
ganda campaigns of all time. In the
1960 Presidential campaign in the US,
“Kennedy had staked his fortunes on
his pledge ‘to get the country moving
again’ — when there was no real evi-
dence that the country believed it was
standing still, no overwhelming de-
mand for new movement....”
Naturally, personalities were also
involved, and may have coloured popu-
lar perceptions of success and pros-
pectsinthe economic field. Eisenhower
was the oldest US President ever to
have held office; Kennedy, when he
was elected, was the youngest. Harold
Macmillan, then aged 69, had to re-
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signas Prime Minister in October 1963,
and was succeeded by the 61 year old
Lord Home. Macmillan’s two pred-
ecessors as Prime Minister, Winston
Churchill and Anthony Eden wereaged
or in poor health.

None of the Conservative Prime
Ministers of 1951-1964 laid any claim
toeconomic expertise. Lord Home used
to joke that he had to use matchsticks
to understand the Budget. All three
were associated in the public mind
with wartime and pre-war events, and
Eisenhower was of course mainly
thought of as a military commander.
All seemed to glory in being old-fash-
ioned, Macmillan cultivating an Ed-
wardian style in both speech and dress.

The political challengers were youth-
ful and heavily imbued with economic
and other kinds of expertise. If one
phrase is associated in the public mind
with Harold Wilson’s government of
1964-1970, it is “the white heat of the
technological revolution”, though it is
inconceivable that anyone would now
use the phrase other than ironically.
Wilson, aged 48 when he became
Prime Minister, was a professional
economist, at a time when the number
of these was much smaller than in later
years. Before the war he lectured in
economics at two Oxford colleges, was
head of the economics and statistics
department of the Ministry of Fuel and
Power during the war, and became
President of the Board of Trade, the
youngest ever, in the Attlee govern-
ment of 1945-1951. His predecessor as
leader of the Labour Party, Hugh
Gaitskell, whose sudden death in Janu-
ary 1963 led to Wilson becoming
leader, was an even more academic
economist, having spent most of his
thirties teaching at University Col-
lege, London.

The Democrats in the USA and the
Labour Party in Britain promised im-
mediate measures to improve economic
performance and speed up growth. Both
promised higher government spend-
ing, though a tax cut (to stave off the
recession which many believed to be
imminent in the USA in 1960) also
figured prominently in Kennedy’s cam-
paign. He and the Democratic leaders
in Congress, which had retained a
Democratic majority during the seven

Eisenhower years, announced that if
they won they would raise government
spending in three fields: Federal aid to
schools and colleges; area (urban) re-
development; and medical care for the
elderly, and would raise the minimum
wage.
The Labour manifesto, entitled The
New Britain began:
Until 60 years ago when the Labour
Party was founded, the ending of eco-
nomic privilege, the abolition of pov-
erty in the midst of plenty and the
creation of real equality of opportunity
were inspiring but remote ideals. They
have now become immediate targets of
political action. Britain can achieve them
— provided that it resolutely wills three
things: the mobilization of its resources
within a national plan; the maintenance
of a wise balance between community
and individual expenditure; and the
education of all its citizens in the re-
sponsibilities of a scientific age, not
merely a small section of them.

Since 1951, however, these opportu-
nities of the scientific revolution have
been disastrously wasted - largely be-
cause of the Conservative determina-
tion since they took office to end the
purposive planning of the post-war La-
bour government and to replace it with
an economic free-for-all. As a result,
successive Conservative governments
have been unable to get the economy
moving steadily forward. Every jerk of
expansion has ground to a full stop as
the Government jams on the brakes in a
desperate attempt to combat inflation
and rising prices.

That is why, while other countries
have made giant strides forward, our
progress in the past 12 years has been so
fitful. So sharp has the contrast become
that only 18 months ago a Tory govern-
ment, driven by economic failure, lost
its nerve and prepared to accept humili-
ating terms for entry into the European
Common Market — in the vain hope
that closer contact with a dynamic Eu-
rope would give a boost to our wilting
economy.

Even the Conservatives in their mani-
festo, after a basically accurate ac-
count of the economic success of their
years in power, felt compelled to prom-
ise better things, by accepting the 4 per
cent national economic growth target
which had been promulgated by the
newly formed NEDC (National Eco-
nomic Development Council) in 1962,
and enshrined in a more dogmatic
form in Labour’s National Plan cover-
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ing the years 1964 to 1969. Their
Manifesto said:
In 13 years of Conservative government
the living standards of the British peo-
ple have improved by more than in the
whole of the previous half-century. The
working population is up by 2 million
and over 98 per cent are in jobs. Rising
incomes and lower taxes have made
possiblea spectacular increase inspend-
ing on the essentials, the comforts and
what was once regarded as the luxuries
of life. We do not claim that these
benefits are the gift of Government.
What we do claim is that the Govern-
ment has created conditions in which
individuals by enterprise and thrift have
gained these benefits for themselves
and the country. These are the condi-
tions we shall maintain...
We shall give first priority to our
policy for economic growth, so that
Britain’s national wealth can expand
by a steady 4 per cent a year. We
recognise that this involves a high level
of imports, and we are prepared to draw
on our reserves, while our exports, both
visible and invisible achieve a balance
with them. Our aim is an economy in
which earnings rise in step with pro-
ductivity and do not outpace it. An
effective and fair incomes policy is
crucial to the achievement of sustained
growth without inflation, We shall take
a further initiative to secure wider ac-
ceptance and effective implementation
of such a policy. In addition, a down-
ward pressure on prices will be increas-
ingly exerted by Conservative measures
to stimulate industrial competition.
The diagnosis set out in these two
extracts, despite their very different
emphases, is the one generally ac-
cepted, at the time and since. It is that
every time a British government ex-
panded demand between 1951 and
1964 (up to 1951, the economy was
subject to comprehensive controls —
prices, wages, allocation of raw mate-
rials etc), it ran into one or both of two
obstacles: inflation and balance of pay-
ments. This caused it to “slam on the
brakes”, resulting in lost output and
investment. This “Stop-Go” would
without doubt be the definition of the
main economic problem of the time by
an informed student, and many would
add that it constituted the main prob-
lem of the British economy up to the
present.

Four books were of enormous impor-

tance in bringing about a massive shift



in opinion in Britain on national eco-
nomic performance and how it could
be improved. They were Andrew
Shonfield, British Economic Policy
since the War, 1958; Michael Shanks,
The Stagnant Society, 1961; Norman
Macrae, Sunshades in October 1963;
and Samuel Brittan, The Treasury
under the Tories 1951-1964. The last
was published in a revised and ex-
panded edition as Steering the
Economy in 1969 and 1971. All four
books should be closely studied by
anyone who wants to understand
changing economic policy in Britain.
The opening paragraph of
Shonfield’s book reads:
The slow rate of growth in our national
wealth is the prime cause of many of our
troubles in this country — spiritual,
social as well as economic. Inthe 1950’s
the discrepancy between Britain’s pace
of advance and that of other countries
has become glaring. The central reason
for our failure to grow rich more quickly
is the low level of investment at home,
which always turns out to be the first
victim of economy cuts in the succes-
sion of balance of payments crises. In
orderto emerge from our present penury
we must face radical changes of a politi-
cal rather than a economic character.
The balance of profit and loss in a
number of accepted institutions — the
sterling area, the City of London, in-
vestment in the Commonwealth— must
be scrutinized, and there is an urgent
need for reform of trade union prac-
tices.
The impetus to Shank’s book, he tells
us in the Introduction, was a visit to
Bulgaria in 1959, where, though not-
ing the dullness and uniformity, he
was impressed by the commitment to
raising output through the National
Plan:
Life in Bulgaria as in other Communist
states, is dominated by the concept of
the Plan. All aspects of life have to be
dovetailed in to it. And yet in this very
uniformity, in this disciplining of soci-
ety to the attainment of particular social
and economic goals, there is something
decent, honest and inspiring. Whatever
else it lacks, this society contains within
itself a sense of purpose. This, vis-a-vis
the West, is its great strength.
While taking issue with Shonfield on
two points — the pros and cons of the
City of London, and of overseas invest-
ment — Shanks agreed that there is a

need for a big expansion of general and
technical education, of state-sponsored
research and development, and a need
also to join the Common Market.
Norman Macrae’s book is sub-titled
“An analysis of the main mistakes of
British economic policy since the mid
1950s” [italics added]. He argued that
until 1953, deflating total demand was
the correct policy, as the British
economy was still suffering from the
after-effects of controls, especially
shortages of raw materials. But by
1955 excess demand had disappeared.
Of the four books, the one which
probably had the greatest long-term
impact was Samuel Brittan’s—among
other things, it appeared in the reading
lists of several university courses in
macro-economics and other subjects.
Although a large part of the book
consists of factual detail about the
Treasury, the budget, the control of
public spending and so on, and though
the policy conclusions are hedged round
with more qualifications than the other
three books, the main conclusion is
that, with better machinery of govern-
ment and a re-ordering of economic
priorities (giving growth higher prior-
ity over price stability and the balance
of payments) economic growth could
have been achieved in Britain.
As the following chapters show, politi-
cians and civil servants have interacted
to produce a much less sensible policy
than either group would have produced
if left to itself.
The precise way of arriving at this
conclusion and its implications for
future policy are perhaps not 100 per
cent clear, but examples of policy mis-
takes cited include March 1955, when
Chancellor ‘Rab’ Butler “made a seri-
ous blunder by handing out £135m of
tax reliefs” in anticipation of a general
election in May. By July, restrictive
measures, including a rise in mini-
mum hire purchase deposits and cuts
in nationalised industry spending, had
to be introduced, and a second Budget
in October took back most of the tax
relief. In 1959, another election year,
the Budget took ninepence off the
standard rate of income tax and tax
cuts totalling £360m were made.
Brittan commented:
The real error of the 1959 budget is

surely not that it gave away too much,
but that it came too late...If it had been
introduced the previous year, it would
have alleviated or even stopped the
1958 recession altogether and led to a
much smoother advance of production.
The balance of payments arguments
themselves told in favour of an earlier
stimulus...
Developments in the next few years
are dealt with under such sub headings
as “The traumas of 1960” and “An
unfortunate Budget” — in 1962:
There is no need to dwell on the fact that
the Budget judgement proved a gross
blunder. So far from foreseeing the
unemployment that was to come, the
Chancellor in his budget speech actu-
ally worried that total spending ‘would
make too great a call on our resources’.
However, in the last two years of the
Conservative Government, according
to Brittan, “Some chinks of light” were
evident as the government adopted a
more interventionist policy, and gov-
ernment spending increased, with the
aim of faster economic growth:
In the course of 1963-1964, the centre
of gravity of policy begantoshiftslightly
away from the Treasury. More and more
ministries approved schemes for the
modernisation of Britain — there were
the Robbins Report on Higher Educa-
tion, the plans for the North East, Scot-
land and the South East; and although
the Buchanan Report on urban traffic
never really became a government
policy, it did influence the whole cli-
mate of policy discussion. Quite a
number of other worthwhile reforms
were introduced in the last year of the
1959-1964 Parliament. Industrial Train-
ing Boards were set up, much more
generous grants were provided for train-
ing in the high unemployment areas,
‘Little Neddies’ were set up for indi-
vidual industries and new agencies were
formed to promote industrial building.
Brittan’s view, shared in varying de-
grees by the other three authors, and
the great majority of writers on the
British economy since the Second
World War — that government policy
was the main cause of instability, and
that “Stop-Go” was the cause of poor
British economic performance — was
apparently confirmedinalengthy (442-
page) study by J.C.R. Dow of the Na-
tional Institute of Economic and Social
Research, The Management of the
British Economy 1945-1960. which
concludes:
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The analysis ... suggests that the fluc-
tuations in the growth of demand in the
years 1952-1960 were due in large part
to fluctuations in policy
and that to tackle the underlying causes
of poor economic growth
there seems a logical case for the organ-
ised, mutual discussion by private firms
and public corporations of their plans
for expansion. The result could be to
persuade the main body of firms that
faster growth was possible, and to en-
able some sort of collective decision to
be taken as to the rate of growth.
Taking a more cautious academic view
than the other authors, Dow recog-
nises the vital point:
The belief that economic growth in this
country could be faster rests almost
entirely on the fact that during the last
decade it has been about twice as fast in
the other main European countries; and
in five years time the facts may look
very different [italics added]. My own
belief is that faster growth will prove
possible and that the institution of plan-
ning procedures will have made an im-
portant difference.

In five years time, by the end of the
1960s, the facts did indeed look very
different, but very few commentators
appreciated it, and most have not yet
done so. That the growth of West
Germany, France and Italy during the
1950s was exceptional and could not
possibly be sustained was spelled out
in Charles Kindleberger’s Europe’s
Postwar Growth — the Role of Labour
Supply, published in 1960. By the
early 1970s these countries, and by the
late 1970s Japan, had slowed down to
about the 2] per cent annual growth
rate which characterised Britain be-
tween 1951 and 1964.

We now can see with hindsight that
the fluctuations in total demand, hence
in investment, employment and so on,
which attracted so much attention in
the 1950s were mere blips in steady
upward progress, compared with the
economic cataclysms which have ap-
peared at frequent intervals since 1965.
We can, or at any rate should, also see
that cyclical fluctuations, whether
caused by forecasting errors, impend-
ing elections, or any other reason, are
quite insignificant compared with the
fairly steady worsening in unemploy-
ment and inflation which has taken
place since the middle 1960s, and
which has affected nearly all the devel-

oped countries. The unprecedented
postwar unemployment of 750,000 for
three months during the very severe
winter of 1962-63, which was prob-
ably the most important factor in the
Labour victory of October 1964 (my
recollection is that, contrary to recent
opinion, the Profumo sex-and-spy scan-
dal of 1963 was not taken very seri-
ously in the country at large), may be
compared with unemployment which
never fell below 1 million after 1976,
which topped 3 million in the first half
of'the 1980s, and which is probably not
much below that today, if allowance is
made for the 500,000 on (probably
largely useless) training schemes.

We need to take a further intellectual
leap. Not only were the 1950s nothing
like as bad as they have been painted as
regards economic progress and policy,
but the contrast between 1951-1964
and the fairly steady worsening in in-
flation and unemployment since then
provides what is probably the most
important clue to analysing and rem-
edying economic policy. The experi-
ence of those years shows notonly that
full employment (say, 2 per cent un-
employment for Britain, and 4 per cent
for the USA, because of its different
method of producing the figures, based
on a sample of the whole population
rather than those claiming benefit) is
possible, and also that it is possible
without inflation. Given various prob-
lems with the inflation statistics, espe-
cially the probable under-estimation
of quality improvements, 2 per cent a
year inflation can be regarded as close
to complete price stability. This was
achieved in five years between 1951
and 1964, but in only one of the thirty
years since (1994).

The reasons for the deterioration
obviously need detailed and far-reach-
ing investigation, empirical and theo-
retical. Much the most likely
explanation, in my view, is the steady
and massive expansion of state spend-
ing, from between one-third and 40
per cent of GDP in the 1950s to around
half today. A large part of this in-
crease, especially in public spending
on education, training, research and
development, can be traced directly to
those who were foremost in criticising
the 1950s economy, and who were
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convinced that they knew how to run
things better.

Francis Knox is an economist.
His book Public Spending:
Reversing the Spiral will be
published in October.

Sophist's
Corner

Dear Malcolm...

I think you are the right man for
this new job ...cunning, adaptable,
smart as a fox sniffing inthe night...
Scottishness, Jewishness, intelli-
gence and membership of the Fac-
ulty of Advocates are all qualities
which bestow a certain detachment
from the English Tory Establish-
ment and its mutton-headed row of
idols: Crown, Police, Sovereignty,
Union Jack and the rest of them.
You have chosen to be a Tory, so
you have to incline before these
idols. But you will always know,
before the others, when one of these
idols has outlived its functions and
needs to be junked... What [ hope
you realise is that the Eurosceptics
are basically correct. They think
that further advance towards po-
litical union will endanger Brit-
ain's traditional way of doing things
and subvert British institutions.
Dead right! This is precisely why
political union (“Federalism”) is
such a good idea... Something has
to give — and Britain is already
giving way. The closer we fall into
the gravitational field of this Euro-
pean planet, the more bits of vener-
able junk are sucked off and vanish
into space... Your job as Foreign
Secretary, a hard one, is to let this
benign process happen slowly, dis-
creetly.... And next time the Home
Office comes and tells the Foreign
Office what to do about visitors
and visas, throw them into the
street.

Open letter to Mr Rifkind, from
Neal Ascherson, /ndependent on
Sunday, 9.7.95.




The Tories’ Moral Dilemma

Richard Body urges the Tories to put their

politics is to allocate rights and

duties as between the state and the
citizen. As this implies a bond, if not
a contract between the two, the citi-
zens can scarcely comprehend the na-
ture of the relationship, unless they
have a clear perception of the State to
which they owe a duty or from which
they can seek their rights.

Since the Maastricht Treaty was rati-
fied, the British people have a new
state, and therefore a new kind of
political obligation. An article of the
treaty decrees the British people to be
“citizens of the European Union”. The
far-reaching consequences of this new
status for everyone in Britain has yet to
be digested. It also represents a sig-
nificant change for the British people
as they have hitherto been not citizens
(a republican term) but subjects of the
Queen. Until we entered the European
Economic Community in 1973 the
business of politics was to allocate
rights and duties between the Queen,
in whose name everything by the state
was done, and her subjects. The Brit-
ish people may remain subjects of the
Queen, but they are undeniably, and
perhaps irreversibly, citizens of the
European Union. There can be no
concept of a citizenship without a cor-
responding state. As the EU has now
supra-national institutions which have
the power to make treaties, to impose
taxation as well as to pass and judi-
cially interpret laws that its citizens
must obey, it has the essential features
of a state. Indeed, about half our laws
now originate in Brussels. That is a
massive transfer of the politicians’
business.

One’s state is not necessarily the
same as one’s country. Nevertheless a
country that surrenders the sovereign

In a modern society, the business of

country first

powers of governing its people must
inevitably be less worthy of regard.
The bond between the two is frayed,
and the people are compelled to look
elsewhere for the allocation of rights
and duties. They can no longer feel
towards their country in the same way.

Lord Acton’s aphorism about the
corrupting effect of power is often
quoted; but the great Tory historian
should also be remembered for some-
thing else. “Patriotism”, he said, “is to
politics, what faith is to religion”. If
the vicar who loses his faith should

. resignhisliving, so equally there should

be no seat in the House of Commons
for those who do not love their country.

...a country that
surrenders the
sovereign powers of
governing its people
must inevitably be
less worthy of regard.
The bond between the
two is frayed, and the
people are compelled
to look elsewhere for
the allocation of
rights and duties

Forseveral decades there has scarcely
been a hint of any love of our country
in the speeches and writings of many
of our politicians. Is patriotism to be a
dirty word, too close to nationalism
(aggressiveness), jingoism (boastful-
ness) or even xenophobia (hatefulness)
to be politically correct? Yet surely it
is possible to love one’s own children

without hating everyone else’s? To
love the town or village where we live
is not to hate all the others. Love, after
all, leads us to do things happily and
willingly for others. Loving one’s own
home prompts a desire to look after it,
keep it in repair and save up to make
improvements. Loving one’s neigh-
bourhood extends that desire, but is
less self-centred, for the benefits are
now shared with others. So loving
one’s country becomes even less self-
centred, and therefore ought to be ap-
plauded all the more.

Why, then, is patriotism discounted?
Two reasons come to mind. For some
thirty years Conservative politicians
have been trying to convince a scepti-
cal nation that they should be Europe-
ans, not racially or geographically,
which they have always been, but
civically and politically. The task has
been difficult; and it would have been
doubly so had Britain herself not been
belittled. We can hear their voices:
“Britain is too small to be alone”,
“England has lost her empire and has
yet to find another role” or “the British
people must pool their sovereignty”.
Power is elixir to the Cabinet minister;
without it he is nothing; and if the
country and its institutions seem to
him to be diminished, he himself be-
comes a lesser being. But once sitting
in the Council of Ministers, he decrees
how 350 million people shall behave.

The other reason is that for half a
century politicians have been arguing
about rights; and in the process ever
more rights have been conferred not
just upon the British people but upon
almost everyone in the Western de-
mocracies. Indeed, nearly all political
debate has been about rights, and usu-
ally rights for sectional interests against
the rest of society. To turn back the
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pages of Hansard is to see visible proof
of'this. The old balance between rights
and duties has long since vanished.

This clamour for rights against soci-
ety can be of infinite length, No matter
how many rights can be devised for
one section of the nation, it will always
be feasible to conjure up some more.
Britain’s membership of the European
Union fits in neatly with this quest:
there is money in the till, mostly from
the pockets of other nations; there are
twenty Commissioners in Brussels to
comply with Parkinson’s Law, who
will never admitto being functus officio
and above all, we perceive no duty to
moderate our demands.

Here we come to the nub of the issue.
Because we love our home and family
we conceive a sense of duty which
limits our demands — the more we
take, the more the rest of the family has
to give up. Likewise in our neighbour-
hood: we throw down our litter and
someone nearby will pick it up, and
when we succeed in securing more
street-lighting, the cost will be borne
by our fellow council tax payers. If we
have any regard for the people who live
around us, our self-centred demands
for rights are toned down, although
perhaps not so much as if our families
were immediately concerned.

Then comes the third circle in which
we claim our rights — our country.
Now we may be more eager to press our
demands. What we take from our
country has to be given by millions
whom we will neverknow or see or feel
any obligation towards. But among
the British people there used to be a
pronounced sense of duty that subli-
mated the selfishness underlying these
demands.

A faint echo of this past was pub-
lished at the end of 1994. An elderly
lady in her nineties left nearly all her
fortune of £2 millions to the Chancel-
lor of the Exchequer to reduce the
National Debt. The latter stands at
some £250 billions, so why did she
offer this drop in the ocean? In her
younger days, testators frequently made
such bequests. Converted into today’s
money terms, her gift was less than
many in the past. What she and others
recorded in their wills confirms the
obvious explanation: it was out of a

sense of duty to a country loved. It is
a little difficult to imagine even such
Europhiles as Sir Edward Heath or Mr
Hugh Dykes leaving all their wealth to
the Commissioner in Brussels in charge
of the budget.

If we can perceive three circles of
relationship in which some form of
love is possible — family, neighbour-
hood and country — we may consider
a fourth, a union of many countries in
which ours is inevitably in a minority
of one. In a word, can patriotism be
extended to the European Union?
Common sense suggests that any af-
fection for a multinational union will
be weaker than that towards one’s own
country, as the feeling for one’s own
country may be weaker than that to-
wards one’s neighbourhood. Hence
any sense of duty will also be corre-
spondingly less.

The political and moral consequences
are likely to be extremely dangerous.
As the European Union acquires ever
more power to regulate our lives by
legislation, taxation or monetary policy,
the balance between rights and duties
will be tilted ever more in favour of
rights and against duties. And as the
demand for rights to be enforced by
law or granted out of taxation are
infinite, the political process will be a
never-ending fight between national
and sectional interests. To show how
divisive, debilitating and even disor-
derly this battleground will become,
letus make a contrast. Liechtenstein is
one of the many very small countries in
the world which makes its own laws
and levies its own taxation, for her
people are sovereign and self-govern-
ing. Before the country became a tax
haven and the population doubled,
there were 12,000 living there. They
were homogeneous; one
Liechtensteiner thought, behaved,
worshipped and spent his money in
much the same way as the others. A
sense of duty between the 12,000, born
of neighbourliness and common inter-
est, was so evident that few laws were
necessary and the government somini-
mal that taxation itself was also mini-
mal. That, of course was why the
finance houses moved in.

The more homogeneous the country,
the fewer the laws required to govern
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its people; and the less the taxation
necessary to maintain those to whom
the majority offer no voluntary sup-
port. If Liechtenstein used to be at one
end of the spectrum of homogeneity,
the European Union is at the other;
and as more countries join, with ever
more national interests to reconcile,
the need will arise for yet further laws.
The ensuing debates and negotiations
as to how these conflicts are to be
resolved will raise the cry for rights,
but never a cry for duties.

What kind of society will we be cre-
ating, as the sense of duty becomes
submerged beneath the stampede for
rights? We cannot escape the moral
arguments about Europe’s future. Ifa
sense of duty is born of patriotism, a
demand forrights by one nation against
another must lead to nationalism, and
perhaps to xenophobia too.

More than that, the quest for rights,
unmatched by duties, leads to an ever
more self-centred attitude. Where does
itend? A law of diminishing returns is
likely to apply. No doubt, the first
rights enjoyed by a liberated slave give
much happiness; but coming to a mod-
ern Western democracy he may mar-
vel at the host of rights that are
successfully claimed; and as he looks
around he will see unbounded discon-
tent. This discontent fosters yet more
demands for yet more rights, unac-
companied by any sense of duty. Our
liberated slave will also wonder at the
legion of pressure groups and single
issue campaigners, inventing fresh
rights to be gained. Just as there can be
no end to the pursuit of rights, so there
is no limit to the egotism and self-
centredness that the pursuit will en-
gender. We see the moral consequences
already: thieving from one’s fellow
men and women, hideous and omni-
present violence, the rise of drug ad-
diction, the breakdown of marriages,
the ever-growing number of children
abused, neglected or taken into care,
and, perhaps most evident of all, the
petty dishonesties now generally con-
doned yet once condemned. These
trends, all symptoms of society’s dis-
ease, have come upon us in the very
same half century as the pursuit of
rights against society. The trend will
continue, and we must therefore sink



ever lower in the state of social disease.

That the continued pursuit of rights
against society leads to forms of anti-
social behaviour is now seen to be
obvious. There are always some mem-
bers of society who have persuaded
themselves that, since the rest of soci-
ety has not accorded them their rights,
they are entitled to retaliate. To be
more successful as the party of law and
order the Conservatives need to face
up to this imbalance of rights and
duties.

But how can the Conservative party
reinforce a sense of duty without rec-
ognising the three circles of human
relationships, and the insignificance
of a purported fourth in the form of the
European Union? Long before Tom
Paine’s Rights of Man, a notable dif-
ference between the Right and the Left
used to be the emphasis placed upon
rights and duties. The Right sought to
put duties first; the Left, rights. Forthe
last five decades of British politics,
however, the Conservative and Labour
parties have been in lively competition
to please the electorate with sectional
rights against society, and the social
and moral outcome is now plain for all
to see.

For the Conservative party to tilt the
balance back, so that rights and duties
match each other, will be impossible
unless it recognises a simple truth of
human nature. The love humans have
for one another is bounded by only
three circles, and realistically no oth-
ers can be added. To add to family,
neighbourhood and country, some spu-
rious unity, an artefact of politicians,
an amorphous mass of multilingual,
multicultural, multifaithed, and multi-

everything, which happens by acci-
dents of history to occupy half a conti-
nent, is to ask of human nature what it
cannot give. No sense of duty can
really exist among so many millions.
In every battle rights will overcome
duties; and the fight for national rights

For the last five
decades of British
politics, however, the
Conservative and
Labour parties have
been in lively
competition to please
the electorate with
sectional rights
against society, and
the social and moral
outcome is now plain
for all to see

will be ever more bitter.

The Conservatives should call to
mind those words of Lord Acton. Ifhe
was right in saying love of country is to
politics what faith is to religion, then
the party of Disraeli and Churchill
ought to think afresh about Britain’s
relationship with her neighbours. The
British people cannot love what they
do not know, and who now knows the
nature of our country? Is she, post-
Maastricht, to be to the European Un-
ion what Texas is to the United States?
With half their laws now made in
Brussels, the British people can scarcely

be called sovereign or self-governing,
unlike many erstwhile colonial peo-
ples who have gained that status.

Conservatives might ask themselves
whether a nation, having lost the power
tomake its own laws and its freedom to
govern itself, can also retain its self
respect. It used to be said that a
colonial people can have no self-es-
teem, and without that quality its aspi-
rations would always be primitive. To
love your country when it is subjugated
to others is a tall order. For the British
people to become patriotic when their
country is merged with many others
must be a logical, let alone sentimen-
tal, impossibility.

Yet in the present context, to rekin-
dle patriotism will be highly danger-
ous. The attempt to do so in a federal
union, will lead to nationalism, as all
history confirms. Numerous such un-
ions have been broken up just as colo-
nial empires have been liquidated; and
in both cases the same force of patriot-
ism has been the catalyst.

Thus the Conservative party, if it is
to be true to its past, has a dilemma to
resolve. It can inspire the British
people with a love of country, but to do
this we must acquire another relation-
ship with western Europe. The alter-
native — the one chosen unwittingly
by Conservatives — is to pursue our
nationalistic rights in “an ever closer
union”, in which the age-old battle
between rights and duties will be lost
by the dutiful.

Sir Richard Body is the
Member of Parliament for
Holland with Boston.
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Beatus Vir

Christopher Arkell muses on the essence of
happiness in the twentieth century

The pursuit of happiness — a
police car chasing a drunk
driver over a red light.

As a definition of the human condi-
tion in our post-Nietzschean godless
universe, this lacks Aristotelean final-
ity, atleast from the point of view of the
driver. Happiness, for Aristotle, is the
‘final end’, final in that it does not
make sense to ask ‘why aim at happi-
ness’? Happiness is the ultimate an-
swer to all practical questions of
conduct, and is therefore the frame-
work within which ethics sets the rules
of conduct in civil societies. The po-
liceman’s pursuit of the drunk is, alas,
not an end in itself, but merely one in
a sequence of actions which lends, in
the words of Dryden, to:

Fury, frantic indignation,

Depth of pain, and height of passion.
Dryden was describing the feelings of
a lover dispossessed of his “fair, dis-
dainful dame”. The loss of a driving
licence and a tripling of next year’s
insurance bill are her exact current
equivalents, and the chief events on
which the late twentieth century com-
mon man lavishes his most unbridled
emotions.

For the policeman, the definition lacks
grandeur. Aristotle said that happiness
is an activity of the soul in accordance
with virtue. Virtues are dispositions
whichgive the greatest degree of success,
and are of two kinds — practical and
intellectual — corresponding to our two
modes of rational activity. In short, the
virtuous man pursues happiness by
pursuing good, and his attainment of
happiness consists in his performance
of good deeds and his execution of just
actions. Now, the capture of someone
who has passed a red traffic light after
drinking a double brandy is a rather
poorresult from two and a halfmillennia
of Greek ethics and Judaeo-Christian

precepts, and it is doubtful that even the
arresting officer will still be suffused
with classical virtue after three months
of paperwork sweep his just action into
that Temple of Minerva we call a
magistrate’s court.

Yet, petty and provisional though it
be, this definition of the pursuit of hap-
piness contains the one ingredient that
virtually all twentieth century civilised
humans have, so far, agreed to be the
quintessence of beatitude — the motor
car. Little black numbers by Versace are
strictly for the girls (give or take a few
gender-benders at Heaven or Madame
JoJo’s). Ablondeinalittle black number
by Versace is strictly for the boys (or
their fathers at Annabel’s). But a little
black number by Volkswagen is for all
the family — boy racer, girl power-
dresser, mum blocked in at the
Sainsbury’s car-park, and dad clamped
on a double-yellow line outside his mis-
tress’s serviced apartment. Bought, con-
tract-leased or stolen, tax deductible or
PAYE code crucifying, the car is the
chief embodiment of the only triumph
that contemporary civilised humanity
will ever experience personally — the
triumph of style over substance.

If a sceptical non-modernist from
Mars examined a traffic-jam, he would
see rows of more or less identical metal
boxes on wheels, each capable of speeds
at least fifteen times faster than their
occupants. He would observe that these
boxes are stationary for many minutes at
a time; even in motion, he would notice
them overtaken by passers-by on foot.
He, being sceptical, would ask himself
why the creatures in the boxes do not get
out and walk. In reply, he would be told
that the car-drivers are pursuing happi-
ness by being free to move wherever
they wish whenever they desire. He
would be told about the glory of the open
road and the pleasure of impressing a
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potential mating partner with the speed
and power — the prowess, even — of
the machine throbbing beneath the driv-
er’s thighs. Yes, he would think; the
triumph of style over substance, indeed.

Being a non-modernist Martian he
would wonder how it came about that
a species which, a mere twenty five
hundred years ago, had sought its true
happiness in the pursuit of virtue, could
now devote its utmost passions to carv-

_ing up its members at roundabouts. He

might look up the sacred books that the
species had once held dear:

Happy art thou, O Israel;

Who is like unto thee, a people saved by

the Lord,

The shield of thy help,

And that is the sword of thy excellency!

And thine enemies shall submit them

selves unto thee;

And thou shalt tread upon their high

places.

(Deuteronomy 33 v.29)
A people righteously doing down their
foes? Understandable happiness, there.

When our sons shall be as plants grown

up in their youth;

And our daughters as cornerstones hewn

after the fashion of a palace;

When our garners are full, affording all

manner of store;

And our sheep bring forth thousands

and ten thousands on our fields,

When there is no breaking in, and no

going forth,

And no outcry in our streets;

Happy is the people that is in such a

case;

Yea, happy is the people, whose God is

the Lord”.
(Psalm 144 v.12-15)
Or, as Alexander Pope put it— “Peace
and plenty tell a Stuart [or a Windsor,
or a Major] reign”.

Yes, agrees the non-modernist
Martian; a nation at peace with itself is
surely happy, though he’s puzzled by
the fury with which the humans stuck
on the M4 on a Friday night are yelling



to each other to go forth and multiply.

Itis easy to laugh at people having fun.
Aubrey Beardsley mocked the Perfect
Wagnerites, rows of identically fat and
frock-coated clubmen and their match-
ing wives hunched in rapt stupor as
Tristan and Isolde pursued their happi-
nessthroughtwenty successive “mauvais
quarts d’heure”. Aldous Huxley de-
lighted to sneer at the working-class
children he saw from his first-class rail-
way compartment, playing foolishgames
in their suburban back yards. Easy, and
unattractive. So owning and driving a
car is not to be ridiculed; but the act of
pursuing happiness in doing so is open
to close questioning.

Motoring is the largest item of aver-
age American family post-tax expendi-
ture after housing, food and medical
costs. In 1990, total American per
capita expenditure on items of per-
sonal consumption was $13,051, of
which $1,898 was spent on housing,
$1,773 on food, meals and beverages
(excluding alcohol), $1,928 on medi-
cal matters, and $1,621 on petrol and
other vehicle expenses. (Stanley
Lebergott, Pursuing Happiness;
American Consumers in the Twentieth
Century, 1993; appendix A). In Brit-
ain, the proportion of vehicle expendi-
ture to total expenditure is higher,
since medical charges are still largely
paid from national tax revenues. Few
economists dispute that car ownership
is the most sensitive measure of the
existence of a consumer society, and
the term ‘consumer society’ is virtu-
ally synonymous with ‘consumer de-
mocracy’. Thus the car symbolises the
union between the classical liberal
economies of Adam Smith, and the
political libertarianism of the Ameri-
can Declaration of Independence of
1776. That very year Smith published
his Enquiry into the Nature and Causes
of the Wealth of Nations. In Book 1V,
Chapter viii, he wrote:

Consumption is the sole end and pur-

pose of all production: and the interest

of the producer ought to be attended to,

only so far as it may be necessary for
promoting that of the consumer.

In 1938, Los Angeles ordered its entire

tramway system to be ripped out and
replaced by freeways because people
were buying so many cars that the
existing roads were choked. It was the

largest urban rail system in the world
at the time, and was still profitable for
its owner, Pacific Electric.

Aneditorial in the Los Angeles Times
celebrated the opening of the first free-
ways by echoing the founding docu-
ment of America’s existence:

Our forefathers in their immortal inde-

pendence creed set forth the pursuit of

happiness as an inalienable right of
mankind. How can we pursue happi-
ness by any swifter and surer means...
than by the use of the automobile?
It is for the economic historian to show
how and why the car became this cen-
tury’s chief consumer good. This is an
interesting topic, but a secondary one,
since each age and society hasits domi-
nant fetish. According to Lévi-Strauss,
wild honey has an attraction for Indi-
ans... tantamount to a passion... Before
setting offto gather honey, the Ashluslay
bleed themselves above their eyes in
order to increase their luck... In Argen-
tinatoo, the greatest diversionand keen-
est pleasure enjoyed by the rural peon is
that of honey-gathering. For a spoonful
of honey he is ready to work for an
entire day... and often endanger his life.
_ (From Honey to Ashes, 1973, 2:53).
But, as Stanley Lebergott comments
on this passage:

What tribesman from Staten Island...

ever bled himself for a pound of honey?

Or worked all day for it?

(Consuming Passions, p.13).

The American consumer, and his imita-
tors round the world, pursue a different
realisation of happiness now — a metal
box on wheels. Only the sceptical non-
modernist can offer an explanation for
this pursuit, because only he can offer an
account of the change in objects for
which humans have pursued happiness
these last 2500 years, unbiased by the
progressive views of assorted Whigs,
Liberals and socialists.

Such an account might run some-
thing like this. Ancient, literate socie-
ties, like the Jews, who believed that
the world was created by God, consid-
ered happiness as nearness to God.
The two earlier quotations from the
Old Testament are typical of many that
conjoin happiness or blessedness with
Godliness. Indeed, the Psalms have
little else as their subject.

Blessed is the man that feareth the

. Lord,

That delighteth greatly in his command

ments,

His seed shall be mighty upon earth.
(Psalm 112 v.1-2)
This sense of happiness was taken
over virtually unaltered by the early
Christians, though it was subtly modi-
fied. The first epistle general of Peter
shows how.

If ye are reproached for the name of

Christ, blessed are ye; because the Spirit

of glory and the Spirit of God resteth

upon you. For let none of you suffer as
amurderer, or a thief, or an evil-doer, or
as a meddler in other men’s matters, but
if a man suffer as a Christian, let him
not be ashamed; but let him glorify Ged

in this name. .

(1. Peter 4 v.14-16)

Happiness is still nearness to God, but
Christ is the sole means of effecting it.
And the notion of suffering for the sake
of that nearness has been introduced.
This isaconceptentirely alien to the Old
Testament Jews. God allowed Job to be
tormented in order to prove to Satan that
Job would still keep faith with the Lord
of Israel. The Christian glories in his
suffering, because, by doing so, he imi-
tates Christ’s reconciliation of man with
God. Suffering and happiness thus be-
come personal, spiritual experiences —
intimations of divinity, perhaps—rather
than conditions which evince the supe-
rior righteousness of one civilisation
over all others. Whether this shift of
emphasis is evidence of St. Paul’s re-
making of Christ in his own image, or
whether it is implicit in the teleology of
Christ’s life is a matter for biblical schol-
ars to argue; and the quotation from St.
Peter is deliberately chosen to avoid this
debate.

The foremost classical influence on
Christianity’s notion of happiness is
Aristotle, though it took until the first
European revival of learning in the
thirteenth century to reach fruition. Its
locus classicus is the Summa
Theologiae of St. Thomas Aquinas:

There is a twofold happiness or

fulfilment of creatures with minds: a

happiness which they can achieve by

their own natural powers (which, in
man’s case, Aristotle identified with -
the fullest contemplation possible in
this life of the highest object of human
knowledge, God); and a happiness
which we look forward to in a future life
of seeing God as he is, and which
transcends the nature of any created

mood.
(Tr. J. McDermott, 1989 p.101)
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This passage demonstrated Aquinas’s
extraordinary ability to read God into
Aristotle’s most severe abstract quali-
ties. Aristotle had written of “virtue”
being pleasant,
because it is honourable and good; [a
wise man’s] happiness is one regular
whole; the fairest good is justice; health
the best; the sweetest far to taste of
what we love; all these qualities belong
to the best energies, in which... happi-
ness consists.

(Ethics, tr. J. Gillies, n.d. p. 171)
Aquinas has not so much Christian-
ised, as deified, Aristotle’s virtue, and
in doing so, has merged the sacrificial
happiness of being near to God with
the prime discipline to which a classi-
cally learned man must submit him-
self. In a sentence that twentieth-
century pursuers of happiness can no
longer make sense of, Aquinas con-
cludes:

Man’s ultimate happiness consists in
his highest activity, exercising hismind,
and if created minds can’t see God then
either men will never be happy or their
happiness must lie elsewhere than in
God.

(p. 26)
The difficulty within this argument was

discovered during the second revival of
learning in Europe, which we know as
the Renaissance. The happiness ofknow-
ing God by imitating Christ was re-
placed by the pursuit of God through a
knowledge of his creation. As long as
knowledge remained the achievement
of the disciplined, virtuous, Christian-
ised Aristotelians — in other words, the
few — the replacement of God by man
(with his things) as the ultimate source
of human happiness could be disguised.
‘Gloria in excelsis Deo’ could even be
tagged onto the imprimatur of a mid-
sixteenth century edition of Lucretius’
De Rerum Naturae. But when knowl-
edge leaked out of the colleges and
cloisters, through the printing presses,
andinto courtsand market places, man’s
elbows became ever more deeply em-
bedded in God’s ribs, shoving him fur-
ther and further from the human centre
of his creation. The happiness of know-
ing God became the happiness of know-
ing about man.

By the Eighteenth Century, there-
fore, it was a commonplace that “the
proper study of mankind is man”, and
that the pursuit of human happiness

was a purely human achievement po-
tentially within anyone’s grasp. In this
respect, the American Declaration of
Independence is no more than an en-
capsulation of the mood of the times.
We hold these truths to be self-evident,
that all men are created equal, that they
are endowed by their Creator with cer-
tainunalienable rights, thatamong these
are life, liberty and the pursuit of hap-
piness.
But this final version conceals the
quasi-religious colouring of the Ameri-
canrebels’ thought, shownmore clearly
in Jefferson’s original draft:
We hold these truths to be sacred and
undeniable; that all men are created
equal and independent, that from that
equal creation they derive rights inher-
ent and inalienable, among which are
the preservation of life, and liberty, and
the pursuit of happiness.
Jefferson’s sacredness lies in the truths
themselves. He mentions no creator,
for his new religion is utterly secular,
without the least gesture towards the
then fashionable Deism which was
inserted into the published text. Nev-
ertheless, there is no doubt that the
draft Declaration is a religious text,
foritoffers humanity an account framed
as a teleological passage from creation
to paradise — from equality of birth to
the pursuit of happiness. All human
life is there, and one need look no-
where else.

All human life? Yes, as long as hu-
man life is, at its highest, political.
‘Equal’, ‘independent’, ‘rights’, ‘lib-
erty’, have no spiritual meaning what-
soever. Neither Aquinas, nor St. Peter,
nor the Psalmist could have made sense
of them.

All political human life, then? Yes,
as long as it is democratic. Genesis
showed man having

dominion over the fish of the sea, and

over the fowl of the air, and over every

living thing that moveth upon the earth.
(Ch. 1 v. 28)
The concept of an ‘equal creation’
could never have occurred to the Old
Testament theologians who believed
in the creation of the world by God,
since the very act of creation can only
be understood in terms of a hierarchy
of authority.

But if all human life, for Jefferson,
was politically democratic, its purpose
was, finally, the pursuit of happiness.
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The conventions of eighteenth century
rhetoric were still classically derived,
and the most admired way of bringing
a peroration to a climax was with three
balanced phrases, the last being the
most important (see Walker, Rhetori-
cal Grammar, 1785, pp 78 et seq.).
The placing of the phrase ‘the pursuit
of happiness’ is therefore no accident.
It is the summum bonum of the
Jeffersonian universe, and it is placed,
unlike the Christian paradise, within
the politically democratic reach of all,
here and now, on earth.

It is time to cut a long story short. To
get back to the police car chasing the
drunk driver across the red light, all
we need is a standard measure of hap-
piness (Bentham’s “felicific’ quotient,
or the dismal science of economics)
and a Nietzsche who comes, like
Antony, to bury God, not to praise him.
The French Revolutionists and Marx
are mere detailers of the politically
democratic paradise — wooden clogs
or workers’ shoes — and Lenin, Stalin
and Hitler its undertakers. If the drunk
is driving a Golf, his happiness may
well be increased by the knowledge
that the Volkswagen — the People’s
Car— was Hitler’s gift of happiness to
his labouring masses. The Fiihrer could
grow quite poetic on the subject:

The Volkswagen... is the car of the

future. One had only to see the way in

which these Volkswagen, roaring up
the Obersalzburg, overtook and skipped
like mountain goats round my Mercedes,
to be tremendously impressed. After
the war... [it] will become the car par
excellence for the whole of Europe.
(Hitler’s Table Talk p. 546)
When the Nazi Labour Front took over
production of the Volkswagen from
Dr. Porsche in 1938, many tens of
thousands of Germans were persuaded
to save up for the purchase price (990
Reichmarks) at the rate of 5 marks a
week on instalment plans. Not one car
was delivered to any of these hopefuls.

The pursuit of happiness does have
its little pitfalls, eh? But, as we’ll no
doubt say to God, come Judgement
Day: “It’s a fair cop, Guv”.

Have a nice day!

Christopher Arkell is the
Editor of the London
Miscellany.



The Battle for English

John Marks asks if we are mad to leave out
grammar and spelling

T he major division in Brit-
ish education concemns the ex
tent to which schools and school
curricula have become politicised, ex-
plicitly or implicitly, in recent years.
Many people were surprised that "Allo,
"Allo and other television soaps should
be seriously proposed as part ofa GCSE
English Literature course. And they
were equally surprised when the gov-
ernment’s attempts to tighten up on
spelling — in the tests for 7 year olds
and in the GCSE for 16 years olds —
met with so much opposition from the
education establishment. They
shouldn’t have been. The teaching of
English has become the main ideo-
logical battleground in Britain for
those who want to politicise education
in a left wing direction. English is to
the school curriculum today what soci-
ology was in the universities and poly-
technics in the attempted Marxist
takeover of higher education in the
1960s. The key difference is that soci-
ology was taken by relatively few stu-
dents, whereas English is compulsory
for all our children.

Far-fetched? A fantasy? A slur on
conscientious teachers?

The far Right are using spelling, gram-
mar, standard English and great litera-
ture as totems for their political views.
(Times Educational Supplement, 14/6/
91

En)glish Literature departments are “part
of the ideological apparatus of the capi-
talist state”. (Daily Telegraph, 20/6/
91

Th)e traditional teaching of Shakespeare
in schools is “arse-achingly boring”.
(The Guardian, 25/4/91).

The first comes from John Richmond,
joint leader of the North London Lan-
guage Consortium and co-author of

the £21 million Language in the Na-
tional Curriculum Project which the
government has refused to publish.
The second statement is by Terry
Eagleton, Professor-elect of English at
the University of Oxford, during his
keynote address The enemy within:
English studies and the future of the
humanities to a conference on The
Future of English at Ruskin College
on June 15/16, 1991, attended by over

English is to the
school curriculum
today what sociology
was in the universities
and polytechnics in
the attempted Marxist
takeover of higher
education in the 1960s

400 teachers and lecturers. Describ-
ing himself as a believer in “human
emancipation through the socialist
transformation of society” and a “bar-
barian within the citadel”, Eagleton
asserted that:
English has emerged as a form of class
struggle.
English and the humanities were in
crisis because of contradictions in ad-
vanced capitalist society.
Bourgeois society believes in reason,
freedom, truth and justice but stands for
oppression and domination. For all
their high-falutin talk about God and
the family, they’ve got their fingers in
the till.
Eagleton also gave a similar keynote

address to the 1991 Annual Confer-
ence of the National Association for
the Teaching of English (NATE)
which was later reprinted in the NATE
journal. Prince Charles’ speech in
April, 1991 on Shakespeare’s place in
our schools provoked the third state-
ment from Terry Furlong, Chairman
ofthe NATE and a director of a consor-
tium which was then devising Na-
tional Curriculum tests in English for
14 year olds. Speaking at Ruskin on
New English 1950-1990, Furlong said
that new developments like GCSE and
the National Curriculum, required peo-
ple “to man the barricades — to get
inside groups and turn the whole thing
round” through the London Associa-
tion for the Teach of English, NATE,
English Centres, and advisers. The
focus was on changing the language;
teaching about power; media educa-
tion; and, later, on multicultural/anti-
racist reaching through organisations
like ALTARF (All London Teachers
Against Racism and Fascism). Many
at the conference saw their priorities as
“empowering the kids” by downgrad-
ing great literature, breaking the stran-
glehold of A-levels and subverting the
National Curriculum. Ken Jones, for-
merly a Trotskyist activist from the
Socialist Teachers Alliance on the ex-
ecutive of the NUT and now a lecturer
at the London University Institute of
Education, advocated “constructive
engagement” so as to “convert the
Government’s principles into a cri-
tique of present social arrangements”.
Substituting such a political agenda
for the teaching of English is surely
contrary to the political balance clauses
of the 1986 Education Act. And, ac-
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cording to Jones, the London Institute,
the largest teacher training organisa-
tion in the country, should play a cen-
tral role in this subversive process
acting through the national network of
local authority Advisory teachers and
the heads of English departments.

Contrast these sentiments with the
experience of an enthusiastic young
London primary teacher who resigned
after being told that “teaching spelling
is against the ethos of the school”. Or
with the views | recently heard two
school governors express on the
teaching of English. The first stressed
the need to correct spelling, while
recognising that many pupils found it
difficult, and the importance of paying
much more attention to the teaching of
grammar. At an earlier meeting he
had spoken approvingly of the teaching
of Chaucer, not only for the storylines
but also for showing how the English
language had developed from
Chaucer’s day to our own. The second
advocated the use of grammar textbooks
which he had found so useful in his
owneducation. He couldn’tunderstand
how a proper understanding of the
English language, which plays such a
central part in English culture and
education, was now so neglected in
British schools. The irony is that
neither fit the right wing white middle
class stereotypes of the Ruskin
conference. Both are Labour Party
governors from ethnic minorities, one
Afro-Caribbean and one Asian.

Now let us consider quotations from
two new books emerging from the
London University Institute of
Education, the biggest teacher training
institution in the country. The first
book’s authors, according to one
sympathetic reviewer, subscribe “to
one version or another of the real
books approach if only in that they
consider code-learning as something
that can happen incidentally in the
course of worthwhile reading
enterprises.”

The quotation reads:

Within a psycho-semiotic framework

the shared reading lesson is viewed as

an ideological construct where events
are played out.

This means, we are told, that:
children need to learn to position them-

selves in three interlocking contexts.
which are then described in even more
stupefying language.

It is good to know that children need
to learn something. But surely what
they should be learning, as early as
they can, are the basics of phonics —
the letters, their sounds and frequent
patterns of combination — so that they
can go on to real books as soon as
possible. Meanwhile thousands of
children across the country are unnec-
essarily failing to learn to read. A
recent survey in the London Borough
of Brent found that45% of 11 year olds
had a reading age of nine or less and
were thus seriously handicapped at the
start of their secondary schooling. This
disaster follows the appointment, some
years ago, of an English adviser who
campaigned hard for the ‘real books’
or ‘whole language’ approach to the
teaching of reading and backed pro-
posals to cease using standardised tests
of reading, without which the fall in
standards would not have been visible.
That adviser was the same Terry Fur-
long who later became Chairman of
NATE.

The co-author of the second book is
the same Ken Jones, mentioned above.
Together with colleagues at the Lon-
don Institute, he has just published
English and the National Curriculum
which describes itself as concerned
with the “politics of race and class and
gender” and “with English teaching as
one part of an emancipatory and com-
bative politics.” The book claims that
John Major’s speech on education in
July 1992:

signalled the end of a period in which

educationalists could expect, almost

unchallenged, to use their influence

within the system to neutralise the de-
mands of the right.
The same book describes the tradi-
tional canon of English Literature as
the:
hegemonic apparatus of a white colo-
nising class fraction.
It goes on:
English, as hegemonic design has tradi-
tionally disposed it, is where the white
middle-class auditions members of other
cultural groups for parts in its cultural
scene.
It is against this background that, ear-
lier this year, Professor Michael
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Dummett of Oxford deplores being
“presented with a mass of scripts by
would-be graduates who cannot write
decent English. All but a very few
make manifold gross mistakes of gram-
mar and spelling.”

And it is against this background
that the government is about to revise
the National Curriculum for English
so that it more accurately reflects the
proper concerns of most parents and,
in due course, of pupils too.

The current disarray about the teach-
ing of English put me in mind of these
lines from Hamlet:

Hamlet: Why was he sent into

England?

First Clown: Why, because he was

mad; he shall recover his wits there; or

if he do not, ’tis no great matter there.

Hamlet: Why?

First Clown: ’Twill not be seen in him
there; there the men are as mad as he.
There is areal contradiction here, more
fundamental than those perceived by
Terry Eagleton and his followers, most
of whom have benefited from the tradi-
tional education in English they would
now withhold from the next genera-

tion.

If we refuse to give young people the
basic tools of language, are we not
permanently stultifying their minds?
Competence in the use of grammati-
cally sound English is a prerequisite
for clear, accurate thought and effec-
tive communication. And if we deny
them access to the riches of English
literature and our cultural heritage, we
are cutting them off from many expe-
riences of great value which may oth-
erwise be unavailable to many pupils,
especially those from disadvantaged
backgrounds. Deliberately denying
such opportunities to the young is an
act of barbarism. We may thus create
a generation with legitimate chips on
their shoulders, since they will lack
what they need in order to think for
themselves.

John Marks is Director of The
Education Research Trust.



A visit to Egypt

Shusha Guppy describes the problems of Egypt's
colonial and socialist legacy

uch has been written about
the huge difficulty of dis
mantling Socialism in East-

ern Europe, and hauling the region out
of the morass of stagnation and decay.
But we seldom ponder the plight of
Third World countries with similar re-
gimes, whose problems are compounded
by underdevelopment and overpopula-
tion, and more gravely an absence of any
liberal tradition — or what we might
call “democratic memory”.

Until after the Second World War,
countries such as Poland, Czechoslo-
vakia, and Hungary were in the main-
stream of European civilisation, their
capitals were industrial and cultural
centres on a par with Vienna and Paris.
Throughout the Cold War period their
peoples never forgot their European
heritage — what life was like “before”
and could be “after”. Not so in the
Third World Socialist countries, where
“before” was some form of colonialism,
and “after” a one-party dictatorship,
similar to the Eastern European model.

Egypt is the Arab world’s largest and
most advanced country. Since Nasser’s
death in 1969 it has been trying to
extricate itself from the straight-jacket
of Nasserism: a species of hybrid social-
ism modelled on Czechoslovakia, com-
plete with centralised economy, secret
police, censorship and the gagging of
dissidents. Sadat started the process of
liberalisation which President Mubarak
has continued, but it has proved slow
and often intractable, generating new
problems, of which the most debilitat-
ing is the resurgence of “Islamic” funda-
mentalism.

I recently went to Egypt to give a
couple of lectures in Cairo and Alex-
andria sponsored by The British Coun-
cil, (incidentally, one of Britain’s great
institutions which has not yet been
destroyed by denigration, cynicismand
economic strangulation, and which

renders a global service through excel-
lent English teaching and cultural ex-
changes). I had been there once before
briefly — in 1981, to interview Queen
Farah after the Shah’s death for The
Telegraph Magazine — and this time
I decided to stay a few extra days and
see something of Cairo.

On arrival at night, Cairo seemed
conjured out of the desert like a vast
fairy-land: millions of multicoloured
lights flashing from publicity signs
and tall buildings, through palms and
acacia trees, the Nile meandering
through it like liquid aquamarine. In
the morning the magic kingdom had
vanished, and been replaced by a dun-
coloured urban sprawl of 16 million
people surrounded by desert, choked
with traffic and crowds, over which
hung a quivering pall of pollution. As
in most Third-World cities modern
tall buildings, old houses and slums
mingled in various stages of decay, as
if demolishers had just been or were
about to arrive.

An Egyptian friend, Ahmed, a uni-
versity English lecturer, offered to
guide me, and we drove through the
commercial city centre to Mediaeval
Cairo, where some great Islamic build-
ings from 8th to 18th Century are
clustered around the Al Ahzar Mosque
— the religious centre of the country
— and the old Bazaar. Pilgrims from
all over Egypt come here to worship at
the various mosques, especially those
adjoining the Shrines of Saida Zeinab,
the Prophet Mohammad’s grand-
daughter, and of her brother Hussein.
You could hardly approach the Saints’
tombs for the density of crowds, pray-
ing and wailing and supplicating while
their babies howled and their children
milled around.

The area is a maze of narrow dusty
lanes, where shanty dwellings cover
the ground as well as the rooftops, and

putrid garbage-tips and collapsing
shacks harbour a teeming population.
Sixty per cent of Egypt’s 54 million
people is under fifteen; the Govern-
ment is doing its best to encourage
family planning, and has succeeded in
reducing a staggering 4% annual in-
crease to 2.8, which is still explosive.
Yet at the World Population Confer-
ence in Cairo last September the fun-
damentalists opposed the resolution,
(which even Iran signed, arguing
rightly that there is no prohibition in
Islam against birth-control). It occurred
to me that the combination of deep
piety and abject poverty provides a
very fertile soil for all sorts of dema-
goguery, including Fundamentalism.

“The fundamentalists’s aim is to un-
dermine the Government, and what-
ever its policy, they oppose it”, said
Ahmed. For example a few months
ago NCC television showed a docu-
mentary about female circumcision —
one of the most barbaric customs still
practised in Southern Egypt. Follow-
ing popular outcry, the Mufti of Cairo
(the chief religious authority) declared
it a “tribal African custom” alien to
Islam, and the Parliament introduced
a bill making it illegal. Then the head
of Al-Azhar Mosque, traditionally the
highest orthodox authority, “found” a
hadith (prophetic tradition which to-
gether with the Holy Quran form the
basis of the Sharia — Islamic Law)
that allowed the operation, and the
Government backed down.

Yet fundamentalism is so far only a
security threat in Egypt — shooting a
few tourists and trying to kill Mahfouz,
the country’s only Nobel Prize winner.
It is not a political force, as in Algeria.
Some Egyptians blame the woes of the
country, including fundamentalism, on
Nasserism and its legacy: large-scale
nationalisation, false full-employment,
price-control, and massive Government
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subsidies for unviable projects: “Nasser
fixed the rents in the 50’s, and they are
still the same — say £5 a month for a
residential flat. There are too many
vested interests preventing change”,
explained my friend. “A film-star or a
top Civil Servant paying £5 a month for
his vast flat in a modern building is not
keen to change the law and allow land-
owners to charge higher rents; as a
result the concept of maintenance does
not exist. Landlords can’t afford re-
pairs, and they let their beautiful 19th
Century villas crumble so that they can
build a new block in its place and charge
their new tenants more.”

As in Eastern Europe, Nasser’s full-
employment policy meant artificial job-
creation and low salaries: “They
pretend to pay us and we pretend to
work”, as the Eastern Europeans used
to say. In 1991 the IMF stepped in with
funds for reform and development,
subject to economic liberalisation. But
so far only a few hotels and small
companies have been privatised, and
80% of people are still employed by the
State. The Government is introducing
Social Security and Pension schemes
to encourage people to work in the
private sector, but people don’t trust
employers, who can always get around
the law by greasing a few palms. Sala-
ries are low — £40 per month for a
qualified teacher — and to make ends
meet most people have several “jobs”,
supplementing their State salaries with
private work. Similarly subsidies and
price-control have been lifted from
most commodities except bread, but
before markets can adjust, such meas-
ures exacerbate the plight of the poor.

As elsewhere in the Third World,
corruption is endemic, on small and
large scales. It is bred of poverty and
lack of freedom of expression. Yet
with economic liberalisation has come
a modicum of political freedom. Some
old parties, like the Wafd, which effec-
tively campaigned against British rule
after World War I, have been resur-
rected, and other parties have cropped
up, including a tiny Communist party.
But since the revolution of 1952 which
brought Nasser to power, his National
Democratic Party has ruled the coun-
try. “If you want to get anywhere in
public life, you have to join it”, a

journalist told me. “To be fair the
Government is trying to comply with
American insistence on democracy,
without losing its grip on power. Peo-
ple have become used to one-party rule
— they know that the General Elec-
tions are rigged, that democracy is a
sham, so they just do what they can
within the system”.

But Nasser has his defenders too, spe-
cially among the intelligentsia. Sonallah
[brahim, one of Egypt’s best known
novelists who was jailed as a dissident
by Nasser for two years, explains:
“Nasser wanted to do something for
the people. He first asked the Americans
for funds to build the Aswan Dam, and
they refused, forcing him to turn to the
Russians. Similarly when Israel sided
with the British and the French and
attacked Egypt during the Suez war, he
started to build up the army, buying
weapons from Eastern Bloc countries,
notably Czechoslovakia. So they influ-
enced his social policies too.”

But was the Dam such a good idea
after all? Some ecologists believe not:
the annual floods that covered the land
along the Nile were rich in minerals
and organic matter. Now these are
held by the Dam, and chemical fertilis-
ers have to be used instead, which are
expensive and less efficient.

“Nasser saw himself as the Leader of
the whole Arab world”, says Mursi
Saad El-Din, veteran journalist, friend
of Sadat and Editor of Egypt Today,
“Sadat was less ambitious— he wanted
to be just Egyptian. He made peace
with Israel to concentrate on develop-
ment and construction at home”.

It cost him his life. Even today many
Egyptians are opposed to peace unless
Israel gives up the Occupied Territories.
While they favour a comprehensive
peace for the region, most Egyptian
intellectuals with whom [ spoke did not
believe in the Peace Treaty between
Israe] and the PLO as it stands: “It gives
nothingtothe Palestinians”, they said,.“It
is as if I occupied your house for years,
then said now we can get along, because
I’m going to let you clean the corridors
yourself!”. Muhammad Heikal, the
doyen of Egyptian journalists, and
Nasser’s closest friend and adviser
throughout his reign, explained: “Itis a
treaty imposed by a nuclear power over
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